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NO*nOE  TO  8OI1ICITOB8. 


With  ike  view  ofinmning  ike  greaUet  pamUe  accuracy  and 
nfidikf  in  ike  variaue  pMicatione  eonneeted  mik  ike  Law 
Rbfokts,  Oe  Ooundl  wiU  he  obliged^  if  ike  Soliciiara  io  wkom 
QfpUeaUan  is  made  by  any  Beporier  aoiing  for  ike  Oouncil 
mU  Of  toon  a$  pateible  after  appHcaiion  fumisk  ike  neeeesary 
PofMn,  toyeiker  witk  any  informatian  in  tkeir  power  as  io  ike 
wme$  of  ike  varioue  Solieiiors  engaged  in  ike  case.  At  ike 
wme  Hme^  (he  Oouncil  ikankfidly  acknowledge  ike  cusistance 
^  kate  already  received  from  §0  many  membere  of  ike  Pro^ 
femm  m  ftumieking  ike  papers  reqtUred  to  prepare  accurate 
reforte. 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


Becord  of  Business. 


COURT  L 

Fbidat,  December  20. 

Michael  v.  Hart  A  Co,    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Dia- 

miflsed. 
Anwn  Y.  Anthony.    Application  for  judgment  or  now  trial.     Allowed. 

MoNDAT,  January  13. 

Duniop  Pneumatic  Tyre  Company,  Limited,  and  AnoU^sr  v.  AcUeti 

GeseUschaft  Faer  Motor,  Ac.     Appeal  from  Channell  J.      Dis- 

miflsed. 
WaUaeh  &  Biohardion  y.  Marshall     Appeal    from   Phillimore   J. 

Allowed. 
Comwdl  T,  Oraddock.    Appeal  from  Phillimore  J.    Dismiased. 
Empresslof  Gvjdlia,  Limited,  y.  Taylor.     Appeal  from  {Phillimore  J 

Part  heard* 

TuxBDAT,  January  14. 

Empress  of  Gwcdia,  Limited  v.  Taylor.     Appeal  from  Phillimore  J 

DisnuBsed. 
Campion  &  Co.  y.  ValsnUne  Extract  Company,  Limited,  and  Others, 

Appeal  from  Darling  J.    AUowed. 

WxDNXgDAT,  January  15. 

The  Vestry  of  the  Parish  of  St,  James  and  St.  John,  Clcrkenwdl  ▼ 

/.  Edmondson  &  Son.    Appeal  from  the^Lord  Ohief  Justice  and 

Kennedy  J.    Diuniflaed. 
HeUand  &  Co.,  Limited  r.  Sarah  Jean  Langdale.     Appeal   from 

Darling  J.    Dlamisaed. 
Saunders  y.  White.      Appeal   from  the   Lord  Chief   Justice  and 

Kennedy  J.    Part  heard. 


COXTBT  XL 

Thubsdat,  December  19. 

White  y.  Harrow.    Harrow  y.  MarylAone  Distriet  Property  Company 

Limited.  Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Stood  oyer  for  further  eyidenco. 
McCheane  y.  Oyles,    Appeal  ftom  Buddey  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  TrouviUe  Pier  Company  (La   JeUe   de  TrouviUe),  Limited. 

London  Trust  Company,  Limited,  and  Another  y.  Harding  and 

Another,    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    DismisBed. 
In  re  British  Drying  Company,  IdnUted.    Appeal  from  Wright  J 

Part  heard. 

Fbidat,  December  20. 

Chamberlain  A   Hookham,   JAmUed   y.    Mayor,  dtc,  of   Bradford. 

Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    DitmiaBed. 
Home  and  Colonial  Stores,  Lindted  y.  CoOs.    Appeal  ttcm  Zojce  J 

Allowed. 
In  re  Marten.    Shaw  y.  Marten.    Appeal  from  Byroe  J.    Diamlaaed; 
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In  re  BartleU  {Sir  A.  E.),    Ex  parte  S,  S,  Seal,    Appeal  from  Mr. 

Begiatrar  Linklatcr.    DiBiniflsed. 
In  re  McConnell.    Ex  parte  The  Trtuiee.    Appeal  fifom  Wright  J. 

DismlBBed. 

Monday,  January  13. 

White  Y.  Harrow,    Harrow  ?.  MarfflAone  DUtrict  Property  Company. 

Appeal  from  Joyoe  J.    Part  heard. 
In  re  Wright,  CroBsley  &  Ch.*8  Trade-mark.    AppeaL  from  Byrne  J* 

Postponed. 

Tuesday,  January  14. 

White  V.  Harrow.    Harrow  y.  Marylebone  Di$trict  Property  Company, 

Limited.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Allowed. 
Poiston  ?.  Bobertaou,    Appeal  from  Joyoe  J.    Dismi«ed. 
Commercial  Bevdupment  Company,  Limited  y.  Aikim  and  AHUne  d 

Applegarth  y.  Catiner  Kdlner  Alkali  Company,  Limited.    Appeal 

from  Bnokley  J.    Appeal  and  motion  dismiaied. 
W.  G.  Birch  y.  E.  Birch,  A.  Birch  and  Others  (Probate).    Appeal  from 

Barnes  J.    Part  heard. 

Wednesday,  Jannazy  15. 

In   re  British  Drying  Company,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Wright  J. 

Dismissed. 
Capes  Y.  Dalton.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Part  heard. 

Thubsday,  January  16. 

Capes  Y.  DaUon.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Cur.  adv.  vult. 
Diprose  y.  Belgravia  Hotels  Company.    Appeal  from  Joyoe  J.    Part 
heard. 


During  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  The  Weekly  Notes  vfiU  he  published 
on  Saturday,  and  wiU  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  All  oases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  will  he  reported  infuU  in  The  Law  Befobtb. 


Supreme  Court  of  5uMcature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.A. 


In  re  Mabten. 
Shaw  v.  Mabten. 


Deo.  20. 


Oeneral  power  of  appointment — Exercise  hy  will — Intention  to 
exercise  for  aHl  purposes — Blending  of  appointed  property  with 
testator^s  ovm  property. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Byrne  J. 

Under  her  marriage  settlement  a  testatrix  (a  widow)  had  a 
general  power  to  appoint  by  will  after  her  own  death  the  tnist 
f  ands  which  were  Yested  in  the  trustees  of  the  settlement— 
namely,  the  stocks  and  secoritieB  specified  in  a  schedule  to  the 
settlement  and  a  sum  of  5000^.  By  her  will  dated  the  Ist  of 
March,  1893,  she,  in  exercise  of  the  power,  appointed  that  the 
trustees  of  the  settlement  should  stand  possessed  of  the  5000^. 
and  the  inyestments  representing  the  same,  and  of  such  part  of 
the  stocks,  <&c.,  comprised  in  the  schedule  as  should,  with  the 
6000^.,  or  the  securities  representing  the  same,  make  up  900W., 


in  trust  for  six  persons  named  in  the  will.  And  in  further 
exercise  of  the  power  she  appointed  that  the  trustees  of  the 
settlement  should  stand  possessed  of  the  residue  of  the  stocks, 
&o.,  comprised  in  the  schedule,  in  trust  as  to  10002.  for  W.  P. 
Shaw,  and  as  to  the  residue  thereof  in  trust  for  Henry  Shaw. 
The  testatrix  then  bequeathed  some  specific  and  pecuniary 
legacies.  And  she  empowered  the  trustees  of  the  settlement 
and  the  executors  of  her  will  at  their  discretion  respectiyely, 
with  the  consent  of  the  respectiye  appointees  and  legatees,  to 
appropriate  any  security  or  iuYestment  subject  to  her  powers 
of  appointment  or  belonging  to  her  at  the  time  of  her  death, 
at  the  market  yalue  of  the  day,  in  or  towards  payment  and 
satisfaction  of  the  legacies  thereinbefore  appointed  or  be- 
queathed. And  as  to  the  rest  and  residue  of  her  real  and 
personal  estate  she  deyised,  bequeathed,  and  appointed  the 
same,  subject  to  the  payment  thereout  of  her  debts,  funeral 
and  testamentary  expenses,  to  Henry  Shaw  absolutely.  The 
testatrix  died  on  the  2nd  of  July,  1900.  She  had  no  real 
estate.    Henry  Shaw  predeceased  her. 

Byrne  J.  held  that  the  residue  of  the  settlement  funds,  the 
appointment  of  which  to  Henry  Shaw  had  lapsed  by  reason  of 
his  death  before  the  testatrix,  went  to  the  persons  entitled 
under  the  trusts  of  the  settlement  in  default  of  appointment. 
The  next  of  kin  of  the  testatrix  appealed. 

Benshaw,  K.C,  and  Buekmaster,  for  the  next  of  kin. 

Levett, K.C.,  and  /.  Chester,  for  the  persons  entitled  in  default 
of  appointment. 

J.  M.  Stone,  for  the  trustees  of  the  settlement. 

Underhill,  for  the  executors  of  the  testatrix. 

Ths  Goubt  (Bomer  and  Cozens-Hardy  L.JJ.,  Vaughan 
Williams  L.  J.  dissenting)  allowed  the  appeal. 

Yaughan  Williams  L. J.  was  of  opinion,  on  the  construction 
of  the  will,  that  the  testatrix  did  not  intend  to  take  the  ap- 
pointed property  out  of  the  settlement  for  all  purposes,  but 
only  for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to  the  particular  disposi- 
tions expressed.  He  thought  that  the  residuary  clause  was  not 
intended  to  operate  as  an  appointment  of  the  settled  property 
or  any  part  of  it.  The  question  was  one  of  intention,  as  was 
pointed  out  by  Chatterton  V.-O.  in  In  re  De  LusCs  Trusts, 
(1879)  8  L.  B.  Jr.  232,  and  by  Jessel  M.B.  in  In  re  Pinedas 
Settlement,  (1879)  12  Ch.  D.  667.  In  his  Lordship's  opinion, 
much  weight  ought  not  to  be  given  to  the  use  of  the  word 
"  appoint "  in  the  residuary  clause.  He  thought  it  was  only 
one  of  a  catalogue  of  words  to  cover  any  case  which  might 
arise,  just  as  the  word  " devise"  was  used,  though  the  testatrix 
had  not  any  real  estate.  Except  for  the  use  of  the  word 
''appoint,"  the  case  appeared  to  be  covered  by  In  re  Davies* 
Trusts,  (1871)  L.  B.  13  Eq.  163.  His  Lordship  could  see 
nothing  to  indicate  an  intention  to  mass  the  settled  property  j 
with  the  property  of  the  testatrix  herself.  He  thought  a  con-  i 
trary  intention  was  manifested  by  the  fact  that  she  did  not 
appoint  trustees  of  her  own,  but  appointed  that  the  settlemeot 
trustees  should  stand  possessed  of  the  ftmds  in  trust  for  the 
beneficial  appointees,  as  well  as  by  the  clause  which  empowered 
the  trustees  and  her  executors  respectively  to  appropriate 
securities.  In  his  Lordship's  opinion,  Oke  y.  Heath,  (1748) 
1  Yes.  Sin.  134,  did  not  compel  him  to  come  to  a  different  con- 
clusion. In  that  case  the  power  of  appointment  was  a  special 
power,  and  the  testatrix  could  not  by  any  appointment  have 
made  the  property  her  own. 
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BoHBB  L.J.  Boid  that  the  case  was  a  difficult  one,  and  he 
ooold  well  understand  that  different  minds  might  come  to 
dfffioent  conclusions.  But»  in  his  opinion,  the  residuary  gift 
WIS  an  exercise  by  the  testatrix  of  all  her  general  powers  of 
appointment,  so  far  as  they  had  not  otherwise  been  effectually 
exeieised.  In  other  words,  the  residuary  gift  was  a  true 
nodoary  appointment.  The  word  "  appoint "  was  apt  to 
oorer  property  which  the  testatrix  had  power  to  appoint, 
just  as  the  words  ''deyise"  and  "bequeath"  were  apt  to 
eo?er  real  and  personal  estate  respectiyely.  And,  in  his 
Lordship's  opinion,  there  was  nothing  in  the  prior  parts 
of  the  wHl  which  would  justify  the  Court  in  cutting  down 
the  effect  of  the  residuary  appointment.  The  mere  fact  that 
the  testatrix  had  already  appointed  the  whole  of  the  settle- 
ment funds  was  not  sufficient,  for  there  would  still  be  an 
object  in  a  residuary  appointment,  yiz.,  to  coyer  any  part  of 
the  proyioasly  appointed  property  the  appointment  of  which 
might  lapse,  just  as  the  object  of  an  ordinary  residuary  gift  was 
to  coTer  all  property  which  had  not  been  effectually  disposed  of. 
Nor  was  there  anything  to  negatiye  the  effect  of  tiie  residuary 
Appointment  in  the  it^i  that  in  the  prior  appointments  the 
testatrix  had  directed  the  trustees  of  the  settlement  to  pay  the 
appoiatees,  instead  of  appointing  directly  to  the  appointees, 
^or,  ui  his  Lordship's  opinion,  was  an  intention  to  exclude  the 
aefcyemeQt  fund  from  the  residuary  clause  shewn  by  the  fact 
tbst  Henry  Shaw,  to  whom  the  residuary  gift  was  made,  was 
also  the  appointee  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  will.  In  the  prior 
i^»intment  the  whole  of  the  settlement  fund  was  not  appointed 
to  him,  and,  moreoyer,  the  residuary  gift  created  a  charge  of 
debts  and  foneral  and  testamentary  expenses,  which  would 
take  effect  in  the  eyent  of  lapse  by  reason  of  the  death  of  Henry 
Sbaw  before  the  testatrix ;  so  that  eyen  in  that  case  there  would 
be  an  object  in  the  testatrix  exercising  her  general  power  by  a 
leaiduary  appointment.  His  Lordship  could  find  nothing  else  in 
the  will  which  would  justify  the  Court  in  refusing  to  giye  to 
the  residuary  gift  and  appointment  its  ordinary  meaning  and 
effect  In  his  opinion,  the  pecuniary  l^acies  bequeathed  by 
the  testatrix  were  payable  out  of  the  settlement  fund,  if  it 
hpeed,  as  well  as  out  of  the  property  of  the  testatrix  herself. 
He  thought  that,  in  case  to  any  extent  the  residuary  gift  failed 
by  the  death  of  the  residuary  legatee  before  the  testatrix^  the 
Gettlement  fund  and  the  property  of  the  testatrix  were  blended  into 
one  for  all  purposes.  The  case  was  goyemed  by  the  principle 
on  which  Jessel  M.B.  acted  in  In  re  Pinedas  Settlement,  In  In 
n  Daviet^  Trusts  the  testatrix,  who  had  a  general  power  of 
appointment,  did  not  in  terms  purport  to  exercise  it  by  her 
loiduary  gift,  and  Wickens  V.-C.  appeared  to  haye  thought 
that,  80  fiskr  as  there  was  a  lapse  by  reason  of  the  death  of  one 
of  the  residuary  legatees,  sect.  27  of  the  Wills  Act  operated  to 
exercise  the  power  by  the  residuary  gift  only  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  debts  and  legacies;  so  that  there  was  no  true  blending  of 
the  property  of  the  testatrix  and  the  property  subject  to  the 
pover.  At  any  rate,  that  case  did  not  coyer  the  present  case. 
So  also  in  In  re  De  Lust's  Trusts  there  was  no  such  blending 
shewn  in  the  will,  and  that  case  in  no  way  conflicted  with 
the  present  decision. 

Gozehs-Habdt  L.J.  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  residuary 
douse  was  a  true  residuary  clause.  It  expressly  blended  into 
one  fond  the  property  of  the  testatrix  with  the  property  oyer 
▼hidh  she  had  a  general  power  of  appointment,  the  whole  being 


made  subject  to  debts,  funeral  and  testamentary  expenses. 
And,  being  a  true  residuary  clause,  it  must  be  taken  to  operate 
upon  eyerything  which  might  haye  failed  to  take  effect  under 
the  prior  appointment :  Oke  y.  Heath ;  and  it  made  no  difference 
that  the  appointee  in  both  cases  was  the  same  person.  The 
decision  of  Stirling  J.  in  Coxw.  y.  Rowland,  [1894]  1  Oh.  406, 
was  directly  in  point,  and  was,  in  his  Lordship's  opinion,  correct. 
Solicitors:  A,  Toovey,  for  Bennett,  Boycott  &  Co.,  Buxton; 
J,  &  R.  Gole,  for  Diocon  &  Syers,  Liyerpool ;  UllUhome,  Currey  <fc 
Jennings,  for  Neve,  Cresswdl  <fe  Sparrow,  Wolyerhampton. 

W.  L.  C. 


O.A. 


Dec  20. 


Home  and  Colonial  Stobbs  v.  Colls. 


Ancient  lights— Suhstantial  obstruction — Angle  of  forty-five 
degrees  rule — Mandatory  injunction. 

The  pUkintiffs  were  the  lessees  and  occnpiers  of  business 
premises  in  Worship  Street,  in  the  City  of  London,  haying 
windows,  which  were  ancient  lights,  to  a  large  ground-fl  K)r 
room  used  by  a  number  of  clerks  engaged  in  the  plaintiffs' 
business.  This  room  was  fitted  with  electric  light,  which  was 
almost  always  required  for  the  back  part  of  the  room.  The 
defendant,  who  was  the  owner  of  a  house  that  had  stood  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  street,  had  pulled  down  this  house, 
and  was  preparing  to  erect  on  its  site  a  house  22  ft  6  in. 
higher  than  his  old  building.  As  the  pUintifl^  considered  that 
the  new  building  would  cause  serious  interference  with  their 
ancient  lights,  they  brought  this  action  claiming  an  injunction. 
At  the  trial  before  Joyce  J.  expart  witnessei  called  by  the 
defendant  deposed  that,  on  the  completion  of  the  new  building, 
an  angle  of  at  least  forty-fiye  degrees  of  light  would  be  left, 
which  they  considered  quite  sufficient  for  all  practical  purposes. 
On  the  other  hand,  tlie  plaintiffs'  expart  witnesses  deposed  that 
the  light  would  be  substantially  and  materially  diminished, 
and  that,  although  the  plaintiffs  would  still  haye  sufficient 
light  for  ordinary  business  purposes,  they  would  probably  haye 
to  use  more  electric  light  than  formerly. 

Joyce  J.  held  that,  eyen  after  the  erection  of  the  defendant's 
building,  the  plaintiff'  premises  would  still  be  well  and  suffi- 
ciently lighted  for  aU  ordinary  purposes  of  occupancy  as  a  place 
of  business,  and  that  they  were  at  present  unusually  well 
b'ghted;  and  his  Lordship,  with  considerable  hesitation,  said 
he  felt  bound  to  follow  the  recent  decision,  if  unreyersed  on 
appeal,  of  Wright  J.  in  Warren  y.  Brown,  [1900]  2  Q.  B.  722. 
The  action  was  accordingly  dismissed  with  costs.  The  plaintiffs 
immediately  gaye  notice  of  appeal,  but  the  defendant  proceeded 
with  and  completed  his  building.  In  the  meantime  Wright  J.'s 
decision  in  Warren  y.  Brown  was  reyersed  ^  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  [1901]  W.  N.  p.  214;  [1902]  1  K.  B.  15.  Then  the 
appeal  in  the  present  case  came  on  for  hearing. 

Hughes,  K.C,  and  W.  E,  Vernon,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Bray,  K.C.,  and  0.  Leigh  Clare,  for  the  defendant. 

In  a  considered  judgment, 

The  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Eomer,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  said  that  without  substantial ;  interference  with  his 
ancient  lights  a  plaintiff  had  no  right  of  action;  and,  in  addi- 
tion, in  order  to  obtain  an  iojunction,  he  must  establish  sub- 
stantial  injury  suffered  or  threatened.  There  was  no  standard 
or  fixed  amount  of  light  to  which  alone.. he  was  entitled*    Bo 
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must  not  be  fanoiftd  or  fastidious ;  he  must  lecognise  the 
necessity  of  give  and  take  in  matters  of  this  nature.  There 
was  no  rule  of  law  that  a  man  might  always  build  up  to  an 
angle  of  forty-five  degrees,  though  the  fact  that  an  angle  of 
forty-fiye  degrees  would  be  left  might  not  unreasonably  be 
regarded  as  prima  fade  evideoce  that  there  would  be  no  sub- 
stantial interfercDce.  In  the  present  case  the  eyidence  estab- 
lished that  the  interference  with  the  plaintiffs'  light  would  be 
substantial,  and  that  real  damage  would  result.  The  judg- 
ment below  must  be  reversed,  and  the  plaintiffs  were  entitled 
to  a  mandatory  injunction,  with  costs. 

Yaughak  Williams  L. J.  added  that,  so  far  as  the  rule  of 
forty-five  degrees  was  concerned,  he  doubted  very  much 
whether  that  rule,  as  the  law  was  at  present  settled,  could  be 
regarded  even  as  a  rough  measure  of  the  right  of  the  owner  or 
occupier  of  a  building  containiog  ancient  lights. 

Solicitors :  Slaughter  <fc  May ;  Hyde,  Tandy,  Mahon  &  Sayer. 

G.  I.  F.  0. 


0.  A. 


HOPB  V,  HOPB. 


Jan.  18. 


Fractice — Security  for  costs  of  appeal — Form  of  order — Bond  to 
be  approved  hy  the  master. 

The  plaintiff  gave  notice  of  appeal  against  the  judgment  of 
Oozens-Hardy  J.  dismissing  the  action.  On  the  19th  of  June, 
1901,  on  the  application  of  the  defendant,  the  Oourt  of  Appeal 
made  an  order  ''that  the  plaintiff  do  procure  some  sufficient 
person  on  his  behalf  to  give  security  by  bond  to  the  defendant 
in  the  penalty  of  100?.,  conditioned  to  answer  any  costs  occa- 
sioned by  the  appeal ....  in  case  any  should  be  awarded  to  be 
paid  by  the  plaintiff  to  the  defendant,"  or  that  the  plaintiff 
should  pay  100?.  into  court  to  answer  the  costs  of  the  appeal. 
The  plaintiff  tendered  to  the  defendant  a  bond  for  IQOl, 
executed  by  the  plaintiff's  wife.  The  defendant  refused  to 
accept  this  bond,  alleging  that  the  wife  was  not  worth  100?. 
On  the  3rd  of  December,  1901,  the  defendant  gave  notice  of 
motion  that  the  plaintiff  might  be  ordered  within  fourteen  days 
to  procure  some  sufficient  person  on  his  behalf  to  give  security 
by  bond  in  100?.  to  answer  the  costs^  or  that  that  amount  might 
be  paid  into  court,  or  that  in  default  of  such  security  being 
given  the  appeal  might  be  dismissed  with  costs  without  further 
order.  On  the  18th  of  December,  1901,  the  Court  of  Appeal 
ordered  the  motion  to  stand  over  to  the  next  sittings,  to  give 
the  plaintiff  an  opportunity  of  fioding  and  compleldng  his 
security.  The  plaintiff  then  applied  to  Swinfen  Eady  J.  in 
chambers  for  an  order  that  the  defendant  should  shew  cause 
why  he  refused  to  accept  the  bond  as  security  for  the  costs  of 
the  appeal.  On  the  9th  of  January,  1902,  the  master  dismissed 
this  application  with  costs.  The  plaintiff  took  out  a  summons 
asking  that  the  matter  might  be  heard  by  the  judge  in  person. 

The  motion  of  the  8rd  of  December  now  came  on  again  for 
hearing. 

Peterson,  for  the  defendant,  asked  that  the  appeal  might  be 
dismissed,  the  plaintiff  having  failed  to  comply  with  the  order 
of  the  19th  of  June. 

The  plaintiff  in  person. 

Yauohan  Williaks  L. J.  said  that,  in  orders  for  security  for 
the  costs  of  appeals  from  the  Sing's  Bench  Division,  it  was  the 
practice  to  direct  that  the  seouiity  be  approved  by  the  master. 


This  would  be  the  practice  in  future  with  regard  to  appeals  from 
the  Ohancery  Division.  The  order  of  the  19th  of  June  would  be 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  "  security  by  bond"  the 
words ''  to  be  approved  by  the  master."  And,  the  appellant  being 
dissatisfied  with  the  order  of  the  9th  of  January,  1902,  and  with« 
drawing  the  sununons  which  he  had  issued  appealing  there&om, 
and  the  respondent  consenting,  the  matter  would  be  adjourned 
to  the  judge  in  person  in  chambers.  The  present  application 
would  stand  over  until  the  question  of  the  security  had  been 
disposed  of  by  the  judge  in  chambers. 

Stiblxno  L.J.  and  Gozbns-Habdt  L.J.  concurred. 

Solicitors:  Hasties;  Lundey  &  Lumley,  W.  L.  0. 

Note. — Vide  Setou's  Jadgments  and  Orders,  6th  ed.  vol.  i.  p.  874. 


IbiGb  Court  ot  Justice. 


OHANOBRY  DIVISION. 


Byrne  J. 


HoNTWoon  y.  Hon  y  wood. 


Deo.! 


Settlement — Several  estates — Tenant  for  life—Bemaindermen  — 
Interest  on  charges — Current  rents  and  profits — Insufficiency — 
Arrears  of  interest — Subsequent  rents — Payment  off  of  charges. 

Apart  from  any  question  arising  upon  the  special  terms  of 
the  instrument  creating  the  settlement,  a  tenant  for  life  mast 
keep  down  the  interest  accruing  daring  his  lifetime  on  all  para- 
mount incumbrances  to;  the  extent  and  out  of  the  rents  and 
profits  received  by  him.  If  the  current  rents  are  insufficient  to 
keep  down  the  interest,  subsequent  rents  arising  during  the 
life  of  the  tenant  for  life  are  applicable  to  liquidate  arrears 
accruing  during  the  same  life  tenancy:  Bevel  v.  WcUkinson, 
(1748)  1  Ves.  Sen.  93;  Tracy  v.  Hereford  (Countess  o/),  (1786) 
2  Bro.  0.  0. 128 ;  Caulfield  r.  Maguire,  (1845)  2  J.  &  La  T.  141. 

Where  several  estates  are  included  in  the  same  settlement, 
the  tenant  for  life  is  bound,  out  of  the  whole  rents  and  profits, 
to  keep  down  the  interest  on  charges  on  all  the  estates :  Frewen 
V.  Law  Life  Assurance  Society,  [1896]  2  Oh.  611 ;  In  re  Botchkys, 
(1886)  32  Oh.  D.  408. 

Upon  principle,  therefore,  the  tenant  for  life  of  several 
estates  included  in  the  same  devise  remains  liable,  as  between 
himself  and  the  remaindermen,  to  make  good  arrears  of  interest 
accrued  during  his  life  tenancy  out  of  subsequent  rents  re- 
ceived by  him  from  any  of  the  estates,  even  although  the  charge 
in  respect  of  which  the  arrears  have  arisen  has  been  paid  off  by 
means  of  a  sale  of  part  of  the  property. 

Bowden,  K.C.,  and  H.  C,  Hawkins,  for  the  trustees. 

Levett,  KC.t  and  Beaumont,  for  the  remaindermen. 

Norton,  K.C.,  and  Quin,  for  the  assignees  of  the  tenant  for 
life. 

T.  A.  Nash,  for  other  parties. 

Solicitors :  Burch,  Whitekoad  <fc  Davidsons ;  Sandilands  &  Co.  ; 
Hammond  &  Bichards ;  Wood,  Bigg  &  Nash,  for  H.  M.  James, 
Exeter.  ^-M- 
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Bjrae  J.  FRAonoa  Nora.  Deo.  21. 

Practice — Witness — Taking  the  oath — Kissing  t?ie  Booh — Scottish 
form  of  oath— Oaths  Act,  1888  (61  &  62  Vict.  c.  46),  s.  5. 

Btbhb  J.  this  morning,  at  the  close  of  deliyering  jadgment  in 
the  case  of  McGillivray  y.  Anglo-Klondyke  Mining  Company, 
made  the  following  oheervations : — 

Theie  is  a  matter  to  whioh  I  wish  to  draw  particular  atten- 
tkm,  it  being  one  to  which  I  haye  had  occasion  to  refer  seyeral 
tunes.    For  some  time  past  my  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
bet  that  witnesses  occasionally  refrain  from  kissing  the  Book 
when  the  oath  is  administered,  and  kiss  their  thumb,  or  some 
other  part  of  their  hand.    Daring  the  last  fortnight  this  has 
occurred  three  times,  and  that  not  in  cases  of  ignorant  or  un- 
educated witnesses,  but  in  the  case  of  people  in  a  compara- 
tiyely  good  position,  one  of  the  witnesses  to  whom  I  refer 
a  solicitor.      I  do  not  attribute  to  any  of  these  wit- 
and  I  do  not  suggest  for  a  moment,  that  they  were 
actuated  by  any  other  motiye  than  that  arising  from  the 
notion  that   seems  to  haye  grown  yery   preyalent,  namely, 
that   disease   may  be  communicated   by   means   of  kissing 
the  Book.    It  is  sufficiently  well  known  that,  amongst  the 
ignorant  and  uneducated,  there  are  a  considerable  number  of 
peiaons  who  think  that  they  can  rid  themselyes  either  of  the 
YBlidity  or  moral  sanctity  of  the  oath,  or  of  the  punishment 
which  may  follow  upon  giying  fiEdse  eyidence,  by  refraining 
ftom  kissing  the  Book;  and  it  would  be  wrong  for' a  judge, 
speaking  for  myself,  to  abstain  &om  taking  notice  of  it  when 
he  sees  a  witness,  whateyer  his  motiyes  may  be,  take  the  oath 
not  in  the  duly  prescribed  form.    I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
M  widely  known  as  it  should  be  that  any  witness  may  take  the 
oath  without  kissing  the  Book ;  because  under  the  Oaths  Act 
of  1888  (61  &  62  Vict  c.  46),  s.  6,  it  is  proyided  that  ''If  any 
poison  to  whom  an  oath  is  administered  desires  to  swear  with 
uplifted  hand,  in  the  form  and  manner  in  which  an  oath  is 
usually  administered  in  Scotland,  he  shall  be  permitted  so  to 
do,  and  the  oath  shall  be  administered  to  him  in  such  form  and 
manlier  without  further  question."    It  is  open,  therefore,  to  a 
witness  to  elect  whether  he  will  be  sworn  in  the  English  form 
or  in  the  Scottish  form ;  and,  if  he  elects  the  Scottish  form,  he 
is  not  asked  his  reason  for  so  doing.    There  is  no  excuse  what- 
ever for  any  witness,  purporting  to  take  the  oath  in  one  form, 
refraining  from  doing  that  which  goes  to  shew  the  sanctity  of 
the  act  which  he  is  performing.    I  do  not  suppose  that  my 
Orart  is  specially  attended  by  persons  holding  the  yiews  to 
which  I  haye  alluded,  but  I  am  afraid  this  is  a  thing  that  must 
frequently  occur,  and  I  think  it  cannot  be  too  widely  known 
that  there  is  no  excuse  whateyer  for  a  man  refraining  trom 
hianog  the  Book  because  he  is  afraid  that  disease  will  be  com- 
unmicated  to  him,  when  he  has  only  to  elect  to  take  the  oath  in 
Mother  form.  G.  M. 


RnreUJ.  Jan.  14. 

BlAH  ABB  ChAFTKB  OF  ChBSTEB  V,  SlCELTINa  CoBFORATIOK, 
LiHITKD. 

^MmaU — Breach  of  injunction — Motion — Conflicting  affidavits 
—Motion  ordered  to  he  heard  with  vntnesses — Evidence  of 
^ches  not  specified  in  affidavits — Surprise — Bules  of  Supreme 
Ooturt,  1888,  Order  Ln.,  r.  4 

Motion. 


This  was  amotion  by  the  plaintiflb  for  liberty  to  sue  out  awrit 
of  sequestration  against  the  defendant  company  and  for  oom<- 
mittal  or  attachment  of  the  receiyer  and  manager  for  allowing 
smoke,  oxide  of  zinc,  and  other  chemical  or  metallio  substances 
and  noxious  gas  and  fumes,  to  issue  from  the  defendant  com- 
pany's works,  so  as  to  occasion  a  nuisance  and  injury  to  the 
plaintiffs,  in  breach  of  an  injunction  gz^nted  on  the  2ud  of 
August,  1901 .     Vide  [1901]  W.  N.  179. 

The  respondents  had  recommenced  smelting  silyer  and  lead 
on  the  9th  of  September,  but  had  entirely  abandoned  the 
smelting  of  zinc,  which  they  thought  was  the  sole  cause  of  the 
nuisance. 

On  the  6th  of  Noyember  the  applicants  issued  the  present 
notice  of  motion,  alleging  that  the  works  still  caused  a  nuisance. 

On  the  26th  of  Noyember,  owing  to  the  conflicting  nature  of 
the  affidayit  eyidence,  the  motion  was  by  consent  ordered  to  be 
heard  with  witnesses. 

On  the  case  coming  on, 

Jenkins,  K.O.,  and  Clare,  for  the  applicants,  proposed  to 
proye  instances  of  nuisance  and  injury  not  specified  in  the 
affidayits. 

BramweU  Davis,  K.C,  and  George  Lawrence,  for  the  respon- 
dents, submitted  tiiat  the  applicants  were  only  entitled  to  sub- 
stantiate by  their  viva  voce  eyidence  the  instances  of  nuisance 
specified  in  their  affidayits,  those  being  the  only  instances 
which  the  respondents  had  come  prepared  to  meet.  They 
relied  on  Order  Ln.,  r.  4,  which  proyides  that  ''  Eyery  notice 
of  motion  ....  for  attachment ....  shall  state  in  general  terms 
the  ground  of  the  application ;  and,  where  any  such  motion  is 
founded  on  eyidence  by  affidayit,  a  copy  of  any  affidayit  in- 
tended to  be  used  shall  be  seryed  with  the  notice  of  motion," 
the  object  of  the  rule  being  that  a  person  whom  it  is  sought  to 
attach  shall  know,  not  only  why  the  application  is  made,  but 
the  eyidence  upon  which  it  is  made:  Taylor  y.  Boe,  [1898] 
W.  N.  14;  Annual  Practice,  1902,  p.  726. 

Fabwbll  J.  This  objection  is  not  well  founded.  The  last 
clause  of  Order  lu.,  r.  4,  has  no  application  to  a  case  where  a 
motion  launched  on  affidayit  eyidence  is  subsequently  ordered 
to  be  heard  with  witnesses.  In  that  case  the  affidayits  are 
not  used.  The  first  clause  of  the  rule  requiring  the  notice  of 
motion  to  state  in  general  terms  the  ground  of  the  application 
applies,  and  has  been  complied  with,  and  I  cannot  see  how  the 
respondents  are  in  any  way  put  at  a  disadyantage.  They 
could  haye  obtained  all  necessary  information  by  an  application 
for  particulars.  The  eyidence  is  therefore  admissible ;  but,  if  I 
think  the  respondents  are  in  any  way  taken  by  surprise,  I  shall 
probably  grant  an  adjournment. 

Solicitors :  Tatham  A  Procter,  for  Barker  cfe  Bogerson,  Chester ; 
Druces  &  Attlee.  Q.  B.  A. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  Lugh  v,  Lbioh.  Dec.  21. 

Stoitute— Construction— Advowsonr— Patron— Infamt— Trustees  to 
present  during  minority — Guardian, 

Under  a  settlement  made  by  the  direction  of  the  Court  in 
this  action,  in  pursuance  of  a  ooyenant  of  October,  1886,  the 
Leigh  estates,  including  the  adyowson  and  perpetual  right  of 
patronage  and  presentation  of  and  to  the  rectory  or  parish 
church  of  Walton-on-the-Hill«  in  the  county  of  Lanoaster, 
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were  limited  to  the  nf^  of  John  Cooil  Gerard  Leigh  (now 
an  infant)  in  tail  male  with  remainders  oyer.  The  settlement 
provided  that,  during  the  minority  of  any  tenant  in  tail  male 
or  in  tail  by  purchase  under  the  settlement,  the  trustees  might 
present  a  fit  person  to  any  yacant  ecclesiastical  benefice  either 
absolutely  or  subject  to  such  lawful  terms  as  to  resignation  as 
the  trustees  deemed  proper. 

By  the  Walton-on-the-Hill  Rectory  Act,  1843,  under  which 
the  then  ecclesiastical  parish  was  divided,  glebe  lands  were 
vested  in  trustees  with  power  to  sell  with  the  consent  of  the 
patron  or  patrons.  The  Act  provided  **  that  all  acts,  matters 
and  things  by  this  Act  authorized  to  be  done,  and  every  consent 
required  to  be  signified  by  the  patron  of  any  of  the  aforesaid 
rectories  or  of  the  said  present  rectory  and  of  the  said  vicarage 
of  Walton-on-the-Hill,  may  be  done  and  signified  by  the  patron 
or  patrons  for  the  time  being  of  the  said  respective  benefices, 
whether  one  or  more,  who  shall  be  seised  of  the  advowson 
thereof  in  possession,  whether  for  an  estate  of  inheritance  or 
any  less  estate,  and  by  any  such  patron  or  patrons,  being  a 
married  woman  or  married  women  notwithstanding  her  or  their 
coverture,  and  by  the  guardians  or  committees  of  any  such 
patron  or  i)atrons  being  an  infant  or  infants,  lunatic  or  lunatics, 
or  idiot  or  idiots  respectively,  and  that  every  act,  matter  and 
thing  which  shall  be  so  done,  and  every  consent  which  shall  be 


so  signified,  shall  be  as  valid  and  effeotuU  as  if  the  party  or 
parties  by  whom  or  on  whose  account  such  act,  matter  or  thing 
shall  be  done,  and  such  consent  signified,  was  or  were  seised  of 
the  said  advowson  in  fee  simple  in  possession  and  free  from  any 
incapacity." 

A  conditional  contract  had  been  made  for  the  sale  of  p^rt  of 
the  Walton-on-the-Hill  glebe  land  as  building  sites.  This 
summons  was  taken  out  by  the  settlement  trustees  to  determine 
whether  their  consent,  or  that  of  the  guardian  of  the  infant 
tenant  in  tail,  was  necessary  to  carry  out  the  proposed  sale. 

Methold,  for  the  trustees  of  the  settlement,  argued  that  they 
were  the  patrons  for  the  time  being  within  the  meaniog  of  the 
Act. 

Arkle,  for  the  trustees  of  the  Act,  contra, 

R,  J,  Parker,  for  the  infant. 

SwnnrsN  Eadt  J.  considered  that  the  mere  power  to  present 
during  the  minority  of  the  tenant  in  tail  male  did  not  make 
the  trustees  patrons.  The  patron  had  other  rights  and  duties 
besides  the  right  of  presentation.  In  his  opinion  the  infant 
was  patron,  and  his  consent  had  to  be  given  by  the  guardiao  of 
his  person. 

Solicitors:  Bowdiffes,  Rawle  <fc  Co,;  Field,  Roscoe  <fe  Co,; 
Lowe  &  Co,  D.  P. 
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ISfOnOX  TO  SOLIOITOHB. 


WUk  ike  view  of  wearing  ike  greateei  poeMe  aeeuraejf  and 
repiiUjf  in  ike  varioue  pMieaUons  connected  mik  ike  Law 
BiroKTS,a6  OouncU  witt  he  obliged,  if  tke  Solieiton  to  wkom 
efftteaUan  ie  made  5y  anjf  Beporter  acting  far  ike  Council 
wSiiUioonae  poeeible  after  ajpplication  fumisk  ike  neceeeary 
^V»>  togeiker  wUk  ang  information  in  tkeir  power  ae  to  tke 
•me$  of  ike  wuriom  Solicitore  engaged  in  ike  ea$e.  At  tke 
nm  time,  Ae  Chuneii  tkankfuilg  acknowledge  ike  aerietance 
(ken  ^one  already  reeeieed  from  $o  many  membere  of  tke  Pro^ 
fmm  in  fwmieking  (ke  papere  required  to  prepare  accurate 
nporti* 


TABLE  OF  CASES. 

Dciwp  Pjixumatic  Tyre  Coxpjlsy  v.  Aotdsbt-Gisellsohaft 

FiJE  Motor  UKD  MOTOBFAHBZIUOBAU,  TOBM.  CUDBLL  ft  Co. 

a  A. 

FniH,  In  re,    Nkwtqk  v.  Kolfe    .         .         .         Kekevneli  J. 

HoCHlBLL  V,  DuHBiNG Joyce  J. 

IsMXJXD  V,  Hart  ahd  Others         ....      Joffoe  J. 
JoHsr  GuFRTHS  Ctolr  Corporation,  Limited,  Tn  re.    Dunlop 

PbBDICATIO  TtRB  Ck)MPAXT,  LnOTED  V.  JOHH  GRIFFITHS 
GtCLB  GORFORATIOV,  Ldoted 0,  A, 

law  Hotel  Gompast,  In  re.    Salter  v.  Leas  Hotel  Company 
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St.  James  and  St.  John  (Vestry  of),  Clkrkenwell  r.  Edmond- 
nvftSov O.A.       8 

Biu»^8  Trust,  Jn  r0 FarwellJ.      11 


INDEX  OF  SUBJECT-MATTER 


coMPjunr. 

J>^ie»iure-holderf^  aetion—Reeeiter  and  manager^^uriadietion  to 

(appoint  manager^Goodwill--**  Property '' , 
S^oret^BegidraUan—Tram/er-'Tramfer  in   blank— EquitaUe 

^i^origage  of  ehare^—Noiiee—PriorUy  .... 

OOVmCT  Of  LAWS. 

*■«»<*  m  court— French  eubjeot  enUUed—Frencfi  law— Statin— 
"Prodigal**— '^Cotiseil  Judiciaire"— Code  Napo'.^ony  §  513— 
Payment  out 

LOVOOV. 

^drapoUe  Management  Act$— Highway  within  two  jurisdictions 
—New  etreet— Sewer  — Recovery  of  Expentee—Metropolii 
Management  Act,  1855  (18  &  19  Vict.  c.  120)— 3fciropoK« 
Management  Amendment  Act,  1862  (25  &  26  Viet,  c.  102), 

!.    W.52, 112 

ntAonoE. 

Qwfo— Inacrfreni  company— Proeeeution  of  company's  appeal  by 
reeeitfer  in  debenture-holderi^  action— Security  for  costs  of 
appeal-^Reversdl  of  judgment  and  order  for  payment  out  of 
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security  to  reoeioer— Appeal  to  tlie  House  of  Lords— Reversal 
of  judgment  of  Court  of  Appeal— Repayment  of  security  .  9 
Foreign  corporation— Service  of  writ  within  tlie  jurisdiction— 
Foreign  company  carrying  on  business  temporarily  in  England 
—Bu'esofthe  Supreme  Court,  1883,  Order  ix.,  r.  8;  Order 
Lxx.,  r.  3 8 

8BTTUXSHT. 

Conttruetion— Wife's  property— Ultimate  trust  for  next  of  fct#»— 

^* Die  without  having  been  married** 9 

STATUTE  07  LIMITATIOn. 

Real  property— Action  to  recover  land— Person  under  disability— 
Claim  by  hwband  and  wife  in  right  of  wife— Real  Property 
Limitation  Act,  1874  (37  d-  38  Viet,  c,  57),  ss.  3.  5       .         .11 

YBHDOB  AVD  FUBOHABXB. 

Settled  Land  Acts—Coi^ict  between  powers  of  settlement  and 
powers  of  Ad— Consent  to  exercise  of  powers  by  trustees- 
Undivided  shares  settled  by  will— Several  persons  oonstituting 
tenant  for  life— Settled  Land  Act,  1882  (45  <fc  46  Vict  c  38), 
8,  2,  sub-sf.  5,  6;  0.  56,  sub-s,  2— Settled  Land  Act,  1884 
(47  ^  48  Vict,  0.  18),  s.  6,  sub-s.  2 10 

WILL. 

Trustee  carrying  on  trade  under  power  in  wiil— Employment  of 
assets  in  trade  — Trade  creditors  ^  Indemnity — SubrogO' 
tionr-^DefauUing  trustee 10 


COUKT  OF  APPEAL. 


Becobb  of  Business. 

: — 

COURT  I. 

Friday,  January  17. 

HMs  A  Son  y.  Turner.    Appeal  from  KenRedy  J.    Dlsmiased. 
Leach  Y.  Arber.    Appeal  from  Bigham  J.    Dismissed. 

Saturday,  January  18. 

Saunders  y.  T\rhite.      Appeal   from  the   Lord  Chief  Jostioe  and 
Kennedy  J.    Part  heard. 

Tukday,  JiUinary  21. 
Michael  v.  Hart  &  Co.    Appeal  from  Wills  J.    Order  Yaried. 
Saunders  y.    White,      Appeal  from  the   Lord   Chief   Jastico    and 

Kennedy  J.    Cur.  adv.  vult. 
Ellis  Y.  Watson.    Appeal  from  Channell  J.    Allowed. 

Wkdiobsday,  January  22. 

Appeal  from  Lawrance  and  Kennedy  JJ.    Allowed. 
Appeal  from  Ridley  J.    Dismissed. 


Yates  Y.  Terry. 

Lane  y.  Elliott  Brothers, 


Thursday,  January  23. 

Northfleet  Coal  and  Ballast  Company,  Limited  y.  Tower  Portiand 
Cement  Company,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Bidley  J.    Dismissed. 

Sawrey  y.  Vercoe.    Appeal  from  Bigham  J.    Dismissed. 

Ri<Aard  Holden,  Limited  y.  Bostock  <!*  Co.,  Limited.  Appeal  frooi 
Bigham  J.    Part  heard. 
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OOUBT  TL 

Fbidat,  Jaauary  17. 

/«  re  H.  L,  Datrii.    JSb  parte  the  TruiUe,    Appeal  from  Wright  J. 

Stands  (nrer. 
In  re  a  Debtor,    Ex  parte  the  Debtor,    Appeal  from  Mr.  BegiBtrar 

Brougham.    Dlamiflaed. 
Diproee  y.  BeHgra'via  Hotels  Oompany.  Appeal  from  Joyce  J.   Allowed. 

Satubdat,  Janaaiy  18. 

H  re  the  AppHeation  of  PomrU,  Limited,  No.  280 J44.    Appeal  from 
Joyce  J.    Ftot  heard. 

Monday,  January  20. 

Tnrethe  AppHeaJUon  of  PomrU,  Limited,  No.  230,744.    Appeal  from 

Joyce  J.    Stanrls  oyer. 
Orqfts  Y,  J.  EL  Diekson  St  Co.^  Limited,    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J. 

Allowed. 
HeUyer  t.  Arfker  Burton^    Appeal  from  Baddey  J.    Part  heard. 

TunoAT,  Jaanary  21. 

HeUyer  T.  Areher  Burton,    Appeal  from  Bnokley  J.    Order  varied. 
Jacdbi  ▼.  Morris  A  Morris,    Morris  dt  Morris  y.  Jacobs,    Appeal  from 
ParwellJ.    Part  heard. 

WiDHxsDAY,  January  22. 

Birch  Y,  Birek,    Appeal  from  Bamea  J.    Stands  over. 
In  re  GrigUhs  CycJe  Corporation,    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Diamiaaed. 
In  re  ElUoL    Hunter  v.  Pyle.     Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Part 
heai«; 

Thubsdat,  January  23. 

Jacobs  V.  Jferrw.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Owr,  adv,  uHt. 
In  re  Sohtnarr,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Dismissed. 
Hunt  V.  lAMik,    Appeal  from  Farwoll  J.    IMuniased. 
In  re  Ensler.    Murray  v.  Boeder,    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.     Part 
heard. 


DurtngthedttingsoftheOourU  Tms  Weekly  KoriSfoiR  bepMished 
on  Saturday,  and  wUl  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
inohtding  those  tf  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  cases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wUl  be  reported  in  full  in  Thb  Law  Befobts. 


Supreme  Court  of  Jublcature^ 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A.  Jan.  13. 

DuNLOi*  Phkumatic  Ttbs  OompanYj  Limited   v.  Actien-Ge- 

SELL80HAFT    fCr    MoTOB    UKD     MoTORFAHBZEUOBAU^    YORH. 
GUDSLL  &  Co. 

Practice — Foreign  corporation — Service  of  writ  within  the  juris" 
diction — Forevfn  company  carrying  on  business  temporarily  in 
England-'Htdes  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1883,  Order  n.,  r.  8 ; 
Ordir  uoL,  r,  3. 

Appeal  from  the  order  of  Ohannell  J.  at  chambers  as  after 
mc  iiioncd. 


The  defendanta,  a  foreiga  oorpoiaiion,  who  were  manoftu^ 
tureis  of  motor  oars  in  Germany,  hired  a  stand  at  the  Orystai 
Palttoe  for  the  exhibition  of  articles  of  their  maanfactnre  at  the 
National  Cycle  Show,  and  exhibited  at  the  show,  which  histed 
for  nine  days,  among  other  articles,  a  motor  car  fitted  with  tyres 
which  the  plaintiffs  alleged  to  be  an  infringement  of  tiidr 
patent.  The  defendants'  stand  was  in  charge  of  a  person 
employed  by  them  as  their  representative,  whose  dnty  it  was  to 
explain  the  working  of  the  articles  exhibited,  and  to  take  orders 
for  the  sapply  of  similar  articles  by  the  defendants.  The 
defendants  were  during  the  continuance  of  the  show  served  at 
their  stand  with  a  writ  in  an  action  by  the  pUdntifb  for  infidnge- 
ment  of  their  patent 

On  an  application  at  chambers  by  the  defendants  to  set  aside 
the  writ  and  service,  on  the  ground  that  the  defendants  were  a 
foreign  corporation  resident  out  of  the  jurisdiction,  Channell  J. 
refused  to  make  an  order  setting  aside  the  writ  and  service. 

Danckwerts,  K,C,,  and  R.  B,  D,  Adand^  for  the  defendants. 

B.  M,  Bray,  K,C.,  and  A,  J,  Walter,  for  the  p'aintiffs. 

The  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  Eomer  L.J.  and  Mathew  L.J.) 
held  that  the  defendants,  during  the  continuance  of  the  show, 
were  carrying  on  business  at  a  place  within  the  jurisdiction, 
and  therefore  could  be  served  with  the  writ  under  Order  ix.,  r.8. 
They  therefore  dismissed  the  appeal. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiffs :  J.  B.d:  F,  Purchase, 

Solicitors  for  the  defendants:  Oruesemann  &  Bousi. 

E.L. 


C.  A.  Jan.  15. 

Yestbt  of  St.  James  and  St.  John,  Clebkenwill  r. 
Edxondsoh  &  Son. 

Metroi)6lis — Management  Acts — llighioay  within  two  Jurisdic- 
tions— New  street — Sewer— Becovery  of  Es^fcnses— Metropolis 
Management  Act,  1855  (18  <fe  19  Vict,  c,  I30y-Metropdii 
Management  Amendment  Act,  1862  (25  dr  26  Vict,  c.  102), 
ss.  62, 112. 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  a  Divisional  Court  (Loid 
Alverstone  C.J.  and  Kennedy  J.),  upon  a  case  stated  hy 
justices,  reported  [1901]  1  K.  B.  261 

The  boxmdary  between  part  of  the  parish  of  Clerkenwell  in 
the  county  of  London  and  the  parish  of  Hornsey  in  Middlesei 
runs  along  the  middle  of  an  old  highway,  called  Colney  Hatch 
Lane,  about  1000  yards  in  length.  At  the  time  when  the 
Metropolis  Management  Act,  1855,  came  into  operation,  thera 
was  a  nearly  continuous  line  of  houses  on  the  Hornsey  side  of 
the  lane,  but  on  the  Clerkenwell  side  there  were  only  seven  or 
eight  houses  situated  at  various  points;  A  number  of  houses 
having  recently  been  built  on  the  Clerkenwell  side  of  the  lane, 
the  vestry  of  Clerkenwell  laid  down  a  sewer  under  that  side, 
for  the  purpose  of  draining  them,  and  apportioned  the  expenses 
of  making  the  sewer  among  the  frontagers  upon  that  side  of, 
the  lane,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a  new  street  One  of  the 
frontagers  having  refused  to  pay  the  amount  apportioned  upon 
him,  application  was  made  by  the  vestry  to  justices  for  an  order 
for  payment  by  him  of  that  amount.  The  justices  found  as  a 
fact  that,  at  the  time  when  the  Metr  'polis  Management  Aci^' 
1855,  came  into  operation,  the  lane,  as  a  whole,  had  already 
become  a  street,  and,  that  being  so,  th^  decided  that  they  conkfl 
not  deal  with  the  Clerkenwell  side  of ^  the  lane  by  itself,  for  tha 
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pnrpoBe  of  deftemiiiung  whether  it  was  a  new  street,  and  there- 
fiie  thaj  dismiased  the  applioatioQ.  The  question  for  the 
opudon  of  the  Gonrt  stated  in  the  case  was  whether  the  portion 
of  tbe  lane  which  was  in  Olerkenwell  conld  he  dealt  with  hy 
itBdf  without  regard  to  the  portion  which  was  in  Homsey,  or 
to  the  hoildings  on  the  Homsey  side,  for  the  purpose  of 
detenniniDg  whether  it  was  a  new  street 

The  IHrisicHial  Oonrt  held  that,  npon  the  finding  of  the 
joitioeB  as  aforesaid,  their  deoision  was  right,  and  therefore 
disDieBed  the  appeal. 

ibemarran,  K.C.,  and  C.  F.  FrUchard,  for  the  appeUants. 

AUooander  QUn^  for  the  respondents. 

Thb  Goubt  (GoUins  M.B.,  Bomer  L.J.  and  Mathew  L.J.) 
affirmed  the  judgment  of  the  Divisional  Court  and  dismissed 
ihe  appeal 

Soliffltors  for  the  appellants :  BauUan,  Sons  db  Sandeman. 

SoUdtois  for  the  respondents :  Ihiham  &  Bdrdy.        E.  L. 


GA.  Jan.  22. 

la  rt  Jobs  GmFFnrHB  Gtolb  Gobpo&ation,  Lofmo. 
DuNU>p  Fnsumatio  Ttrb  Compant,  LmmD  r.  John 
Gbxffiths  Ctolb  Coni'OiUTiOK,  Lncmi). 

fndiee—Cosfs — Insolvent  company — Prosecution  of  company^s 
appeaH  hy  receiver  in  dAenture-holders*  action — Security  for 
^i  of  appeal — Reversal  of  judgment  and  order  for  payment 
out  of  security  to  receiver — Appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords — 
ReifeiM  of  judgment  of  Court  of  Appeal — Repayment  of 
Hcurity, 

Appeal  fjx>m  an  order  of  Joyce  J. 

On  the  19th  of  March,  1898,  the  John  Griffiths  Cycle  Cor- 
ponticm  commenced  an  action  against  Humher  &  Co.  for 
bieich  of  contract.  The  action  was  tried  before  Fhillimore  J. 
in  Jnne,  1898,  and  judgment  was  giyen  for  the  defendants 
Hnmber  &  Co. 

On  the  22nd  of  February,  1899,  this  action  was  commenced 
sgunst  the  Cycle  Corporation  by  debenture-holders  to  enforce 
thair  fiecurify,  and  on  the  24th  of  February,  1899,  a  receiver 
ttd  numager  of  the  undertaking  of  the  corporation  was 
Wanted. 

On  the  6th  of  March,  1899,  an  order  was  made  in  Ireland  for 
the  winding-up  of  the  Cycle  Corporation,  which  was  an  Irish 
company,  and  a  liquidator  was  appointed  subject  to  his  giving 
nenrity,  but  his  security  was  never  completed. 

On  the  9th  of  March  an  order  was  made  in  this  action  giving 
the  receiver  leave  to  prosecute  an  appeal  from  the  judgment  of 
Ptntlimore  J. 

In  June,  1898,  Humber  dc  Co.  obtained  an  order  in  the  Court 
of  Appeal  against  the  Cycle  Corporation  for  security  for  the 
costs  of  the  appeal,  and  1007.  was  paid  into  court  by  the  receiver 
^  security,  he  hating  obtained  leave  in  the  debenture-holders' 
action  to  give  security.  Shortly  afterwards  Humber  d:  Co. 
^pplied  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  that  the  receiver  or  the  plaintiffs 
^  the  debenture-holders'  action  might  be  added  as  parties. 
The  Court  of  Appeal  refused  this  application,  but  ordered  the 
security  for  costs  to  be  increased  by  100/.,  and  this  sum  was 
paid  mto  court  by  the  receiver,  making  200/.  in  all. 

The  appeal  was  heard  in  July,  1899,  and  was  allowed  with 
costs*  and  the  2002.  p  lid  into  coart  as  security  was  ordered  to 
^  paid  out  to  the  receiver.    Humber  &  Co.  appealed  to  the 


House  of  Lords,  when  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  was 
reversed  and  the  judgment  of  PhiUimore  J.  restored,  and  the 
Cycle  Corporation  were  ordered  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  Court  of  Appeal  and  in  the  House  of  Lords. 

Humber  &  Co.,  who  held  debentures  in  the  Cycle  Corporation 
and  had  liberty  to  attend  the  proceedings,  took  out  a  summona 
in  this  action  a^^king  that  the  receiver  might  be  ordered  to  pay 
the  costs  recoverable  by  them  under  the  order  of  the  House  c^ 
Lords,  or  in  the  alternative  to  pay  to  them  the  200/.  paid  out  to 
him  under  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

Joyce  J.  dismissed  the  summons. 

Humber  &  Co.  appealed;  but  upon  the  appeal  they  limited 
their  application  to  the  repayment  of  the  200/. 

Hamilton,  K.C.,  and  Tindal Robertson^  for  the  appellants,  con- 
tended that  the  money  was  to  be  repaid  upon  the  principle 
that  the  Court  would  compel  the  receiver  as  an  officer  of  the 
Court  to  do  what  was  right  and  honourable :  Ex  parte  James, 
(1874)  L.  E.  9  Ch.  609;  Ex  parte  Simmonds,  (1885)  16  Q.  B.  D. 
806. 

R.  J.  Parker,  for  the  receiver,  submitted,  upon  the  authority 
of  Hood  Barrs  v.  Grossman  db  Prichard,  [1897]  A.  C.  172,  that 
in  the  absence  of  any  undertaking  by  the  receiver  to  repay 
the  money  the  Court  had  no  jurisdiction  to  compel  repay- 
ment. 

Tm  CouBT  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L. JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal.  They  thought  (1)  that  the  Court 
had  no  jurisdiction  to  make  the  order;  (2)  that,  assuming  the 
Court  had  jurisdiction,  it  was  doubtful  whether  the  Court 
ought  to  exercise  it. 

Solicitors:  Wilson,  Bnstows  <fc*  Carpmael;  John  B,  dh  F. 
Purchase.  H.  B.  H. 


trtob  Court  ot  Justice. 

OHANCJEEY  DIVISION. 


Eekewich  J. 


In  re  Make. 
Mabe  r.  Harvey. 


Jan.  16. 


Settlement— Construction  — Wife's  property —Ultiimte  trust  foa- 
next  of  kin— "Die  without  having  been  manHed," 

By  a  marriage  settlement  in  1817,  certain  funds  were  settled 
on  usual  trusts  for  the  husband  and  wife  and  the  children  of 
the  marriage,  and  as  to  one  moiety,  in  the  event  (which  hap- 
pened) of  the  wife  dying  in  the  lifetime  of  the  husband,  and 
after  the  determination  of  his  interest  therein,  upon  such  trusts 
as  the  wife  should  by  will  or  codicil  appoint,  and  in  default  of 
appointment  "  npon  trust  for  such  person  or  ipersons  as  under 
or  by  virtue  of  the  statute  for  the  distribution  of  intestates' 
effects  should  or  would  have  been  entitled  to  her  personal 
estate  in  case  she  had  died  intestate  without  having  been 
married,  and  if  more  than  one  for  them  in  the  same  manner  as 
they  would  be  entitled  to  such  personal  estate  under  sooh 
statute."  The  wife  died  intestate,  leaving  an  only  child  who 
died  an  infant  and  unmarried*  The  husband's  interest  deter- 
mined on  his  death  in  1898.    The  question  was  whether  or  not 
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^  infant  was  entitled  as  sole  next  of  kin  to  the  moiety.  It 
was  stated  that  there  was  a  conflict  of  authority  upon  the  point, 
the  cases  of  Pratt  v.  MiUhew,  (1856)  22  Beay.  328.  In  re  BdlVs 
Trust,  (1879)  11  Oh.  D.  270,  Upton  v.  Brown,  (1879)  12  Oh.  D. 
872,  and  Stoddart  y.  Sdville,  [1894]  1  Ch.  480,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Emmins  v.  Bradford,  (1880)  18  Ch.  D.  493,  and  In  reDeanes 
Trusts,  [1900]  1  Ir.  R  332,  contra,  being  cited. 

Mahby,  for  the  plaintifk 

Qent,  Frank  Russdl,  and  8,  B,  L,  Druce,  for  the  defendants. 

Kekewioh  J.  said  that  the  point  was  really  condnded  by 
WiUon  V.  Atkinson,  (1864)  4  De  G.  J.  &  S.  466.  He  was  bound 
to  follow  that  case,  and  accordingly  to  hold  that  the  infant 
child  was  entitled  as  sole  next  of  kin  to  his  mother. 

Solicitors:  Wediake,  Letts  <£r  Wedlake,  for  Marshall  &  Ashwell, 
8ioke-upon-Trent;  Grossman  &  Frkhard;  Woodcock,  Ryland  & 
^<^rk€^'  C.  0.  M.  D. 


Kekewich  J. 


In  re  Lbas  Hotbl  Oompant. 
Saltkb  v.  Leas  Hotbl  Company. 


Jan.  17. 


Debenture — Debeniure-holders'  action — Receiver  and  manager  — 
Jurisdiction  to  appoint  manager — Goodwill — "Property.** 

A  company  issue  1  debentures  whereby  it  charged  "all  its 
lands,  buildings,  property,  stock-in-trade,  furniture,  chattels 
and  effects  whatsoerer,  hoih.  present  and  future  "  with  the  re- 
payment of  moneys  borrowed;  but  there.was  no  specific  mention 
of  the  goodwill  or  business  of  the  company.  In  a  debenture- 
holders'  action  for  enforcement  of  the  debentures,  and  upon 
motion  by  the  plaintiff  in  the  action  for  appointment  of  a 
leeeiTer  and  manager,  the  question  arose  whether  the  Court 
had  jurisdiction  to  appoint  a  manager. 

P.  8.  8tokes,  for  the  plaintifll 

Frank  Russell,  for  the  company,  did  not  oppose. 

EjEKEWiOH  J.  referred  to  Jennings  y.  Jennings,  [1898]  1  Ch. 
378,  and  In  re  David  and  Matthews,  [1899]  I  Ch.  378,  and  held 
itai  the  word  "property"  was  sufllcient  to  include  the  good- 
will, and  that  the  Court,  therefore,  had  jurisdiction  to  appoint  a 
manager. 

Solicitors:  Dod,  Longstaffe,  Sons  &  Fenwick;  F.  G,  Lewis. 

C.  C.  M.  J>. 


testator  empowered  his  trustees  to  sell  and  dispose  of  all. or 
any  part  of  his  real  and  personal  estate.  Some  of  the  shares 
had  become  absolutely  Tested  by  exercise  of  the  powers  of 
appointment  or  otherwise,  but  two,  if  not  three,  remained  in 
settlement.  The  trustees  proceeded  to  sell  leaseholds  forming 
part  of  the  residuary  estate.  The  purchaser  objected  that, 
under  secL  66  of  the  Act  of  1882,  the  consents  of  all  the  persons 
who  were  tenants  for  life  of  shares  or  persons  having  the  powers 
of  tenants  for  life  were  necessary  to  the  exercise  of  the  power  of 
sale  by  the  trustees.  The  Tenders  were  able  and  willing  to 
procure  the  consent  of  one  of  the  tenants  for  life,  but  not  of  the 
others,  and  contended  that  this  was  sufficient  under  sect.  6  ot 
the  Act  of  1884. 

J.  T.  Prior,  for  the  purchasers,  referred  to  the  definition 
clauses  in  sect  2,  sub-sects.  6,  6,  of  the  Act  of  1882,  and  sub- 
mitted that  tenants  for  life  of  shares  separately  settled  did  not 
together  constitute  a  tenant  for  life. 

E.  P.  Hewitt,  for  the  Tenders,  further  contended  that  there 
was  no  conflict,  within  the  meaning  of  sect.  66  of  the  Act  of 
1882,  between  the  power  of  the  trustees  to  sell  the  entirety  and 
the  power  of  the  tenant  for  life  of  a  share  to  sell  the  share. 

Eekbwioh  J.  held  that  there  was  a  direct  conflict,  because,  if 
the  trustees  sold  the  entirety,  they  depriTed  the  tenant  for 
life  of  tlie  power  to  sell  the  sluures.  He  further  held  that  the 
tenants  for  life  of  separate  undiTided  shares  did  not  together 
constitute  a  tenant  for  life  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  of  1882, 
and  made  an  order  declaring  that  the  power  of  sale  giTcn  by 
the  will  was  not  exercisable  without  the  consent  of  e?er/ 
person  beneficially  interested  under  the  will  who  was  tenant  fat 
life,  or  entitled  to  exercise  the  powers  of  a  tenant  for  life  under 
the  Act. 

Solicitors :  Vallance  &  VaUance,  for  Herd  A  Nuit,  Birmingham; 
Sandars  &  Harding,  for  /.  C.  Fowke  db  Son,  Birmingham. 

C.  C.  M.  D. 


Kekewich  J. 


In  re  FuTH. 

NBWTON  v.  fiOLFB. 


Jan.  18. 


Kekewich  J. 


In  re  OsBOBNB  to  Bbight's,  Limited. 


Jan.  17. 


Vendor  and  purchaser  —  Settled  Land  Acts  —  Conflict  between 
powers  of  settlement  and  powers  of  Act — Consent  to  exercise  of 
pouters  by  trustees — Undivided  shares  settled  by  will — Several 
persons  constituting  tenant  for  life — Settled  Land  Act,  1882 
(46  &  46  Vict.  c.  38),  a.  2,  sub-ss.  5,6;  s.  66,  sub-s.  2— Settled 
Land  Act,  1884  (47  &  48  Vict.  c.  18),  s.  6,  sub-s.  2. 

A  testator,  who  died  in  1886,  by  his  will  gaTe  all  his  real 
and  residuary  personal  estate  to  trustees  upon  trust  to  stand 
possessed  thereof  as  follows,  namely,  one  fifth  part  to  each  of 
his  four  daughters,  and  the  remaining  fifth  part  for  the  children 
of  a  deceased  daughter,  and  declared  that  the  share  of  each 
fbughter  should  be  retained  upon  trust  for  her  for  life  for  her 
separate  use  without  power  of  anticipation,  and  after  her 
decease  as  she  should  by  deed  or  will  appoint,  with  a  gift  o?er 
in  de&ult  of  appointment  which  was  Toid  for  remoteness.    The 


Trustee  carrying  on  trade  under  power  in  will — Employment  af 
assets  in  trade — Trade  creditors — Indemnity — Subrogation— 
Defaulting  trustee. 

The  testator,  a  trader,  by  his  will  dated  in  1886,  empowered 
his  trustees  to  carry  on  his  businesses  after  his  death,  and  to 
employ  all  or  any  part  of  his  estate  therein.  The  troste^ 
carried  on  business  in  pursuance  of  this  power  for  same  years 
after  the  testator's  death,  and  incurred  debts  in  r^ation  thereto. 
The  testator's  estate  was  being  administered  by  the  Court  in  sa 
action  commenced  by  the  beneficiaries  against  the  trustees,  an^ 
in  the  taking  of  the  trnstees'  accounts  it  was  found  that  one  of 
the  trustees  was  a  defaulter  to  the  extent  of  900/.,  but  the  two; 
other  trustees  had  dear  accounts.  In  answer  to  an  inqoiiT 
directed  in  the  action,  the  master  certified  what  debts  werd 
properly  incurred  by  the  defendants  in  carrying  on  the  testatorw 
businesses  after  his  death.  \ 

This  was  a  summons  in  the  action  taken  out  by  a  firm  oQ 
certified  creditors  asking  that  the  debts  found  due  from 
defendants  to  them  and  to  the  other  certified  creditors  migU 
be  paid  out  of  moneys  standing  in  court  to  the  credit  of  tb 
action,  and  representing  part  of  the  testator's  estate. 
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p.  O.Laiorence,  K.C.,  and  Hon,  M,  M.  Macnaghten,  for  the 
applicants. 

Warringion,  K.C,  and  T.  T.  Methold,  for  the  plaintifiGs. 

Chun^,  for  the  defendants. 

KsnwiGH  J.  Eaid  that  the  qnestion  was  whether  the  cre- 
ditors of  the  bnsmess  were  entitled  to  rank  against  the  trust 
estate  by  subrogation  to  the  rights  of  the  trustees^  or  whether 
th^  were  precluded  1^  the  fkct  that  one  of  the  trustees  had 
been  found  to  be  a  defaulter.  The  applicants  had  a  claim 
agunst  the  three  trustees,  and  they  might  sue  all  three  or  any 
tvo  or  any  one  of  them,  but  they  were  also  entitled  to  be 
sabrogaied  to  the  trustees'  right  of  indemnity.  In  order  to 
ascertain  the  rights  of  the  applicants  it  was  necessary  to 
examine  the  position  of  the  trustees.  Each  of  these  trustees 
▼ho  had  acted  properly  was  entitled  to  be  indemnified  against 
the  debts  properly  incurred  in  the  performance  of  the  trusts 
in^osed  upon  them.  That  was  entirely  independent  of  the 
question  whether  another  trastee  had  been  found  to  be  a 
defaulter  or  had  committed  a  breach  of  trust.  In  his  Lord- 
ship's opinion,  applying  the  principle  laid  down  in  In  re 
Jokftton,  (1880)  15  Oh.  D.  648,  and  in  Bowse  v.  Gorton,  [1891] 
A.  G.  190|  the  applicants  were  entitled  to  payment  out  of  the 
trust  estate,  notwithstanding  that  one  of  the  trustees  owed 
money  to  the  estata 

SolidtoTB:  MdloT  A  Coleman;  Bclton  &  Co, ;  Thomas  Ingle. 

H.  B.  H. 


FarwellJ. 


In  re  Selot*s  Trust. 


Jan.  16. 


Fwkd  in  court — .French  subject  entitled — FrencJi  law — Status — 
"Prodigal"^"  Conseil  judiciaire"— Code  Napolwn,  §613— 
Payment  out — Conflict  of  laws. 

Under  the  will  of  a  testator,  who  died  in  England  in  1901, 
one  Portier  became  entitled  to  a  sum  of  about  10,0007.,  which 
rqncsented  his  share  of  the  residuary  personal  estate  of  the 
testator.  Portier,  who  was  bom  in  1866,  was  a  French  subject 
nsident  in  Paris.  In  1896,  in  consequence  of  his  very  extra- 
vagant habits,  he  was,  by  an  order  of  a  French  Court  of  com- 
petent jnrisdiction,  made  on  the  application  of  his  relatives, 
placed  as  a  "  prodigue"  (prodigal)  under  the  control  of  a 
"conseH  judiciaire"  Qegpl  adyiser).  By  this  order,  which 
was  still  in  force,  Portier  was,  pursuant  to  §  618  of  the  Code 
Napoleon,  debarred  from  pleading,  compounding,  borrowing, 
leceifing  moTable  property  or  giving  discharges  therefor, 
sliffliating  or  mortgaging  his  possessions,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  his  "conseil  judiciaireJ*  Under  these  circumstances 
the tmstees  of  the  will  paid  the  money  into  court;  and  Portier 
now  applied  for  its  payment  out  to  himself  on  his  sole  receipt. 

Butcher,  K.C.,  and  J.  D.  Israeli,  for  the  applicant.  Portier, 
heing  of  full  age,  cannot  be  deprived  of  his  ordinary  rights  in 
this  country  by  the  special  provisions  of  the  French  law: 
Wmn$  V.  De  Valdar,  (1880)  28  W.  R.  346. 

JenkiM,  K.C.,  and  J.  D.  Israel,  for  mortgagees  of  the  fund, 
^nK>rted  this  contention. 

Bramwdl  Davis,  K.C,  and  Qatey,  for  the  conseil  Judiciaire, 
Although  this  Court  may  not  be  bound  by  the  order  of  the 
^teaxAi  Court,  it  will,  by  the  comity  of  nations,  give  effect  to 
and  follow  that  order.  There  is  no  objection  to  the  applicant 
leceiTing  the  income  of  the  fund,  but  the  capital  should  remain 
in  court,  and  be  invested  for  bis  benefit. 


Stanley  Fisher,  for  the  trustees  of  the  will. 

Fabwsll  J.  held  that  the  case  was  governed  by  the  decision 
of  Fry  J.  in  Worms  v.  De  Valdor,  and  he  should  IbUow  it. 
There  would  be  an  order  for  payment  out  of  the  fund  to 
Portier;  and  the  mortgagees  were  entitled  to  receive  their 
principal,  interest,  and  costs. 

Solicitors:  Lumley  <fe  Lurnley;  Kingsford,  Dorman  &  Co.; 
Knapp  Fisher  <!b  Sons,  H.  L.  F. 


Joyce  J.  HouNSBLL  v.  Dunning.  Jan.  16, 16, 17. 

Statute  of  Limitations — Beal  property — Action  to  recover  land — 
Person  under  disability — Claim  by  husband  and  wife  in  right 
of  wifer—Real  Property  Limitation  Act,  1874  (37  cfe  88  Vict, 
c.  67),  ss,  3,  6. 

Henry  Hine  Bill,  who  died  intestate  on  the  26th  of  December, 
1869,  was  at  the  time  of  his  death  entitled  to  certain  copyhold 
hereditaments  held  of  the  manor  of  Taunton,  in  the  county 
of  Somerset.  He  left  surviving  him  his  widow  Jemima  Ball 
and  children,  of  whom  Philip  Ball  was  his  eldest  son. 
According  to  the  custom  of  the  manor,  Jemima  Ball  was  his 
customary  heiress-at-law.  Jemima  Ball  died  on  the  7th  of 
January,  1870,  having  by  her  will  devised  to  the  plaintiff  Mary 
Hounsell  and  to  Henrietta  Ball  all  and  singular  the  share  and 
premises  of  her  late  husband's  estate  that  she  took,  or  to  which 
she  was  entitled  on  his  decease,  to  be  divided  between  them 
share  and  share  alike ;  and  the  testatrix  appointed  the  plaintiff 
G.  C.  Hounsell  (the  husband  of  Mary  Hounsell)  to  be  her 
executor. 

On  the  death  of  Jemima  Ball  it  was  erroneously  assumed  that 
the  copyholds  in  question  devolved  upon  Philip  Ball  as  the 
customary  heir  of  H.  H.  Ball,  and  from  that  time  the  rents  were 
collected  by  G.  C.  Hounsell,  and  applied  by  him  in  the  mainte- 
nance and  education  of  Philip  Ball  until  he  attained  twenty-one, 
in  1878,  when  Hounsell  accounted  to  him  for  the  rents,  and 
handed  over  to  him  the  title-deeds  of  the  property. 

In  1871  the  property  was  enfranchised,  the  expenses  of  the 
enfranchisement  being  paid  out  of  the  rents  of  the  property. 

It  was  subsequently  discovered  that  at  the  death  of  H.  H. 
Ball  the  property  in  fact  devolved  upon  Jemima  Ball;  and 
on  the  26th  of  September,  1900,  this  action  was  brought  by 
Hounsell  and  his  wife  in  right  of  his  wife  claiming  to  be  en- 
titled to  an  equal  undivided  moiety  of  the  property  as  devisee 
under  the  will  of  Jemima  Ball  The  defendants  were  the  exe- 
cutors and  devisees  in  trust  for  sale  of  all  the  real  estate  of 
Philip  Ball,  who  had  remained  in  possession  of  the  property 
until  his  death  on  the  27th  of  November,  1890. 

The  defendants  contended  that  the  plaintiffs'  claim  was 
barred  by  the  Statutes  of  Limitation. 

Younger,  K.C,  and  Beddall,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Hughes,  K,C,,  and  A,  Adams,  for  the  defendants. 

Joyce  J.  held  that  the  plaintiffs'  right  accrued  at  the  death 
of  Jemima  Ball  on  the  7th  of  January,  1870.  Philip  Ball  was 
in  possession  through  Hounsell  from  ttie  death  of  Jemima  Ball. 
The  plaiatiffs  never  got  possession,  and  consequently  were 
barred  from  any  claim  against  the  property  by  sect.  6  of  the 
Beal  Property  Limitation  Act,  1874,  more  than  thirty  years 
having  elapsed  before  the  bringing  of  the  action. 

Solicitors:  Pakeman  <fe  Bead;  Surr,  GHbble  &  Oliver,  for 
Easton  <fc  Channer,  Taunton.  G.  A.  S. 
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was  passed.  On  the  same  day  the  writ  in  this  action  was 
issued^  and  an  interim  injunction  was  granted  restraining  the 
transfer  of  the  share&  The  company  had  notice  of  these 
proceedings  after  the  meeting  of  the  27th,  and  they  had  had 
no  previous  notice  of  Mrs.  Ireland's  title. 

Art.  30  of  the  company's  articles  of  association  providecl  that 
transfers  should  be  signed  by  transferor  and  transferee,  and 
that  the  transferor  should  be  deemed  to  remain  the  holder  until 


Joyce  J.  Jan.  13, 14, 16, 16,  20. 

Ibkland  u,  Habt  a^d  Othbbs. 

C(ymjpany—lShare»--Regisimtioii--'Tramf€r-'Tran8fei'  in  hlank— 
Equitable  mortgage  of  shares — Notice — Priority, 

The  plaintiff  in  this  action,  Lucy  Eveline  Ireland,  claimed  a 
declaration  that  180  folly  paid  shares  in  Samuel  Kidd  &  Co., 

Limited,  which  stood  registered  in  the  name  of  her  husband,   .,  « .,     .        -  ,        . 

the  defendant  H.  C.  Ireland,  were  held  by  him  as  trustee  for  *^®  ""^^  ^^  *^*^  transferee  was  entered  on  the  register, 
her.    The  shares  in  question  were  transferred  by  the  plaintiff !     ^^  ^'  ^^  transfers  were  to  be  in  writing  in  the  usual 
to  ter  husband  for  the  pui-poee  of  enabling  him  to  attend  and '  common  form,  or  m  a  form  prescribed  by  the  article,  or  as  near 
vote  at  meetings  of  the  company  ^^^'^^^  ^  circumstances  would  admit.    Art.  33  provided  that 

Prior  to  1901  the  defendant  Ireland  executed  under  seal  a  ^^^^^  s^o^J^  ^  left  for  registration  with  the  certificate  and 
bhrnk  transfer  of  the  shares,  which  he  handed,  together  with  ;  f!*?^  ^^^^  f^^^^^  ^  the  company  might  require  to  prove  the 
the  share  certificate,  to  the  defendant  Hart  by  way  of  security  '  *'*^^^^  *^^ Jt'^^^^^T^"^^^^^^^  *^u'*  ^i  the  shares, 

for  a  loan  to  himself.    On  the  23rd  of  November,  1901,  Hart,  i     5*^^^"'     ,  '  *^?    ^\'  ^^*^^^'  ^^'  *^®  plaintiff, 
having  fiUed  up  the  blank  ti-ansfer  in  his  own  name,  left  it,  j ,  ^^^^/"*««>  ^^  the  defendant  Hart,  conten  led  t^iat  he  was  a 
together  with  the  certificate,  at  the  company's  offices  for  regis-  ^o»«>?^^,  purchaser  for  value  of  the  shares  without  notice  of  the 
tration.    On  the  26fch  of  November  the  managing  director  of  i  P^^^^^^^'®  *^*1®- 

the  company  had  an  interview  with  the  defendant  Ireland  with ,  jT^'La^lH  ?''!'^''  ''l^''''^  ""^  fif  ^"^t"  ^\  ^^^  ""• 
reference  to  the  transfer,  the  amount  of  the  consideration  in-:  W^^^>  (1885)  11  App.  Oaa  20,  and  Moore  v.  horth  Western 
sorted  therein  not  appearing  to  be  tho  full  value  of  the  shares,  |  -^^'**'  [18^13  2  Oh.  599,  that  on  the  27th  of  November  Hart 
and  Ireland  informed  him  that  Hart  was  not  entitled  to  have  ^^  ^^^  *  present,  absolute  unconditional  right  to  registration; 
the  shares  registered  in  his  name.  On  the  27th  of  November '  consequently  that  he  had  not  acquired  a  legal  title  to  the  shares, 
the  dii-ectors  of  the  company  held  a  meeting  at  which  the  i  *°^  ^"- ^^*"^'«  P™' ^^*****®  *^^^®  "*"»^  P'^^^^^- 
subject  of  tho  registration  of  the  shares  was  mentioned,  but  the  i     Solicitors :  S,  J,  B,  ^tnmmers ;  8.  M.  Jones.  G.  A.  S. 

transfer  was  not  formally  before  the  board,  and  no  resolution  
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If  O'nCOB  TO  80LICIT0BS. 


WUh  ike  view  oftnmmng  the  greaieei  pomble  accuracy  and 
rapidiiy  in  ike  varioue  pMioaiioiu  connected  toiik  tke  Law 
Bbfobts,  ike  OowmU  wiU  he  obliged^  if  tke  Solicitors  to  wkom 
appUealion  is  made  by  any  Beporter  acting  for  ike  Council 
wiU  at  toon  a$  possible  after  application  fumisk  tke  necessary 
Papers,  togetker  toiik  any  information  in  tkeir  power  as  to  tke 
names  of  tke  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  tke  case.  At  ike 
MM  time^  ike  Council  tkankfMy  acknowledge  tke  assistance 
ik»§  hose  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  tke  Pro- 
fwitm  m  fmmieking  tke  papers  rehired  to  prepare  accurate 
repcfis. 

TABLE  OF  CASES. 


Amiucax  Stskl  aud  Wibb  Company  v.  Gloteb  ft  Co. 

Farwell  J.  17 
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INDEX  OF  SUBJECT-MATTER. 
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Banhntftey  tf  thareholder—Lien  and  trantmiuion  clauses  in 
ffrtUUi^CUiim  to  lien  for  banhruptU  dd)t— Right  of  truHee 
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^;8ched.LTableA^6lau8e$2,l3 16 

Dindmdi^Lois  of  eapital^Proflta  available  for  diitribution^ 

Rspeii  emdence^JHreetor^  discretion        .  .17 

-Eweirfon  and  directors  holding  shares — Agreement  to  vote  in  a 

parOeular  vfay 19 

^*flw--Cbmi»t«to» — Issue  of  shares  at  discount — Companies  Act, 

1900(63<l^61  r/e<.0.48),i.8 15 

B'W^-tfp— PuNib  examination^Questions  by  creditors  and 
eimtribMioriee^Diseretion  of  Court  a$  to  anowing^-^Com- 
pauMi  IWinding-up)  Act,  1890  (58  ^  54  Viist.  c.  68),  •.  8     .       16 
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Coits^Compulsory  purchase  of  land  under  special  Act— Petition 
Mpaymeul  of  purchase-money  out  of  courts  Jurisdiction — 
Ho.  3.-1902. 
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20 
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**  Express  proviaioni** — Laiuls  Clauses  Consolidation  .fAct,^ 
1845  (8  <fc  9  Vict.  c.  18),  «.  SOSupreme  Court  of  Judicature 
Ad,  1890  (53  A  54  Vict.  e.  44),  «.  5    .         .         .  '      .         i 

Costs^Taxation  —  Solidtor-mnrtgagee  —  Negotiation  Fee— Mort- 
gagees' Legal  CjsU  Act,  1895  (58  d*  59  Viot.  c.  25),  s.  2— 
General  Order  under  Sdicilorj*  Remuneration  Act,  1881,  r.  11 

Summoni  for  directions— Inlerlacntory  proceeding— Order  in 
chambers  dismissing  action— Notice  of  app  icalion  to  Master 
— Jurisdiction — Bules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Order  xxx., 
rr.  1,2,4,5 17 

PAT£VT. 

Practice— Infringement  action— No  evidence  offered  by  plaintiff  * 
— Action  diamisied— Particulars  of  objections — Certificdte  of 
reasonableness— Costs — Patent*,  Design*,  and  Trade  Marhs 
Act,  1883  (46  (t-  47  Vict.  c.  57),  «.  29,  sub-s.  6       .         .         . 


8ETTIEI)  LilTD. 

Tenant  for  life— Forfeiture  clauie-Non-residence— Validity  of 
condition — Compromise — Sale  of  tenant  for  lifers  interests — 
Inveaimeni— Settled  Land  Act,  1882  (45  A  46  Vict.  c.  38), 
s.  50,  sub-s.  1 ;  «.  51,  svb-s.  1      .         .         .         •         .         • 

VSVBOB  AHD  PTTBaHASKB. 

Title— Adverse  rights— Notice  by  tenaney ^Conveyancing  Act, 
1882  (45  d-  46  Vict.  o.  39),  «.  3 

WILL. 

Gift  of  income  of  residue  to  cfUldren  far  life  in  equal  shares 
subject  to  annuity  to  widow^Advances — Hotchpot — Interest . 

Power — Appointment  void  for  remoteness — Election— Covenant  as 
to  mode  of  execution  of  testamentary  pouer — Originating 
summoni — Administration — Costs  out  of  estate — Coiti  **a« 
beticeen  solicitor  and  client" — Rules  of  Vie  Supreme  Court, 
1883,  Order  lxv.,  r.  27  (29),  (pilules  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
Jrtti.  1902,  r.  10) 
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OOITRT  OF  APPEAL. 


Begobd  of  Business. 


Appeal  from 


COURT  L 

Fbiday,  January  24. 

Richard  Halden,  Limited  ▼.  Bostock  d  Co.,  Limited, 

Bigbam  J.    Cur.  ado,  vult. 
Keats  Y.  Rendh.    Appeal  fh>m  Day  J.    Diflmissed* 

Mokday,  January  27. 

Remmington  y.  Broadwood.    Two  appeals  from  Brace  J.    DiamuKd. 
Remmington  y.  Broadwood  and  Another.    Applioation  for  judgment  or 

new  trial.    DlnmiBaed. 
HaU  Y.  Mayger,    Appeal  from  Wills  J.     Cur.  adv.  vuH. 
Gordon  y.  Alexander  *  Co.,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Lawra'noe  J.  Part 

heard.  a    '  ■ 
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TuvDAT,  January  28. 

Carrie  ▼.  Booth.    Appeal  firom  PhiUimore  J.    Allowed. 
Jhnhim  Carter  ▼.  Fran6kei$$.    Appeal  from  Day  J.    Djjamissed. 

WcDsasDAT,  January  29. 
Siein  and  Another  t.  Pope,    Appeal  firom  Darling  J.    Cur.  adv.  mil. 


OOUBT  U 


fiATUBiUT,  January  25. 

Letdi  Forfie  Cbmpany  ▼.  DeighUnC$  PateiU  Flue  and  Tube  Company^ 
HotioQ  to  commit  directors  of  defendant  company  for  breach  of 
undertaking.    Defendants  ordered  to  pay  costs. 

Moin>AT,  January  27. 

DrUooU  Y.  Boytoti.    Appeal  fiom  Kekewioh  J.    Dismissed. 
Plymouth  and  DaHmoor  BaUway  Company  ▼.  Great  Western  RaUway 

Company,    Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.    DismiMed. 
In  re  Hdndman  4t  W&cox,    Appeal  firom  Bnokley  J.    Part  heard. 

•      Wbdnisdat,  January  29. 

In  re  POt-Hicere.  8oOU  T.  Piti'mver$.  Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J. 
Allowed. 

Tbubsdat,  January  SO. 

Veveryei  y,  Sandtman.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Part  heard. 


During  ikeeittinffs  of  (he  Oourie  Tn  Weekly  yorss  wiU  he  pulMhed 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  oompriie  Notes  of  DeeiHone  up  to  and 
ineluding  those  of  the  previoue  Thursday.  AU  cases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  he  reported  in  fuU  in  The  Law  Befobts. 


Supreme  Court  of  JuMcature* 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.A. 


In  re  Sgbmabr. 


Jan.  23 


Practice—Costs — Compulsory  purchase  of  land  under  special  Act 
— Petition  for  payment  of  purchase-money  out  of  court  — 
Jurisdiction — "Es^^ress  provisions  " — Lands  Clauses  Comolida- 
tion  Act,  1845  (8  A  9  Vict.  c.  18),  s.  dO —Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  Act,  1890  (63  <fc  54  Vict.  c.  44),  s.  5. 

Appeal  against  an  order  of  Byrne  J.  that  the  London  County 
Conncil  should  pay  the  costs  of  a  petition  for  the  payment  oat 
of  court  of  10002.,  which  the  council  had  pud  in  as  the  pur- 
chase-money of  land  which  they  had  taken  compulsorily  iiuder 
the  provisions  of  the  London  County  Council  (Improyements) 
Act,  1897,  with  which  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act, 
1845,  was  incorporated.  The  money  was  paid,  into  court  under 
sect  76  of  the  latter  Act,  by  reason  of  the  wilful  neglect  of 
Sobibarr,  the  owner  of  the  land,  to  make  out  a  title  thereto. 
The  oompensation  was  assessed  by  a  jury.  The  petition  was 
presented  by  a  person  who  had  a  charge  upon  the  fund,  and 


among  the  respondents  were  other  persons  who  had  obtained 
charges  on  the  fund.  Byrne  J.  ordered  that  the  London  County 
Council  should  pay  the  costs  of  and  incident  to  the  petition  of 
the  petitioner  and  the  incumbrancers.  The  London  County 
Council  appealed. 

Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  F.  Thompson,  for  the  appellants. 

Shddon  and  Ralph  Combe;  Edward  Ford;  and  Q.  T.  Silh, 
for  the  various  respondents. 

Thb  Coubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal.  Without  deciding  whether 
sect  80  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,  applied 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  they  held  that  that  section 
contained  no  "  express  proylsion,"  as  to  these  ooste,  and,  con- 
sequently, sect  5  of  the  Act  of  1890  gave  the  Court  power  to 
order  payment  of  these  costs. 

Solicitors:  W.  A.  BlaocHand;  Stileman  &  Neate;  G.  Coote; 
Walter  Thompson.  W.  L.  C. 


C.  A. 


HuHT  V.  Luck. 


Jan.  23* 


Vendor  and  purchaser — Title — Adverse  rights — Notice  by  tenancy 
—Conveyancing  Act,  1882  (45  <fc  46  Vict.  c.  39),  f.  a 

Appeal,  by  the  plaintiff  against  the  decision  of  Farwell  J., 
[1901]  1  Ch.  45. 

The  plaintiff,  who  was  the  real  repreaentatlve  of  Dr.  Htmt^ 
her  deceased  husband,  claimed  to  set  aside  on  the  ground  of 
fraud  some  conveyances  of  freehold  land  which  he  had  executed 
to  one  Gilbert.  The  defendants  were,  the  real  representatiTe 
of  Gilbert,  who  was  dejtd,  and  some  persons  to  whom  Qilberfc 
had  mortgaged  the  property.  The  mortgagees  had  not  actual 
notice  of  the  title  of  Hunt,  but  it  was  alleged  that  they  had 
constructive  notice  because  they  did  not  make  inquiries  of  the 
tenants  of  the  property.  Farwell  J.  held  that  the  mortgagees 
had  not  constructive  notice,  and  he  dismissed  the  action  as 
against  the  mortgagees.    The  plaintiff  appealed. 

UpJoJin,  K.C.,  and  W.  F.  Webster,  for  the  plaintiff, 

Hughes,  K.C.,  Bufus  Isaacs,  K.C.,  and  Charles  Church,  for  the 
mortgagees,  were  not  called  upon. 

Thb  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L  JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal.  They  were  of  opinicm  that 
Farwell  J.  had  stated  the  law  accurately  as  it  stood  inde- 
pendently of  the  Conveyancing  Act,  1882.  Th^  also  held  that 
sect.  8  of  that  Act  did  not  impose  on  a  purchaser  or  mortgagee 
the  obligation  of  making  inquirieB  of  a  tenant  as  to  the  interest 
of  his  lessor.  Any  reasonable  inquiry  made  by  the  mortgagees 
would  not  have  brought  to  their  knowledge  the  title  of 
Dr.  Hunt. 

Yaughan  Williams  L.J.  said  that  he  thought  the  ezplanit- 
tion  of  Murr\ford  v.  Stohwasser,  (1874)  L.  B.  18  Eq.  566,  given 
by  Farwell  J.,  [1901]  1  Ch.  at  p.  51,  was  right— viz.,  that  when 
Jessel  U .R.  stated  the  law  as  he  did  at  p.  562,  his  memory  had 
fjEuled  him.  His  statement  to*  the  effect  that  notice  of  a  tenant's 
possession  was  notice  of  his  lessor's  title  could  not  be  ac^pted 
as  accurate4.iui]e38  this  Court^was  prepared  to  overrule  the 
decision  of  the  Privy  Council  in  Bamhart  v.  Gneenshielde,  (1853) 
9  Moo.  P.  C.  18,  82. 

Solicitors:  Henry  H.  FanshauK;  Leslie  &  Hardy,  for  Sa/yerdt 
Colt,  Hastings.  W.  L.  Q. 
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t)feb  Court  ot  Justice. 

OHANOEBT  DIVISION. 


Eekswieh  J.  In  re  Bbadshaw.  Jan.  21,  23. 

Bbadchaw  v.  Bbadbhaw. 

IRtt— PoMw — Appointment  void  for  remoteness  —  Election-^ 
Covenant  €u  to  mode  of  eocecution  of  testamentary  power — 
Originating  summons — Administration — Costs  out  of  estate— 
(hits  "as  between  solicitor  and  client** — Rtdes  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  1883,  Order  LXV.,  r.  27  (29),  (Rules  of  the  Supreme 
0wrt,t/an.l902,  r.  10). 

W.  B.  by  his  will  gave  a  part  of  his  estate  upon  trust  for  the 

cfaildren  or  issae  of  his  son  A.  B.  as  A.  B.  should  by  will 

appoint,  and  in  default  of  appointment  for  the  children  equally. 

A.  B.,  on  the  occasion  of  his  second  marriage,  coyenanted  with 

the  trostoes  of  his  settlement  to  exercis3  the  testamentary 

power  in  a  particular  way.    By  his  will  A.  B.,  in  execution  of 

the  power,  made  an  appointment  in  favour  of  a  son  of  his  for 

I  life,  and  at  the  son's  decease  for  his  children  '*  then  living,"  and 

I  t  like  ftppointment  in  fayour  of  a  daughter  for  life,  and  for  her 

I  diQdreii;  and  he  also  bequeathed  proparty  of  his  own  in  a 

I  siinibr  manner.    It  was  admitted  that  the  appointments  subse- 

\  qwDt  to  the  life  interests  were  void  for  remoteness.    The  Court 

VI8  of  opinion  that  this  coYenant  was  not  satisfied  by  the  terms 

of  the  will    Two  questions  arose  for  argument,  namely,  first, 

whether  the  son  and  daughter  of  A.  B.  were  rtspectively  bound 

to  elect  88  between  their  life  interests  in  the  property  of  A.  B. 

tfld  the  property  which  would  devolve  on  them  as  in  default  of 

appointoent;  and,  secondly,  whether  the  coyenant  as  to  the 

exeeation  of  the  testamentary  power  was  enforceable  against 

the  estate  of  A.  B.    The  case  came  on  to  be  heard  on  an 

originating  summons  raising  numerous  questions. 

Warrington,  K,C.,  and  R.  J.  Parker,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Bmhaw,K,0,,  and  Vaughan  Hawkins;  F,  0,  Lawrence,  K,C,, 
tod  G.  Cave  I  Hughes,  K.C,  and  Stewart- Smith ;  Hull,  Gatey, 
md  E,  Beaumont,  for  the  defendants. 

Kkkiwigh  J.  upon  the  first  point  held  that  a  case  of  election 
uoEe.  Theire  was  no  apparent  distinction  in  principle  for  the 
prasent  purpose  between  an  appointment  which  failed  by  reason 
of  remoteness  and  one  which  failed  because  it  was  in  favour  of 
a  person  who  was  not  an  object  of  the  power,  and  if  election 
mse  in  the  one  ease,  it  must  in  the  other  In  re  Warren's 
TrustM,  (1884)  26  Ch.  D.  206,  and  Wollaston  y.  King,  (1868)  L.  B. 
S  £q.  lib,  were  not  really  decisions  in  point ;  and  Re  Handcoc^s 
Trusts,  (1889)  23  L.  E.  Lr.  M,  was  based  on  a  misconception  as 
to  the  effect  of  those  decisions,  and  was  therefore  no  guide  to 
the  G6urt.  On  the  second  point  hia  LorJship  referred  to 
TMeer  y.  Key,  (1869)  L.  B.  8  Eq.  408;  Bulteel  y.  Plummer, 
(1870)  L.  B.  6  Ch.  160,  and  Palmer  y.  Locke,  (1880)  16  Ch.  D.  294, 
«t|i  Ml,  and  held  that  the  covenant  was  void  and  could  hot  be 
loed  on.  '  The  intention  of  the  donor  of  such  a  power  was  that 
tha  donee  should  keep  the  exerc^ise  of  it  under  his  own  control 
imtfl  his  death,  and  therefore  it  was  not  competent  to  the 
toes  to  bind  himself  by  anticipation  to  exercise  the  power  in 
ipittiealar  way. 

The  qneetion  of  costs  being  then  mentioned,  his  Lordship 


said  that  it  was  his  practice  on  the  hearing  of  an  originating 
summons  of  this  kind  brought  by  trustees,  or  brought  by  a 
beneficiary  and  adopted  by  the  trustees  as  equivalent  to  an 
administration,  to  allow  the  costs  of  all  parties  out  of  the  estate 
as  between  solicitor  and  client.  It  had  been  suggested  that,  in 
view  of  the  new  rule  on  the  subject  (rule  10  of  the  Bules  of  the 
Suprenae  Court,  January,  1902,  substituted  for  Order  Lxy.,  r.  27, 
regulation  29),  it  was  no  longer  necessary  to  use  the  words  "  as 
between  solicitor  and  client''  His  Lordship  read  the  rule,  and 
said  that  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  did  not  do  away  with  the 
necessity  for  directing  on  a  summons  of  this  kind  that  the  costs 
should  be  paid  as  between  solicitor  and  client,  and  he  doubted 
yery  much  whether,  if  the  costs  were  simply  directed  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  estate,  the  taxing  master  would  allow  all  the  costs  as 
between  solicitor  and  client. 
Solicitors:  Kingsford,  Dorman  <fe  Co.;  Smythe  A  Brettell, 

C.  C.  M.  D. 


Eekewich  J.  Jan.  24. 

Kbatinos  v.  Paumga  Consolidatsd  Minss,  Limitkd. 

Company — Shares — Commission— Issue  of  shares  at  discount — 
Companies  Act,  1900  (68  *  64  Vict.  c.  48),  s.  8. 

A  company  passed  a  resolution  altering  their  articles  of  asso- 
ciation by  providing  that  it  should  be  lawful  for  the  company 
to  pay  a  "  commission  '*  to  any  person  in  consideration  of  his 
subscribing  for  shares,  but  snch  "commission"  should  not 
exceed  the  amount  or  rate  of  90  per  cent.  In  submitting  this 
resolution  to  the  meeting  the  chairman  stated  that  it  was  pro- 
posed to  issue  120,000  shares  "  at  a  price  which  will  be  equiva- 
lent to  Zs.  per  share,  a  little  more  than  the  market  price  to-day 
—that  is  to  say,  the  shares  will  be  issued  at  par  and  a  bonus 
returned  to  each  applicant  of  70  per  cent,  of  the  par  value, 
leaving,  as  I  said,  a  net  value  of  3<r.  per  share.  It  is  farther 
proposed  to  guarantee  half  of  this  issue,  and  this  will  ensure  to 
us  9000^.,  and  a  net  sum,  after  paying  the  oommission  of  10  par 
cent,  on  that  issue,  of  8100^."  An  action  was  brought  on 
behalf  of  shareholders,  and  the  Court  was  moved  for  an  injunc- 
tion to  restrain  the  company  and  its  directors  from  issuing  or 
attempting  to  issue  any  of  its  shares  upon  the  terms  of  paying 
the  subscribers  a  commission  at  the  rate  of  90  per  cent.,  or  at 
any  other  unreasonable  rate,  or  on  any  other  terms  of  payment 
oolourably  amounting  to  payment  or  allowance  of  a  discount. 

Renshaw,  K.C.,  and  Core  Browne,  for  the  plaintiff. 

P.  0.  Lawrence,  K.C.,  and  George  Lawrence,  for  two  directors. 

Warrington,  K.C.,  and  Chester,  for  the  company,  submitted 
that  what  was  proposed  to  be  done  was  authorized  by  the  Com- 
panies Act,  1900,  s.  8. 

EsxiwiOH  J.  held  that  what  was  proposed  was  in  fact  the 
issue  of  shares  at  a  discount  The  Act  of  1900  authorized  the 
payment  of  commission,  and  his  Lordship  saw  no  reason  why  a 
company  should  not  pay  a  man  907.  for  taking  a  100^  share. 
But  the  Act  did  not  authorize  the  issuing  of  shares  at  a  dis- 
count, which  remained  as  illegal  as  it  ever  was.  All  the  facts 
of  the  case,  and  in  particular  the  fact  that  a  genuine  commis- 
sion of  10  per  cent  was  to  be  paid,  shewed  that  this  was  a 
colourable  attempt  to  issue  shares  at  a  discount  His  Lordship, 
therefore,  granted  an  injunction. 

Solicitors:  VaUance,  Birkbeck  A  Barnard;  Sutton,  Ommaney 
dt  Rendall;  Courtney,  Croome,  Son  &  Finch.  C.  0.  M.  D. 
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Byrne  J.  In  re  W.  Kky  &  Son,  Limited.  Jan.  22. 

Company — Bankruptcy  of  shareJiolder — Lien  and  transmission 
clauses  in  articles — Claim  to  lien  for  bankrupt's  debt — Eight 
of  trustee  to  registration  and  share  certificate  free  from  refei^ence 
to  the  claim— Companies  Act,  1862  (25  <fe  26  Vid,  c.  89),  ss.  25, 
30,  35 ;  8ched,  L  Table  A,  clauses  2, 13. 

T.  H.  Norris  held  4000  fully  paid  shares  in  the  company,  and 
a  certificate  stating  that  they  were  fully  paid  up  and  were  held 
"subject  to  the  memorandum  and  articles  of  association"  of  the 
company.  Norris  wa?  adjudicated  a  bankrupt,  and  A.  E. 
Preston,  the  trustee  in  his  bankruptcy,  applied  to  the  c  >mpany 
for  registration  of  his  own  name  as  that  of  the  holder  of  the 
shares.  The  company  refused  to  register  his  name  except 
upon  the  terics  that  the  register  of  shareholders  and  the  new 
share  certificate  should  each  contain  a  note  or  memorandum 
to  the  effect  that  on  all  the  shares  the  company  claimed  a  lien 
under  its  articles  of  asf03iation  for  the  debts,  liabilities,  and 
engagements  of  Norris  to  the  compmy.  Preston  then  moved, 
under  sect.  35  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  for  rectification  of 
the  register  by  insertiog  his  name  as  holder  of  the  shares  in 
the  place  of  Norris's  name.  After  service  of  the  notice  of 
motion  the  company  placed  Preston's  came  on  the  register 
together  with  the  memorandum  objecled  to.  . 

The  articles  of  association  contained  a  clause  giving  tile 
company  a  first  and  paramount  lien  on  the  shares  registered  in 
the  name  of  each  member  for  his  debts,  liabilities,  or  engage- 
ments to  or  with  the  company,  and  empowered  the  directors  to 
decline  to  register  any  transfer  of  shares  upon  which  the  com- 
pany had  a  lien.  The  articles  also  adopted  certain  clauses  of 
Table  A  in  the  Ist  schedule  to  the  Act  of  1862,  including 
clause  2  (as  to  the  shareholder's  right  to  a  certificate)  and 
clause  13  (the  transmission  clause). 

An  action  was  pending  by  the  company  against  Preston  to 
enforce  the  lien,  and  the  defendant  had  delivered  a  defence 
repudiating  the  claim  to  a  lien. 

Levett,  K,C.,  and  Frank  Evans,  for  the  applicant. 

B.  F.  Norton,  K,C.,  and  M.  Muir  Mackenzie,  for  the  company. 

Bybnb  J.  said  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  disputed  that  the 
certificate  ought  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  register.  There 
was  no  special  article  as  to  transmission,  and  clause  13  of  Table 
A  applied.  Sect.  25  of  the  Act  of  1862  stated  what  was  to  be 
entered  on  the  register  of  members,  and  sect.  30  forbade  the 
entry  on  it  of  any  trusts,  and  clause  2  of  Table  A  gave  the  right 
to  a  certificate  containing  certain  particulars.  Primarily  a 
parson  taking  by  trans naission  had  the  right  to  be  registered  in 
the  same  way  as  his  predecessor  had  been,  and  to  have  a  certifi- 
cate in  the  same  form.  It  was  contended  for  the  compuiy  that 
it  might  put  anything  on  the  register  which  was  not  absolutely 
mischievous  to  the  shareholder  and  was  put  on  in  good  faith ; 
that  a  new  board  or  new  secretary  might  forget  all  about  the 
claim  to  a  lien  if  the  memorandum  was  not  on  the  register,  and^ 
that  a  "clean "certificate,  i.e., one  without  such  a  memorandum, 
might  estop  the  company  from  setting  up  the  lien.  He  should 
be  sorry  to  say  anything  to  suggest  that  there  would  be  any 
estoppel.  The  directors  had  power  to  dedine  to  register  a 
transfer  of  shares  on  Which  the  company  had  a  lien,  and  the 
memorandum,  while  unnezessary  for  the  protection  of  the  com- 
pany, wotdd  be  detrimental  to  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy.  The 
roister  must  be  rectified  by  striking  out  any  reference  to  the 


specific  claim.    That  was  all  that  had  to  be  done  on  the  appli- 
cation; but  it  reamed  to  him  that  the  form  of  the  certificate 
must  follow  the  form  of  the  register  as  rectified. 
Solicitors  for  the  applicant :  Ward,  Perks  <fe  McKay, 
Solicitor  for  the  oompiny :  TT.  H,  Court,  for  Albin  Hunt  & 
Fourmy,  Chesham.  F.  E. 


Byrne  J.  Jan.  23. 

In  re  London  and  Globk  Finance  CJompany. 

Company — Winding-up — Public  examination — Questions  by  cre- 
ditors and  contributories — Discretion  of  Court  as  to  allowing— 
Companies  (  Winding-up)  Act,  1890  (53  <fc  54  Vict,  c  63), «.  8. 

At  the  public  examination  of  Woitaker  Wright,  formerly  the 
managing  director  of  the  compmy  being  wound  up,  counsel 
appearing  for  two  contributories  of  the  company  were  about  to 
put  questions  to  the  witness  with  reference  to  an  alleged  verbal 
agreement  as  to  the  purchase  of  large  blocks  of  shares  in 
another  company  when  the  official  receiver  and  liquidator 
objected  to  the  questions  on  the  ground  that  an  action  with 
reference  to  the  same  transaction  was  pending,  in  which  the 
company  was  plaintiff  and  to  which  certain  members  of  the 
St03k  Exchange  were  parties,  and  that  the  answers  to  the  ques- 
tions nught  prt'judice  the  company's  position  in  the  actios. 
The  action  had  been  continued  with  the  sanction  of  the  dourt. 
The  registrar  before  whom  the  examination  was  being  taken 
refused  to  allow  the  questions  to  be  put,  and  the  contributories 
applied  to  the  Court  by  motion  for  its  decision  whether  the 
questions  should  be  allowed  or  disallowed.  Some!"  doubt  was 
expressed  as  to  whether  the  application  should  be  by  motioQi 
but  no  objection  was  taken  by  the  official  receiver  to  the  form 
of  the  application. 

T.  Terrell,  K.C.,  and  W.  Stewart,  for  the  applicants. 

Gore-Browne,  for  the  official  receiver  and  liquidator. 

Muir  Mackenzie,  for  Whitaker  Wright,  said  the  witness  had 
not  yet  objected  to  answer,  but  had  been  served  with  the 
notice  of  motion.  He  supportei  the  view  of  the  official 
receiver. 

Byrne  J.  said  that  in  substance  the  question  was  whether 
the  applicants  were  entitled  to  ask  questions  as  to  a  matter 
involved  in  a  litigation  between  the  company  and  certain 
gentlemen  in  whose  affairs  the  applicants  took  an  interest 
Ttie  position  of  the  official  receiver  was  that  he,  acting  for  the 
general  body  of  the  creditors  and  contributories,  with  the 
assistance  of  a  committee  and  with  a  due  sense  of  his  official 
position,  thought  it  detrimental  that  such  questions,  as  Mr. 
Terrell  had  instanced,  should  be  asked.  The  examiuation  was 
under  sect.  8  of  the  Act  of  1890,  and  might  be  taken  before  a 
registrar  in  bankruptcy,  who,  except  as  to  costs^  had  the  powers 
of  the  Court  under  sub-sect.  7.  Under  that  sub-flection  it  was 
the  witness's  duty  to  answer  all  such  questions  as  the  Court 
might  put  or  '*  allow  to  be  put  to  him."  The  applicants  said 
that,  having  regard  to  the  phraseology  of  sub-sect.  %  the 
registrar  had  no  discretion  to  disallow  questions  to  be  put  to  a 
witne£(s  which  related  to  "  tho  promotion  or  forniatioin  of  the 
company,  or  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the  oompanyi 
or  as  to  bis  conduct  and  dealings,  as  director  or  .officer  of  the 
company."  It  was  said  that  the  section  was  punitive  only,  aod 
different  from  sect.  115  of  the  Act  of  1862,  whioh  was  for  the 
discovery  of  assets.    Cue  of  the  objects  of  sect.  8  was  punitive 
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in  the  seofle  that  it  intended  that  frandalent  persons  should 
under  sab-sect  3  be  exposed  to  publio  examination,  and  should 
not  be  sheltered  by  the  examination  being  in  private.  Sab- 
sect.  7  shewed  that  the  section  was  also  to  enable  persons 
mixed  np  with  fraud  to  discharge  themselves  from  it.  But  he 
oonld  not  agree  that  the  section  was  not  also  meant  for  the 
benefit  of  the  creditors  and  oontributories.  On  the  other  band, 
it  made  more  effectual  the  additional  remedy  for  wrongful  acts 
given  or  rather  continued  by  sect.  10  of  the  Act  of  1890. 
Moreover,  sect.  8  contemplated  the  responsibility  of  a  public 
oflScial  as  being  of  assistance  to  the  Court,  and  to  persons  who 
had  been  injured  by  the  company's  officers  and  others.  Sab- 
sect  7  shewed  that  a  discretion  was  reposed  in  the  psrson 
before  whom  the  examination  was  taken,  and  that  discretion 
was  not  limited  to  disallowing  questions  as  to  matters  not 
coming  within  the  words  of  sub-sect  8  which  had  been  read. 
His  Lordship  said  he  was  not  going  to  define  the  metes  and 
bounds  of  the  discretion,  but  it  was  to  be  judicially  exercised 
having  regard  to  all  the  circumstances.  For  example,  if  a 
witness  had  been  examined  at  great  length  by  one  or  two  or 
three  sets  of  persons,  the  Court  might  say  it  was  unreasonable 
to  go  on  asking  the  questions  over  again.  Or  the  Court  might 
say  that  it  was  abusive  to  question  with  a  view  merely  to 
sitisfy  private  yindiotiveness,  or  might  disallow  questions  not 
^hondjide  for  the  benefit  of  the  creditors,  the  oontributories, 
or  the  public.  He  was  far  from  saying  that  it  would  be  a 
proper  exercise  of  the  discretion  to  disallow  questions  simply 
because  there  was  litigation  to  which  the  company  or  the 
liquidator  was  a  party.  Each  case  must  be  governed  by  its 
ovn  drcumstoQces.  In  the  present  case  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  proposed  questions  were  not  bond  fide  in  the  interests  of  the 
company,  its  creditors  or  oontributories,  but  were  to  be  put  in 
the  interest  of  the  persons  who  were  litigants  with  the  com- 
pany; and  the  liquidator,  representing  the  shareholders  and 
the  public,  and  expressing  the  opinion  that,  at  the  present 
stage,  to  allow  the  questions  would  be  injurious,  the  questions 
must  not,  at  any  rate  at  present,  be  put  The  applicants 
would  have  to  pay  the  witness's  costs  of  the  application. 

Solicitors:    George    Terrell   &    Terrell;    Bum   &   Berridge; 
BnHam,  Sons,  Cowwrd  <fc  Hawksley,  F.  R 


Byine  J.  Pkppbbill  v.  Hibb.  Jan.  25. 

Praeliee — Summons  for  directions — Interlocutory  proceeding — 
Order  in  chambers  dismissing  action — Notice  of  application  to 
fnaster— Jurisdiction — Bules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Order  xxx., 
fT.1,2,4,6. 

In  this  action  the  usual  sunmions  for  directions  under 
Ofder  xxx.>  r.  1,  had  been  taken  out,  and  a  statement  of 
<iI«u&deUvexed. 

Ou  the  5th  of  December,  1901,  an  order  had  been  made  in 
chambers,  on  the  applioatioa  of  the  defendant  upon  notice 
^"^  Older  xxx.,  r.  5,  distpiirtng  the  action  with  costs,  on  the 
Smnd  that  the  ttstttest  of  olatm  disdloged  no  reasonable 
c^nn  of  aotioii  and  waa  friT0|oii8,  unless  within  fourteen  days 
an  amandsd  claim  was  delivered.  On  the  19(^  of  December 
>n  amendsd  claim  war  didivered. 

Onthedthof  January,  1902,  an  order  was  made  in  chambers 
on  the  appBoation  of  the  defendant,  upon  a  similar  notice 


under  rule  5,  dismissing  the  action  with  costs  on  the  ground 
that  the  amended  statement  of  claim  disclosed  no  cause  of 
action  and  was  frivolous.  The  plaintiff  did  not  appear  in 
chambers  on  the  hearing  of  the  amplication  when  this  last- 
mentioned  order  was  made,  but  now  moved  to  discharge  this 
order  as  irregular. 

The  plaintiff  appeared  in  person. 

E,  Clayton,  tor  the  defendant. 

Btbne  J.  held  that  there  was  jurisdiction  to  make  the  order 
dismissing  the  action,  and  that  the  application  had  been  rightly 
made  by  the  defendant  by  means  of  a  notice  under  rule  5  for 
subsequent  directions,  this  being  an  inter locatory  matter 
within  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Horton  v.  Bosson, 
(1899)  80  L.  T.  435.  The  motion  to  discharge  therefore  failed, 
and  must  be  dismissed  with  costs. 

Solicitors:  Stanley  Evans  &  Co.  W.  C.  D. 


Farwell  J.  Jan.  18. 

Bond  r.  Barbow  Hjematiti  Steel  Company. 

Company — Dividends — Loss  of  capital — Profits  available  for  dis- 
tribution— Expert  evidence — Directors'  discretion. 

Witness  action. 

This  was  an  action  by  preference  shareholders  to  obtain  pay- 
ment of  their  fixed  cumulative  preference  dividends. 

The  defendants  contended  (inter  alia)  that,  owing  to  a  realized 
loss  on  circulating  capital  and  the  depreciation  shewn  by  a 
valuation  of  the  company's  assets,  there  were  no  profits  avail- 
able for  distribution. 

Jenkins,  K.C.,  and  Kirby,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Butcher,  K.C.,  and  Cassel,  for  the  defendants. 

Fab  WELL  J.  held  thit,  having  regard  to  I/i  re  Naliomil  Bank 
of  Wcdes,  [1899]  2  Ch.  629,  reported  on  appeil  as  Dov?y  v.  Cory, 
[1901]  A.  C.  477,  the  question  whether  there  were  profits  avail- 
able for  distribution  must  be  answered  according  to  the  cir- 
cnmstances  of  each  particular  case,  the  nature  of  the  company, 
and  the  evidence  of  competent  witnesses.  In  the  present  case 
that  evidence  shewed  that  the  loss  and  depreciation  ought^to 
come  into  the  profit  and  loss  account  before  any  profit  could  bo 
said  to  be  earned,  and  in  that  case  there  was  nothing  left  to 
distribute.  In  a  matter  of  this  kind,  depending  on  evidenco 
and  expert  opinion,  it  would  be  a  very  strong  measure  for  the 
Court  to  override  the  di%retion  of  the  directors.  The  action 
therefore  failed. 

Solicitors:  Frederick  Walker  &  Petlitt;  Currey,  Holland  & 
Currey.  G.  K.  A. 


Farwell  J.  Jan.  28. 

Amebioan  Steel  anp  Wibb  Company  v.  Gloveb  &  Co. 

Fatent-^Fractice — Infringement  aetion-^No  evidence  offered  by 
pkAnHffi — Action  dismissed — Particulars  of  objections — Certu- 
ficate  of  reasonableness — Costs^Patents,  Designs,  and  Ttrtie 
Mirks  Act,  1883  (46  &  4T  Vict.  c.  57),  s.  29,  sub-s.  6. 

Witness  action. 

This  was  an  action  to  restrain  the  infringementjof  a  patent 

On  the  case  coming  on— 

Moulton,  K.Cy  and  Walter,  for  the  plaintiffs,  offered  no 
evidence,  and  the  action  was  conse:iuently  dismissed  .with 
costs. 
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Thomas  Terrdl,  K.C.,  Jenkins,  K.C.,  and  B.  Frost,  for  the 
defendants,  aeked  for  a  certifleate  that  their  particalars  of 
objections  were  reasdnable  and  propdr  within  the  Patents, 
Designs,  and  Trade  Marks  Act,  1888,  s.  29,  sub-s.  6. 

Fabwkll  J.  Mandleberg  y.  Morley,  [1895]  W,  N.  9 ;  12  Rep. 
Pat.  Gas.  35,  which  is  exactly  in  point,  shews  condnsively  that  in 
the  absence  of  evidence  I  cannot  grant  a  certificate,  and  that  it 
is  not  the  practice  of  the  Oourt  to  hear  evidence  for  that  purpose 
only. 

Solicitors:  Sutton,  Ommaney  <fe  Bendall;  Haynes  A  Clare- 
mont..  G.  R.  A. 


BucUey  J.  Nov.  8,  9, 1901 ;  Jan.  21. 

In  re  Tebnohabd. 

TfiBNOHABD  V,  TbBNCHABD. 

Settled  land--Tenant/or  life^Forfeiture  clause— Non-residence— 
Validity  of  condition — Compromise — Sale  of  tenant  for  lifers 
interests— Investment—SeUled  Land  Act,  1882  (45  <fc  46  Vict, 
c,  38),  t.  50,  sub-s^  1;  s,  51,  suIhs.  1. 

£.  P.  Txenchard  by  his  will  gave  to  his  wife  ''  the  use  of  my 
residence  Woodville  aforesaid  so  long  as  she  shall  desire  to 
make  it  her  permanent  place  of  resideoce  and  shall  remain  my 
widow,  my  estate  to  pay  all  rates,  taxes,  and  outgoings  in 
respect  thereof  and  to  keep  the  house  aud  grounds  in  tenant- 
able  repair.''  He  also  gave  her  the  use  of  the  effects  in  the 
house  during  resideoce,  and  300/.  worth  of  them  if  she  ceased  to 
reside.  He  devised  and  bequeathed  his  residuary  real  and 
parsonal  estate  to  trustees  upon  trust  for  sale  and  conversion, 
and  then  for  his  children  and  their  issue,  and  directed  that  the 
income  of  the  shares  of  his  daughters  should  be  paid  to  them 
during  coverture  without  anticipation,  and  that  after  their 
deaths  the  capital  should  be  divided  among  their  children. 
Ho  further  authorized  the  trustees  to  postpone  the  sale  of 
Woodville,  and  to  develop  it  as  a  building  estate. 

Mrs.  Trenchard  to^k  possession  of  WoodviQe  and  resided 
there;  but  difficuUiiS  arose  in  connection  with  the  outgoings, 
mioagement,  and  development  of  the  estate,  and  she  asked  the 
trustees  to  come  to  some  arrangement  with  respect  to  her 
interests  under  the  will. 

Bryne  J.  decided,  on  a  summons  taken  out  by  one  of  the 

trustees,  that  Mrs.  Trenchard  had  the  i)owers  of  a  tenant  for 

lifd  under  the  Settled  Land  Act,  and  that  she  would  not  forfeit 

the  benefits  given  to  her  by  the  will  if  she  sold  or  leased  the 

house  under  those  powers,  and  in  that  way  ceased  to  reside. 

An  agreement  had  been  arrived  at  whereby  Mrs.  Trenchard, 

whose  interests  were  estimated  at  850/.  a  year,  agreed  to  release 

them  to  the  trustees  in  consideration  of  an  annual  payment  of 

275/.  during  her  widowhood.    She  took  out  a  summons  asking 

for  the  determination  of  the  question  whether  the  trustees  had 

power  to  enter  into  this  compromise,  and,  if  they  had  that 

power,  for  the  sanction  of  the  Court  to  it. 

Astbury,  K.C.,  and  /•  Bradford,  idr  Mrs.  Trenchard. 

W.  M,  Bunt,  for  married  daughters  and  their  infant  children. 

E.  Clayton,  for  the-trusteea 

BuoKLit  J.  held  that  the  condition  as  to  residence  was  not 
entirely  Tdd,  so  as  to  entitle  the  widow  to  retain  her  interests 
whether  she  resided  or  not  It  was  only  void  under  sect,  61, 
sub-sect.  1,  of  the  St^ttled  Land  Act,  1882,  as  far  as  it  tended 


to  prevent  the  exercise  of  the  powers  of  the  tenant  for  life. 
Therefore,  if  Vib.  Trenchard  ceased  to  reside  otherwise  than  by 
the  exercise  of  those  powers  she  would  forfeit  her  interests. 
Under  sect.  50  she  could  not  assign  her  powers,  but  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  her  firom  selling  her  beneficial  interests  in 
the  manner  proposed.  The  result  would  be  that  she  would 
cease  to  reside  and  would  forfeit  her  interests;  but  she  would 
receive  the  value  of  them  in  the  shape  of  the  annuity  of  2751. 
There  was  no  question  of  investment  on  improper  BecuritieB  by 
the  trustees.  The  effect  of  the  transaction  would  really  be  to 
relieve  the  testator's  estate  i^rom  part  of  the  payments  to  whieh 
it  was  subjedt.  The  compromise  was  for  the  benefit  of  all 
parties,  was  within  the  power  of  the  trustees,  and  must  be 
sanctioned. 
Solicitors:  Harston  A  Bennett;  Ward,  Perks  &  McKay, 

H.  C.  R. 


Joyce  J. 


1901— Oct.  31,  Nov.  1,  Dec  12;  1903-Jan. 

In  re  Habgbbavxb. 
HAnOBBAVIS  V.  Habobbavbs. 


Will — Gift  of  income  of  residue  to  children  for  Itfe  in  equal  shares 
subject  to  annuity  to  widow — Advances-^Hotchpot — Interest, 

The  testator  by  his  will  dated  in  1880,  after  giving  certain 
legacies,  bequeathed  his  residue  to  trustees  upon  trust  to  pay 
out  of  the  income  thereof  an  annuity  of  2000/.  per  annum  to 
his  widow  for  life,  and  subject  thereto  to  hold  his  residuary 
estate  and  the  income  thereof  upon  trust  to  divide  the  same 
into  as  many  shares  as  there  should  be  children  of  the  testator 
living  at  his  death,  and  to  stand  possessed  of  each  child's  share 
upon  trust  to  pay  the  income  thereof  to  such  child  for  life,  and 
after  his  or  her  death  to  hold  the  capital  of  such  share  in  trust 
for  his  or  her  children  as  therein  mentioned.  And  the  testator 
declared  that  if  he  should  during  his  lifetime  advance  any  sum 
exceeding  lOOOZ.  to  any  of  his  children,  the  sum  so  advanced 
should  be  treated  as  part  of  the  capital  of  the  original  share 
the  income  of  which  was  given  to  such  child,  and  be  brought 
into  hotchpot  and  accounted  for  accordingly. 

The  testator  died  on  the  3rd  of  July,  1887,  leaving  his  widow 
and  six  children  him  surviving.  Three  of  the  children  had 
received  advances  during  the  testator's  lifetime,  and  three  were 
unadvanced. 

The  testator's  widow  died  in  March,  1900. 

For  the  purpose  of  dividing  the  income  the  trustees  had,  in 
calculating  the  amount  of  the  share  to  which  each  child  was 
entitled,  treated  the  advanced  children  as  liable,  not  only  to 
bring  the  amount  of  their  respective  advances  into  hotchpot, 
but  also  to  pay  interest  on  their  advances  as  from  the  date  of 
the  testator's  death ;  and  they  had  charged  them  with  interest 
at  the  average  rate  which  the  whole  estate  had  in  fact  yielded 
since  the  testator's  death. 

The  question  raised  upon  this  summons,  was  whether  the 
principle  adopted  by  the  trustees  was  xight,  or,  if  no^  upon  what 
principle  th^  income  of  the  estate  ought  Iti  be  divided,  i 

/Sompfon,  for  the  trustees. 

Younger,  K.O.,  and  Va^han  Bdwkitis,  for  the  advanced 
children,  contended  that  interest  ought  not  to  be  charged  upon 
the  whole  of  the  advances,  bnt  only  upon  so  much  thereof  se 
was  proportionate  to  the  share  of  the  unadvanoed  ohildraa  io^ 
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(he  free  leddne  after  proYiding  for  the  annuity.  If  the  testator 
hid  given  the  widow  the  whole  of  his  reddaary  estate  for  life, 
then  no  interest  would  hare  been  chargeable  on  the  adTances 
until  after  her  death :  In  rt  Beet,  (1881)  17  Ob.  D.  701.  The 
Btme  principle  oqght  to  be  adopted  in  a  case  where,  as  here,  an 
aomuty,  or  in  other  words  a  life  estate  in  a  portion  of  the 
readne/was  given  to  the  widow.  Interest  onght  not,  therefore, 
to  be  debited  npoa  so  mooh  of  the  advanoes  as  should  be 
treated  as  appropriated  to  the  fand  necessary  to  produce  the 
iimnity.  With  regard  to  the  rate  of  interest,  the  rate  yielded 
by  the  whole  estate  was  immateriaL  It  might  have  been  very 
high,  or  the  rererse.  The  only  fair  way  was  to  adopt  the  rate 
tlknred  by  the  Court,  which  upon  the  authorities  was  now 
3  per  cent :  In  re  LankbeH,  [18971  2  Gh.  169. 

Hughes,  K.C.,  and  BrinUm,  for  the  unadvanoed  children, 
ooDftended  that  in  order  to  produce  equality  the  advanced 
children  should  be  debited  with  interest  upon  the  whole  of  the 
advances  as  from  the  testator's  death,  and  that  the  fair  rate  of 
interest  was  that  earned  by  the  whole  estate,  or,  in  the  altema- 
tire,  4  per  cent 

JoTGi  J.  held  that  the  advanced  children  must  bo  debited 
with  interest  at  4  per  cent  on  the  amount  of  their  respective 
adYuoes  as  from  the  testator's  death  down  to  the  time  wheo 
the  estate  was  fully  ascertamed,  and  might  have  been  allotted  in 
diane,  leaving  open  for  the  present  the  question  when  that  was, 
and  leaving  open  also  the  question  whether  the  interest,  if  any, 
to  be  debited  upon  the  advances  at  a  later  date  should  not  be 
at  a  lower  rate.  His  Lordship  did  not  think  that  Stirling  J 
had,  in  /»  f«  Lambert,  decided,  or  intended  to  decide,  that  the 
rate  of  interest  to  be  debited  upon  advances  between  the  death 
of  the  testator  and  the  actual  distribution  was  in  every  case  to 
be  8  instead  of  4  per  cent.,  as  formerly. 

Solicitors:  ffotoard  WooUey  &  Co.;  Cheston  &  Sons;  Chester, 
Browne  &  OriJUhes.  G.  A.  S. 


Swhkfen  £ady  J.       Gbiikwell  v.  Pobtxb.  Jan.  21. 

Company — Executors  and  directors  holding  shares — Agreement 
to  vote  in  a  particular  lOay, 

Xbtion  by  the  plabitiff  in  an  action  against  Jane  Porter, 
vidow,and  John  H.  Porter,  Stanley  Porter,  and  William  A.  Miller, 
that  the  defendants  and  each  of  them,  their  proxies  and  agents, 
might  be  restrained  by  injunction,  until  the  hearing  of  the 
Action  or  further  order,  from  voting  at  the  poll  to  be  taken  on 
the  28th  of  January,  1902,  or  on  any  other  date  on  which  the 
same  might  be  fixed,  pursuant  to  the  demand  for  a  poll  made 
by  or  on  behalf  of  the  defendants  at  the  ordinary  general 
meeting  of  a  brewery  company,  held  on  the  20th  of  December, 
1901,  against  the  res<>lution  for  the  re-election  of  T.  Trevor 
White  as  a  director  of  the  company,  or  firom  otherwise  voting 
ooBtntfy  to  the  provisions  of  an  agreement  dated  the  26th  of 
Joly,  1898,  and  made  between  the  defendants  of  the  one  part 
and  the  plaintiff  of  the  other  part. 

WamingUm,  K.O.,  Vernon  Smith,  K.C.,  and  F.  Whinney,  for 
theplaintiit 

Eve,  K.O.,  and  Jessei,  for  the  first  three  defendants. 

Aahion  Oro9$  represented  W.  A.  Miller,  who  was  willing  to 
P«liDnn  tha  agreement  and  vote  in  favour  of  the  re-election. 

Bmmm  lUmr  J.  said  that  the  plaintiff  did  not  claim  to 


make  the  defendants  vote  in  accordance  with  the  agreement ; 
he  only  claimed  to  restrain  them  from  Yoting  i^ainst  the 
re-election  of  Mr.  Trevor  White.  The  agreement  was  made 
between  the  four  defendants,  as  executors  and  trustees  of 
James  Porter,  deceased,  and  the  plaintiff;  and,  after  reciting 
that  the  defendants,  as  such  executors  and  trustees,  were 
entitled  to  certain  large  numbers  of  ordinary  and  preference 
shares  in  the  company,  and  that  the  plaintiff  was  also  largely 
interested  in  the  company,  it  provided  that  the  executors 
should  take  all  steps  and  do  all  things  within  their  power 
which  might  be  required  for  obtaining  the  election  as  directors 
of  the  company  of  Aynsley  Greenwell  and  Thomas  Trevor 
White,  and  should  at  all  times  thereafter  vote  for  and  not 
against  the  re-election  as  directors  of  the  same  two  gentlemen 
upon  their  retirement  by  rotation,  so  long  as  they  should  be 
williog  to  remain  directors  of  the  company,  unless,  in  case  of 
either  of  the  two,  the  other  four  directors  should  concur  in  his 
not  being  re-elected ;  and  that  the  executors  should  not  at  any 
time,  except  with  such  concurrence  as  aforesaid,  Yote  for  the 
removal  of  either  of  the  two,  and  should  not,  except  with  such 
concurrence  as  aforesaid,  take  any  steps  or  do  any  acts  to 
induce  or  compel  them  or  either  of  them  to  relinquish  their  or 
his  office  of  director,  but  should  at  all  times,  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  by  their  votes  and  otherwise,  support  them  and 
each  of  them  in  their  office ;  and  each  of  the  defendants  further 
agreed  that  the  above  proTisions  should  apply  to  him  or  her 
and  to  any  shares  then  or  at  any  time  thereafter  held  by  him 
or  her  in  his  or  her  own  personal  capacity,  and  not  only  as  such 
executor  and  trustee  as  aforesaid.  The  action  had  been  brought 
to  enforce  these  proTisions  as  to  yoting.  The  agreement  had  been 
entered  into  as  part  of  the  consideration  on  the  sale  of  a  largo 
block  of  shares  to  the  plaintiff  at  a  good  price.  The  executors 
thought  it  was  for  the  interest  of  their  testator's  estate  that  the 
shares  should  be  sold,  and  the  plaintiff  had  stipulated  for  the 
agreement.  Three  of  the  executors  sought  to  evade  performance 
of  the  agreement.  Their  first  ground  was  that  it  was  ultra  vires 
and  a  delegation  of  their  powers  as  executors.  But  the  shares 
were  not  tied  up,  and  the  provisions  of  the  agreement  only 
applied  while  the  defendants  held  the  shares.  The  realization 
of  the  estate  was  not  postponed  in  respeot  of  these  shares.  The 
arrangement  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  estate,  and  it  was  within 
the  powers  of  the  executors.  Next  it  was  said  that,  as  to  the 
shares  held  by  some  of  the  defendants  in  their  individual 
names,  the  fiact  of  their  being  directors  of  the  company  pro- 
vented  them  from  binding  themselves  by  such  an  agreement 
Bat  there  was  no  authority  for  such  a  proposition,  and  it  could 
not  be  supported.  Then  it  was  said  that  the  effect  of  granting 
the  iigunction  would  be  to  make  Mr.  Trevor  White  a  director 
for  three  years,  although  at  the  trial  a  different  decision  as  to 
the  agreement  might  be  arrived  at.  But  Mr.  Trevor  White  had 
agreed  to  undertake  that  if  the  Oourt  at  the  trial  so  directed  he 
would  resign  the  office  of  director  and  offer  himself  for  re- 
election at  the  next  ordinary  meeting,  and  on  his  signing  an 
undertaking  to  that  effect  in  the  registrar's  book  the  injunction 
would  be  granted. 

Solicitors :  Marktfy,  Stewart  A  Co. ;  McDiarmid  A  Hill ;  Oibson 
A  Weldon,  for  F.  W.  Bichardson,  Borton-on-Trent. 

F.  E. 
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SVinfen  Ea  ly  J. 


In  re  NoBRis. 


Jan.  24. 


Costs  —  Taxation  —  Solicitor-mortgagee — Negotiation  Fee — Mort- 
gagees* Legal  Costs  Act,  1895  (58  A  59  Vict,  c.  25),  «.  2— 
General  Order  under  Solicitors^  Remuneration  Act,  1881,  r.  11. 

A  eolicitop,  who  advanced  money  of  his  own  fop  his  client 
and  took  a  morfgage  for  the  amount,  incladed  in  his  char^res 
a  fee  for  negotiating  the  mortgage.  The  taxing  master  dis- 
allowed the  item,  and  the  solicitor  applied  to  yarj  his  certificate. 

Stokes,  for  the  solicitor. 

Gatey,  for  the  client. 

SwiNFEN  Eadt  J.  said  that  it  had  hcen  first  contended  that 
the  solicitor  did  not  "arrange  and  obtain  the  loan''  wittiin  the 
meaning  of  rule  11  of  the  General  Order,  but,  the  property  having 
been  mortgaged  to  a  bank,  he  had  arranged  that  the  bank 
should  be  paid  off  and  the  property  reconveyed,  and  that  he 
should  lend  the  money  on  mortgage.  It  was  not  disputed  that 
the  terms  of  the  loan  were  correctly  stated  in  the  mortgage,  and 
it  must  be  held  that  the  solicitor  had  arranged  and  obtained 
the  loan.  But  the  rule  further  required  that  he  must  arrange 
and  obtain  it  "  from  a  person  for  whom  he  acts."    He  did  not 


obtain  it  from  any  person,  but  it  was  said  on  his  behalf  that  by 
the  Act  of  1895,  when  a  solicitor  ; negotiated  a  loan  he  was 
entitled  to  the  scale  fee  although  he  himself  was  the  mortgagee. 
The  objection  taken  was  that  the  statute  did  not  apply  when  a 
solicitor,  not  in  partnership,  himself  lent  the  money,  and  that 
there  cou'd  be  negotiation  only  when  he  acted  for  some  other 
person.  That  was  too  narrow  a  construction.  Sect.  2  allowed 
a  solicitor-mortgagee  to  charge  what  he  would  have  been 
entitled  to  receive  if  the  mortgage  had  been  made  to  a  person 
not  a  solicitor.  If  the  solicitor  had  not  advanced  the  money  ho 
would  clearly  have  been  entitled  to  charge,  and  the  statute 
entitled  him  to  such  remuneration  as  he  would  have  been 
entitled  to  if  ho  had  been  acting  for  another  person.  Further- 
more, any  other  construction  would  not  give  effect  to  the  words 
"  either  alone  or  jointly  with  any  other  person  "  in  sect.  2  of  the 
Act.    The  application  to  vary  the  certificate  must  be  allowed. 

Solicitors  for  the  applicant :  Norris  <fc  Norris, 

Solicitors  for  the  client :  Frestons,  for  Ivor  Harriet,  Bhayader. 

F.  K 
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iro'ncs  TO  souoitobs. 


With  ike  view  ofinmring  Ae  greaieet  poseible  aemrctey  and 
rapidi^f  in  ike  various  puhlieatums  connected  wiih  tke  Law 
BsPOBTS^  ike  Oouneil  wiU  he  obliged^  if  tke  Solicitors  to  wkom 
appUeation  is  made  by  any  Beporter  acting  for  tke  Council 
will  as  soon  cls  possible  after  application  fumisk  ike  necessary 
Papers,  togeiker  wiik  any  information  in  tkeirpoteer  as  to  tke 
wastes  of  ike  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  tke  ease.  At  ike 
MflM  Ume,  ike  Oouneil  tkankfully  acknowledge  tke  assistance 
iksji  laee  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  tke  Pro^ 
ftmm  •»  fwniMnq  tk^  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 
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PBAOTIGE. 

Agreement  to  refer — Legsl  proceedings  in  respect  of  matter  agreed 
to  be  referred— Application  for  stay—Step  in  proceedings — 
Summons  for  directions— Arbitration  Act,  1889  (52  d:  53 
Viet.  c.  49),  8.  ^—Bules  of  (he  Supreme  Court,  Order  xxx., 
rr.  1, 2 .22 

Costs — Poufer  of  appointment— Successive  appointments  of  specific 

sum»— Appointment  of  residue  •    - 24 

Security  for  costs  of  appeal— Form  of  order — Bond  to  be  given 

**  to  satisfaction  of  judge  in  chambers"        ....      23 

TENDOB  AND  PUBOHASEB. 

Title — Misdescription — Alteration  of  name  of  party  in  title-deed — 
Married  woman — Trustee  mortgagee — Reconveyance — Con- 
currence of  husband — Separate  acknowledgment  ...      24 

WILL. 

Heirlooms^-Dignity— Period  of  cibsolute  vesting — Perpetuity- 
Construction  of  win 26 

Legatee  entitled  to  share  on  surviving  testator — Disappearance  in 
testator's  lifetime — No  evidence  of  death— Presumption- 
Onus  proibandi         26 

Next  of  kin— Sister  of  the  half-blood— Nephetos  and  niices— 

DomieU — Foreign  law — Construction  of  will        ...       25 


COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


Becobd  of  Business. 


COURT  L 

Thursday,  January  30. 
Summers  v.  Ward.    Appeal  fzom  Bidley  J.    Dismissed. 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  of  West  Ham  Union  v,  London  County  Council, 
Appeal  from  Darling  and  C'hannell  JJ.    Dismissed. 
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Fbidat,  January  81. 

Saunderi  v.    White.     Appeal    from  the   Lord  Chief   JuBtice    and 

Kennedy  J.  DiamlBaed. 
Maxwell  V.  Britiih  Thomson  Houston  Company^  Limited,    Appeal  from 

Kennedy  J.  DiBiniwed. 
Kirl  of  Craven  ?.  Pridmore.    Appeal  from  Bidley  J.    Part  heard. 

Monday,  Febuary  3. 

JI  dl  V.  Mayger.    Appeal  from  WilU  J.    DiamiBsed. 

Miller  and  Otherfi  v.  Shiio^  8avill  and  Albion  Company^  Limitedy  and 

Others,    Appeal  from  Lawranoe  J.    Dismlased. 
Cnnpbe'l  ▼.  Sergeant  and  Others.    Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Diamiased. 
NtiUj  BroUierton  Tube  Compuny,  Limited  v.  Isiae  Grijfitlis  &  Som. 

Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Allowed. 
Cochrane  v.  Morse.    Appeal  from  Ridley  J.    Allowe<l. 
Keatei  v.  Woodward.  Appeal  from  Wills  and  Ciiaaucll  JJ.   Allowed. 

TuESDATi  February  4. 

Fiizpatrick  ▼.  Eoans  &  Co.,  Limited.  Appeal  from  Wills  aud  Cbannell 

JJ.    I^mifl^ed. 
Scrattonj  Sons  A  Co.  v.  Sommer  &  Co.    Appeal  from   Di^ham  J. 

Allowed. 
(Jibhi  V.  Chloride  Electrical  Storage  Syndicate,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Bigham  J.    Part  heard. 

WXDN18DAT,  February  5. 

Gibji  y.  Chloride  Electrical  Storage  SyndiccLte^  Limited.    Appeal  from 
Bigham  J.    Cur.  adc,  vult. 

Thubsdat,  February  6. 

Gibbs  y.  Chloride  Ehctriojl  Storage  Synddeate^  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Bigham  J.    Diamissed. 
Glasscock  y.  London,  Tilbury  and  Southend  Railway  Company.    Appeal 

from  D<irling  J.    Allowed. 
CuUins  V.  LoM  Guarantee  and  Tru*t  Society,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Kennedy  J.    Part  heard. 


COURT  IL 


Fbidat,  January  31. 

Jhcerges  y.  Sandeman.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.     Cur.  ado.  vult. 

It  re  H.  L.  Davie.    Ex  parte  the  Trwtee,    Appeal  from  Wright  J. 

Allowed. 
In  re  a  Debtor.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor.    Appeal  from  Mr.  Begistrar 

Linklater.    Stands  oyer, 
i/i  re  an  Arbitration  between  Bell  and  Corporation  of  Totnes.    Appeal 

from  Farwell  J.    Part  heard. 


Batubdat,  February  1. 

In  re  an  Arbitration  bettoeen  Bett  and  Corporation  of  Tatnee, 
from  Farwell  J.    Allowed. 


Appeal 


Monday,  February  3. 

In  re  Morse.    Morse  y.  Morse.    Appeal  fh>m  BnoUey  J.    Stands  oyer. 
Commiaeionerd  of  the  Harbour  of  Poole  y.  Pike,    Appeal  from  Keke- 

wioh  J.    Dismiased. 
PeVy  y.  East  London  Water  Works  Company.    Two  appeals  from 

^aokley  J.    Pipt  heard. 


TuKDAT,  February  4. 

Pelly  y.  East  London  Water  Works  Company.    Two  appeals  from 

Buckley  J.    Allowed. 
Bunge  y.  Higinbotham  &  Co.,  Limited.     Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J. 

Part  heard. 

Wkdnbsdat,  Februazy  5. 

Automutic  Machines  y.  United  Automatic  Company.      Appeal  from 

Joyce  J.    Befused. 
Isach  Hassan  y.  Abdu  Harari  and  Otliers.     Appeal  bora  Bwinfen 

Eady  J.    Adjourned  for  further  eyidence. 
Haiey  y.  London  Electric  Supply  Corporation,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Kekewioh  J.    Part  heard. 


Thubsdat,  February  6. 
Huicy  y.  London  Electrio  Supply  Corporation,  Limited. 


cross-appeal  from  Kekewioh  J. 
dismissed. 
Bunge  y.  Higinbotltam  &  Co.,  TAmited. 
Part  heard. 


Appeal  and 
Appeal  allowed;  cross-appeal 


Appeal  from  Kekewich  J. 


During  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  Thb  Wbeklt  Notes  will  be  published 
on  Saturday,  and  wiU  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  All  oases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  will  be  reported  infuU  in  Ths  Law  Bkfobtb. 


Supreme  Court  ot  5uMcature 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


0.  A.  Jan.  20. 

Ck>UNTBT  ThBATEBS  AND  HoTELS^  LUflTlBD   V.  KnOWLU. 

Practice — Agreement  to  refer — Legal  proceedings  in  resjyect  of 
matter  agreed  to  be  re/erred — Application  for  stay — St^  iw 
proceedings — Suvwions  for  directions — Arbitration  Act,  1889 
(52  <fc  53  Vict.  c.  49),  ».  ir-Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
Order  xxx.,  rr.  1,  2. 

Appeal  fiom  an  order  of  a  judge  at  chamberf. 

An  action  was  brought  for  breach  of  a  written  contract  which 
contained  an  agreement  to  refer  matters  in  dispute  between  the 
parties.  The  defendant  attended  at  chambers  on  the  hearing 
of  a  summons  for  directions,  taken  out  by  the  plaintiffs,  on 
which  an  order  was  made  that  the  plaintiflEs  and  the  defendant 
should  respectiyeiy  make  discovery  of  documents.  The  defen- 
dant subsequently  appliei,  under  s.  4  of  the  Arbitration  Act, 
1889,  for  a  stay,  which  was  refused. 

Newton  Crane,  for  the  defendant. 

Montague  Lush  aud  Randolph,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Thb  Ck>UBT  (Oollins  M.R.,  Bomer  L.J.,  and  Mathew  LJ.) 
held  that  the  defendant  had  taken  a  step  in  the  proceedings, 
and  was  not  entitled  to  a  stay. 

Solicitors  for  plaintiffs :  UtaiUcy,  Woodhouse  &  Hedderwick. 

Solicitors  for  defendant:  Thomas  Beard  ^  Sons. 

A.M.  . 
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CA. 


Yates  v,  Tbbbt. 


Jan.  22. 


Practice  —County  court — Garniskee  summons — Attachment  of 
debt — Payment  into  court  of  amount  in  garnishee  order^— 
Balance  in  hands  of  garnishee — Assignment — Effect  of  notice  of 
assignment. 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  a  DiTiaional  Oouit,  reported 
[1901]  1  K.  B.  102. 

Mon^  in  the  hands  of  the  defendant  was  attached  under  a 
ganushee  order  made  with  respect  to  a  judgment  in  the  county 
court.  The  judgment  debtor  assigned  to  the  plaintiff  the 
iMlance  of  the  amount  in  the  hands  of  the  defendant,  and 
notice  was  given  of  the  assignment.  Subsequently  a  garnishee 
order  was  served  on  the  defendant  with  respect  to  another 
judgment  in  the  county  court.  The  defendant  paid  the  amount 
of  the  first  judgment  debt  into  court,  and  the  balance  of  the 
numey  in  his  hands  he  paid  into  court  under  the  second 
gunishee  order.  In  an  action  by  the  plaintiff  to  recover  the 
arnonnt  of  the  balance,  judgment  was  given  for  the  plaintiff  in 
the  county  court  An  appeal  by  the  defendant  to  the  Divisional 
Ooort  was  allowed.    The  plaintiff  appealed. 

Whitty,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Cuthhert  Smith,  for  the  defendant. 

The  Goubt  (Collins  M.R,  Bomer  L. J.,  and  Mathew  L.J..) 

aDowed  the  appeal  on  the  ground  that,  when  the  first  garm'shee 

Oder  had  been  satisfied  by  payment  into  court,  the  assignment 

affected  the  balance  in  the  hands  of  the  defendant  which  should 

I   baTe  been  paid  to  the  plaintiffl 

I      Solicitors:  Sharpe,  Parker  <fc  Co.,  for  Bielhy  A  Wdby,  Liver- 
I    pool;  Fidd,  Boseoe  <fe  Co.,  for  Fates  A  Co,,  Liverpool 
;  A.  M. 


C.A. 


In  re  PlTT-RlVBRS. 

Scott  v,  Pitt-Rivebs. 


Jan.  29. 


Ckaritahle  gift — 'Secret  trust — Trust  for  benefit  of  public,  hut  so 
theU  they  should  acquire  no  rights. 

Aiqpeal  from  a  decision  of  Eekewich  J.,  reported  [1901] 
lGh.S52. 

A  testator  established  a  museum  and  laid  out  a  portion  of 
lu8  estate  as  a  pleasure-groxmd,  and  maintained  the  same  for 
the  benefit  of  the  public,  whom  he  admitted  thereto  under  cer- 
^on  restiictionB,  while  reserving  to  himself  his  private  rights 
9y  his  will  he  devised  and  bequeathed  the  museum  and  plea- 
SDie-groand  and  an  annuity  of  800^.  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
aooe  to  his  son.  Kekewich  J.  was  of  opinion  that  the  evidence 
<tf  OQQTersations  and  correspondence  between  the  testator  and 
his  son  and  his  solicitors  established  a  secret  trust,  accepted 
l)y  &e  son,  to  maintain  the  museum  and  pleasure-ground,  and 
aOow  the  public  access  thereto  as  theretofore,  but  so  that  the 
pablic  should  acquire  no  rights;  and  held  that  the  intention 
not  to  give  the  public  any  rights  must  yield  to  the  intention 
that  the  property  should  be  maintained  as  hitherto,  and  that 
^  was  a  trust  enforceable  for  the  benefit  of  the  public. 

The  son  appealed. 

flbWtine,  K.C.,  P.  0.  Lawrence,  K.C.,  and  TT.  M.  Cann,  for 
^•irpellaiit 

Sir  B.  B.  FifOay,  A.-G.,  and  B.  J.  Parker,  for  the  Grown. 

Benshaw,  K.C.,  and  F.  L.  Wright;  and  Sheldon,  for  other 
Ptttiee.;  .     . 


The  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  held,  that  the  testator's  intention  that  the  public  were 
to  have  no  rights  was  inconsisient  with  the  creation  of  a 
charitable  trust ;  that  he  never  intended  to  create  a  trust  in 
favour  of  the  public ;  and  that  if  he  ever  had  such  an  intention 
it  was  not  communicated  to  or  accepted  by  the  son ;  and  they 
allowed  the  appeal. 

Solicitors :  Kennedy,  Huqhes  <fe  Ponsonhy  ;  Solicitor  to  thf 
Treasury ;  C.  B.  Woolley  ;  TaiKams  &  Pyin.  H.  C.  R. 


C.  A.  Jan.  30 

Guardians  op  the  Poor  op  the  West  Ham  Union,  Apps.  ; 

London  County  Council,  Eesps. 
Poor  law — Pauper — Parish  of  settlement — Addition   to  area — 
Divided  Parislies  and  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1876  (89  &  40 
Vict.  c.  61)— Poor  Law  Act,  1879  (42  <fc  43  Vict.  c.  54). 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  a  Divisional  Court  in  favour  of 
the  respondents,  reported  [1901]  1  K.  B.  720. 

Avory,  K.C.,  and  J.  C.  Earle,  for  the  West  Ham  Union. 

Macmorran,  K.C.,  and  Daldy,  for  the  respondents. 

The  Court  (Collins  M.E.,  Bomer  and  Mathew  L.JJ.)  dis- 
missed the  appeal. 

Solicitors  for  appellants :  Hillearys. 

Solicitor  for  respondents :  W.  A.  Blax^and.  A.  M. 


C.A. 


Saunders  v.  White. 


Jan.  31. 


Bill  of  salt — Validity — Form,  in  schedule — Bill  of  sale  given  by 
tioo  grantors — BUls  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment  Act,  1882 
(45  cfi?  46  Vict.  c.  48),  s.  9,  Schedule. 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  a  Divisional  Ck)urt  (Lord 
Alverstone  C. J.  and  Kennedy  J.)  on  an  appeal  &om  the  decision 
of  a  county  court  judge  on  an  interpleader  issue. 

The  question  on  the  interpleader  issue  was  as  to  the  validity 
of  a  bill  of  sale  given  by  two  grantors,  who  were  not  jointly 
interested  in  any  of  the  goods  comprised  therein,  but  each  of 
whom  was  the  sole  owner  of  a  ix>rtion  of  those  goods.  The 
Divisional  Court  held,  afSrming  the  decision  of  the  county  court 
judge,  that  the  bill  of  sale  was  invalid  as  against  an  execution 
creditor,  because  it  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  form  in  the 
schedule  to  the  Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment  Act,  1882. 

Mattinson,  K.C.,  and  Firminger,  for  the  claimant. 

Duke,  K.C.,  and  J.  B.  Atkin,  for  the  execution  creditor. 

Cur.  adv.  vult. 

Jan.  81.    The  Court  (Collins  M.R.,  Romer  L.  J.,  and  Mathew 
L.J.)  dismissed  the  appeal. 
Solicitors  for  the  claimant :  Biggs-Boche,  Sawyer  &  Co. 
Solicitors  for  the  execution  creditor:  V^illett  <fe  Sandford. 

E.  L. 


C.  A.  Hope  v.  Hope.  Jan.  81. 

Practice — Security  for  costs  of  appeal — Form  of  order — Bond  to 
be  given  "  to  satisfaction  of  Judge  in  chambers.** 

In  the  course  of  the  hearing  to-day  of  a  bankruptcy  appeal, 
reference  was  made  to  the  order  for  security  of  the  costs  of  an 
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appeal  in  this  action  which  was  made  on  the  18th  of  January 
(ante,  p.  4). 

Their  Lordshipb  (Yanghan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens- 
Hardy  L.JJ.)  now  intimated  that  when  they  said  that  the  bond 
given  as  security  was  "  to  be  approved  by  the  master/'  they 
meant  that  it  was  to  be  approved  by  the  judge  in  chambers. 

[The  reporter  has  been  infoimed  by  the  solicitors  for  the 
respondent  that  the  order  as  drawn  up  provides  that  the  bond 
is  to  be  given  "  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  judge  in  chambers."] 

Solicitors :  EasHes ;  Lumley  &  Lundey,  W.  L.  G. 


DtOb  Court  of  Justice. 

OHANOBRT  DIVISION. 


Eekewich  J.        In  re  Ho^oatb  akd  Osbobn. 


Jan.  25. 


Vendor  and  purchaser  — Title  —  Misdescription  — Alteration  of 
name  of  party  in  title-deed — Married  woman — Tntstee  mort- 
gagee —  jReconveyanee  —  Concurrence  of  husband  —  Separate 
acknowledgment. 

Vendor's  summons  under  the  Vendor  and  Purchaser  Act, 
1874  (37  &  38  Vict.  c.  78). 

In  August,  1901,  the  respondent  became  the  purchaser  of 
oertain  freehold  property  in  Leeds.  The  abstract  of  title  com- 
menced with  a  mortgage,  dated  in  1878,  to  three  persons,  of 
whom  the  third  was  described  as  William  Gray.  Upon  com- 
paring the  abstract  with  the  original  deeds,  it  was  found  that 
the  Christian  name  "  William  "  had  been  erased  and  the  names 
"  Edward  Thomas''  substituted, and  it  appeared  that  the  deed 
had  not  been  executed  by  the  mortgagees.  The  purchaser's  soli- 
citors by  their  requisitions  asked  for  an  explanation  of  this  altera- 
tion, and  in  reply  the  vendoi-'s  solicitors  furnished  them  with 
two  statutory  declarations,  one  by  the  solicitor  who  prepared 
the  deed,  and  the  other  by  Ann  Booth,  the  sole  surviving  mort- 
gagee. It  appeared  from  these  declarations  that  the  name 
"  William"  was  inserted  in  the  deed  by  the  solicitor  owing  to 
his  being  misinfonned;  that  the  deed  was  executed  and  regis- 
texed  in  its  original  form,  and  that  the  mistake  had  been 
repeated  in  the  recitals  in  subsequent  deeds ;  that  it  was  not 
known  when  or  by  whom  the  alteration  was  made ;  and  that 
the  real  name  of  the  third  mortgagee  was  Edwaid  Thomas 
Gray.  It  also  appeared  that  the  mortgageeis  were  trustees,  and 
that  the  mortgage  money  had  been  repaid  to  the  sole  surviving 
trustee^  Ann  Booth,  a  married  woman,  who  had  reconveyed  the 
property  to  the  mortgagor.  It  was  fmiher  objected  on  behalf 
of  the  purchaser  that  Ann  Booth  had  no  power  to  reconvey  the 
property  without  the  concurrence  of  her  husband,  and  a  sepa- 
rately acknowledged  deed  under  the  Fines  and  Becoveries  Act. 

The  vendor  asked  for  a  declaration  that  the  requisitions  had 
been  sufficiently  answered,  and  that  a  good  title  had  been 
shewn  according  to  the  contract. 

P.  0.  Lawrence,  K.C.,  and  B.  J.  Parker,  for  the  vendor. 

ff.  Greenwood,  for  the  purchaser. 

Kekbwich  J.  decided,  first,  that  the  alteration,  not  being 
material,  did  not  avoid  the  deed;  second,  that  Mrs.  Booth  was 


a  bare  trustee  for  the  mortgagor  on  payment  of  the  mortgage 
money,  under  sect.  16  of  the  Trustee  Act,  1893,  and  was  com- 
petent to  convey  without  the  concurrence  of  her  husband.  He 
therefore  declared  that  the  requisitions  of  the  purchaser  had 
been  sufficiently  answered. 

Solicitors :  Few  A  Co,,  for  Carr  &  CoverdaJe,  Leeds ;  Hamlin, 
Grammer  <fc  Hamlin,  for  H,  i?.  Cousins,  Leeds.  H.  B.  H. 


Eekewich  J. 


In  re  Ghisholm. 

GODDABD  V.  BbODIS. 


Jan.  dOt 


Practice— Costs — Poioer  of  appointment — Successive  appointments 
of  specific  sums — Appointment  of  residue. 

By  a  settlement  dated  the  9th  of  April,  1851,  made  on  the 
mari  iage  of  the  testator  and  his  wife,  oertain  funds  were  brought 
into  the  settlement  by  the  testator  and  his  wife,  and  subject 
to  their  life  interests  a  joint  power  of  appointment  was  given 
to  them  over  the  whole  of  the  capital  among  the  children  of 
the  marriage. 

Among  the  children  were  four  daughters— Eatherine,  Annie, 
Henrietta  and  Hannah. 

In  1871  Eatherine  married  F.  J.  L.  Blackwood,  and  by  a  deed- 
poll  dated  the  18th  of  April,  1871,  the  testator  and  his  wife,  in 
exercise  of  the  powers  of  their  marriage  settlement,  jointly 
appointed  that  the  trustees  of  the  settlement  should,  from  and 
after  the  decease  of  the  survivor  of  the  testator  and  his  wife, 
stand  possessed  of  10,0007.  sterling,  part  of  the  trust  funds  of 
the  settlement,  in  trust  for  their  daughter  Eatherine. 

In  1879  Eatherine  Blackwood  married  H.  V.  Oorrie,  and  the 
10,0007.  was  assigned  to  the  trustees  of  the  settlement  of  that 
marriage.  Corrie  had  since  died,  and  there  was  no. issue  of 
the  marriage,  and  in  the  events  which  happened  Eatherine 
Corrie  became  solely  entitled  to  the  10,0007.  which  was  re- 
assigned to  her. 

In  1877  Annie  married  A.  Trinder,  and  by  a  deed-poll  dated 
the  5th  of  September,  1877,  the  testator  and  his  wifb  a{ipointed 
10,0007.  in  trust  for  her  in  the  same  fonn  as  the  appointment 
made  in  trust  for  Eatherine,  and  this  sum  was  assigned  by  her 
to  the  trustees  of  her  marriage  settlement. 

In  1886  Henrietta  married  B.  M.  Middleton,  and  l^  a  deed- 
poU  dated  the  5th  of  October,  1886,  the  testator  and  his  wife 
made  a  preoiaely  similar  appointment  of  10,0007.  in  her  ftvonr, 
and  this  sum  was  assigned  by  her  to  the  trustees  of  her 
marriage  settlement 

In  1891  Hannah  married  S.  Baker,  and  by  a  deed-poU 
dated  the  21st  of  November,  1891,  the  testator  and  his  wife 
appointed  the  ftmds  of  the  settlement  whictf  should  le* 
main  after  satisfying  the  previous  appointments  in  trust 
for  her,  provided  that  not  more  than  10,0007.  was  to  be 
appointed.  The  appointed  fund  was  assigned  by  Hannah  to 
the  trustees  of  her  marriage  settl^nent,  and  the  testator 
covenanted  with  the  tmstees  of  the  settlement  and  with 
Hannah,  in  case  the  appointed  fund  should  not  amouBt  to 
10,0007.,  that  his  executozB  or  administrators  would  makd.up 
the  deficiency.    In  1899  Hannah  Baker  married  F.  R  QoddwKl 

The  testator  died  on  the  Slat  of  December,  1899"^  and  his  wife 
died  on  the  24th  of  September,  1901.  At  this  date  the  trost 
funds  of  their  marriage  settlement  amounted  approximately  to 
38,0007. 
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TbJB  gammons  was  taken  out  by  Mrs.  Goddard  and  the  Irus- 
tees  of  the  Baker  eettlem^t  against  the  trustees  of  the  testator's 
settlement,  Mrs.  Gorrie,  the  tmstees  of  the  Trinder  settlement, 
the  tmstees  of  the  Middleton  settlement,  and  the  executors  of 
the  testator,  to  determine  (inter  alia)  whether  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  trust  funds  comprised  in'  the  testator's  settl^nent 
the  three  first  appointed  sums  of  10,000/.  ought  to  bear  any  and 
nhat  proportion  of  (1)  the  estate  duties  respectively  payable  on 
the  deaths  of  the  testator  and  his  wife ;  (2)  the  costs  of  nusing 
the  duties;  (8)  the  costs  of  raising  the  said  three  portions; 
(4)  the  costs  of  winding  up  the  trusts  of  the  testator's  settle- 
ment. .^ 

Warrington,  K.C.,  and  Ashtoorth  James,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Benshaw,  K,C,,  and  Hatfield  Oreen,  for  Mrs.  Gorrie,  the  trus- 
tees of  the  Trinder  settlement,  and  theltrustees  of  theMiddleton 
settlement. 

P.  Oyden  Lawrence,  K,C.,  and  Duhham,  for  the  executors. 

Lindley,  for  the  trustees  of  the  testator's  settlement. 

KxsiwioH  J.  held  that  the  duties,  the  costs  of  raising  the 
duties,  the  costs  of  raising  the  portions,  and  the  general  costs  of 
sdministering  the  trust  funds,  ought  to  be  borne  rateably  by 
the  appointed  funds.  He  thought  that  this  case  fell  within  the 
principle  of  Moore  y.  I>ix<m,  (1880)  15  Gh.  D.  566,  and  In  re 
Shaw,  [18953  1  Ch.  343,  and  within  the  rule  laid  down  by 
Ghitty  L.  J.  m  In  re  Saunders,  [1898]  1  Gh.  17,  23. 

Solicitors :  Jatison,  Cobh,  Fea/rson  A  Co, ;  Trinder,  Capron  & 
Co, ;  Simpson  &  Bowen,  H.  B.  H. 


^yme  J. 


In  re  FKBaussoN's  Will. 


Jan.  28. 


I  Will— Construction— Next  of  kin— Sister  of  the  half-blood— 

I  Nephews  and  nieces — Domidt— Foreign  law, 

I  The  testator,  a  domiciled  Englishman  resident  in  India,  who 
died  in  1898,  bequeathed  a  pecuniary  legacy  to  his  niece  Minnie 
Koppe.  The  wiU  contained  a  declaration,  that  in  case  of  the 
death  of  a  legatee  in  the  lifetime  of  the  testator,  the  legacy  was 
not  to  lapse,  but  should  be  divided  among  the  "  next  of  kin  "  of 
the  deceased  legatee.  Minnie  Eoppe  died  in  June,  1897,  a 
i  domiciled  Qerman  subject,  without  any  issue;  her  nearest 
idations  were  a  half-sister,  and  nephews  and  nieces,  the 
ehildien  of  a  deceased  brother.  According  to  German  law,  the 
sister  of  the  half-blood  came  after  nephews  and  nieces,  children 
I  of  a  brother  or  sister  of  the  whole  blood,  in  ascertaining  the 
next  of  kin ;  and  the  question  for  decision  was  whether  Minnie 
Eoppe's  "next  of  kin "  were  to  be  ascertained  by  German  or 
Unghshlawt 

Jea»d,  for  the  nephews  and  nieces. 

W.  M.  Conn,  for  the  half-sister. 

Borthvnck,  for  the  trustees  of  the  wiU.  - 

W,  8,  Baines,  for  other  claimants. 

Btbnx  J.  said  that  the  wiU,  being  that  of  a  domiciled 
Englishman,  must  be  construed  according  to  English  law;  that 
wiQ  contained  a  gift  to  the  "next  of  kin  "  of  a  legatee,  which 
according  to  English  law  meant^aa  there  was  no  reference  to 
the  Statute  of  Distributions,  nearest  blood  relations  in  an 
ssoending  and  descending  line,  those  of  the  half-blood  being 
equally  entitled  with  those  of  the  whole  bloody  and  no  authority 
had  been  produced  for  oons&iing  this  gift  so  as  to  include 


next  of  kin  according  to  German  law.  For  these  reasons  he  held 
that  the  sister  of  the  half-blood  was  entitled  to  this  legacy  to 
the  exclusion  of  the  nephews  and  nieces. 

Solicitors :  Waterhouse  &   Co, ;  J,   Banks  Pittnian ;    Herbert 
Oppenheimer ;  Lawford,  Waterhouse  «fe  Lawford,         W.  0.  D. 


Buckley  J.  Jan.  80. 

AoiTTLBing  Illuminatino  Company  v,  Unitkd  Alkali 

COKPANT. 

Patent — Anticipation  —  Application  by  patentee  in  a  foreign 
country — Subsequent  publication  in  this  country  by  another 
person — Later  application  by  patentee  in  this  country  for  a 
patent— Patents,  Designs,  and  Trade  Marks  Act,  1888(46  (fc  47 
Vict.  c.  57),  s.  103,  sub-ss.  1,  2. 

This  was  an  action  for  the  infringement  of  a  patent.  A  pre- 
liminary question  arose  whether  under  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  the  defendants  could  rely  on  an  alleged  anticipation. 

On  the  28th  of  February,  1894,  the  patentee,  named  Willson, 
of  whom  the  plaintiffs  were  the  successors  in  title,  made  an 
application  in  the  United  States  of  America  in  respect  of  the 
invention  the  subject  of  the  patent. 

On  the  16th  of  March,  1894,  there  was  publication  at  the 
Patent  OfSce  Library  in  this  country  by  a  man  named  Moissan 
of  what  the  defendants  alleged  to  be  the  same  invention. 

On  the  1st  of  September,  1894,  Willson  lodged  his  application 
in  this  country  for  a  patent.  That  application  was  in  the 
common  form.  He  did  not,  however,  apply  at  that  time,  under 
sect.  103  of  the  Patents,  Designs,  and  Trade  Marks  Act,  1888,  for 
the  patent  to  be  dated  in  his  favour  as  of  the  28th  of  February, 

1894,  the  date  of  his  application  in  the  United  States. 

The  seven  months  limited  by  sect.  103  expired  on  the  28th  of 
September,  1894. 

On  the  20th  of  June,  1895,  Willson's  solicitors  wrote  to  the 
comptroller  stating  that  Willson  desired  to  avail  himself  of 
the  provisions  of  sect.'l03;  but  the  comptroller  replied  that  he 
would  not  be  justified  in  antedating  the  patent,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  that  section,  no  application  for  such  antedating 
having  been  made  within  seven  months  of  the  date  of  the 
foreign  application. 

On  the  27th  of  June,  1895,  Willson  lodged  his  c(Mnplete 
specification,  which  was  accepted  on  the  30th  of  November, 

1895,  and  his  letters  patent  were  sealed  as  of  the  date  of 
the  1st  of  September,  1894. 

That  being  so,  the  publication  by  Moissan  on  the  16th  of 
March,  1894,  was  a  prior  publication  unless  Willaon's  applica- 
tion was  held  to  date  back  to  the  28th  of  February,  1894. 

Moulton,  K.C,,  Roger  Wallace,  K.C,  and  Coltfax,  for  the 
plaintiffs. 

Onpps,  K.G.,  Lord  Bobert  Cecil,  K.C,  Walter,  and  J,  A, 
Bucknill,  for  the  defendants. 

BuGKLXT  J.  held  that  the  comptroller  was  right,  and  that 
the  patent  sued  upon  was  in  fact  dated  the  1st  of  September, 
1894^.  and,  consequently,  that  the  alleged  anticipation  by 
Moissan  was  one  which  the  defendants  would  be  in  a  position 
to  avail  themselves  of. 

Solicitors :  Chicdalla  ds  Cross ;  J.  H,  &  /.  Y,  Johnson. 

G.  M. 
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Neville  u.  Bekjamin. 


Feb.  1. 


J^yce  J. 

Wi^l — Legatee  entitled  to  share  on  surviving  testator — Blsappnr' 
ance  in  testator's  U/etime^No  evidence  of  death— Presumption 
— Orttt8  prolandi, 

David  B3njamiQ  bj  his  will,  ditei  in  1891,  gave  his  pasi- 
duary  estate  to  trustees  upon  trust  for  sale  and  inversion,  and 
to  divide  the  proceeds  into  as  mmy  share)  as  he  shoal i  have 
children  who  should  be  living  at  his  death,  or  sho:ild  have 
died  in  his  lifdtime  leaving  children  living  at  his  d ^ath,  and 
one  share  was  to  be  appropriatei  to  eac^  child  respactively. 

The  testator  died  on  the  25th  of  June,  1893.  He  had  thir- 
teen children,  twelve  of  whom  ware  living  at  his  daath,  but  as 
to  the  remaining  one,  namely,  P.  Benjimia,  it  wa^  not  kno  vn 
whether  he  had  predeseasad  the  testator  or  not,  he  having  on 
the  1st  of  Sep!»mber,  1892,  di^ppmrel  under  the  following 
cironm^nc3e: — 

In  August,  1892,  he,  being  then  twenty-four  years  of  age  and 
employed  aa  a  commercial  traveller,  went  abroid  for  a  holiday. 
On  the  1st  of  September,  1892,  he  was  at  Aix-la-Chapille  with 
a  friend,  and  after  receiving  a  cDmmunicUion  from  his  firm 
he  left  by  train  apparently  on  hia  way  to  London.  Slnoe  that 
date  nt>thing  had  been  heard  of  him,  although  searching  in- 
quiries had  been  m%de  and  advertis^msnts  issued  in  all  the 
English  Colonies  and  in  other  parts  of  the  world.  It  appeared 
that  his  amounts  shewed  large  defalcation?,  but  the  communi- 
cation from  his  firm  coitained  no  threat  or  su^gestioa  of  pro- 
secution, and  som3  of  the  members  of  the  firm]  were  nearly 
related  to  him. 

The  share  of  his  father'slestate  to  which  he  wa?  entitled  if  he 
survived  the  testator  was  about  80,000.\  \ 

Letters  of  administration  to  his  estate  had  been  granted  to 
one  of  his  brothers,  leave  having  been  obtained  from  the 
Probate  Division  to  swear  his  death  on  or  since  the  1st  of 
Saptember,  1892. 

The  trustees  Jtook  out  an  originating  summons  to  have  it 
detenoined  in  what  manner  the  share  of  P.  Benjamin  in  the 
estate  of  his  father  ought  to  be  dealt  with  or  disposed  of  by 
them.  In  answer  to  inquiries  dirested  by  the  Court  the  master 
had  stated  that  he  was  unable  to  certify  whether  P.  Benjamin 
was  living  or  dead,  or  if  dead  when  he  died.  He  certified, 
however,  that  P.  Banjamin  was  not  married  at  the  time  of  his 
disappearance,  and  that  no  person  claiming  to  be  his  wife  or 
child  hai  come  in  under  the  advertisements  which  had  been 
issued,  or  made  any  application  to  the  trustees  ^or  their 
solicitors. 

The  trustees  now  asked  for  an  order  upon  the  summons 
givhig  them  liberty  to  distribute  the  estate  as  if  P.  Beajamin 
had  predeceased  the  testator. 

Hughes,  K,C.,  and  E,  Ford,  for  the  trustees,  contended  that 
the  onus  was  upon  the  administrator  of  P.  Benjamin  to  shew 
that  he  was  living  at  the  testator's  death :  In  re  Walker,  (1871) 
L.  B.  7  Ch.  120. 

Jessel,  for  the  administrator,  contended  that  where  there  was 
ample  motive  for  the  disappearance  of  a  person  the  Court 
would  not  presume  death,  or  at  any  rate  death  at  a  particular 
period.  On  the  contrary,  it  would  rather  presume  life  if  the 
disappevrance  could  be  accounted  for.  He  relied  upon  Bowden 
v.  Henderson,  (185i)  2  Sm.  &  Giff.  860;  Watson  v.  England, 
(1844)  U  Sim.  23;  In  re  CorbisMet/'s  Trusts,  (1880)  14  Ch.  D. 


846;  and  Hickman  v.  UpsaU,  (1875)  L.  B.  20  Eq.  136;  and 
also  referred  to  In  re  Phen^s  Trusts,  (1870)  L.  B.  6  Ch.  189, 
and  In  re  Rhodes,  (1887)  86  Ch.  D.  586. 

JoTOB  J.  said  that  P.  Benjamin  must  be  presumed  to  be 
dead ;  the  only  question  was  when  he  had  diedi  In  re  Walker 
shewed  that  the  onus  was  upon  his  representative  to  prove  that 
he  had  survive!  the  testator.  Toat  had  not  been  proved.  His 
Lordship,  therefore,  gave  the  trusteas  liberty  to  distribute  the 
estate  upon  the  footing  of  P.  Beajamin  having  died  in  the  tes- 
tator's lifetime  without  having  baen  married. 

S  )licitor8 :  Emanuel  &  Simmonds.  G.  A,  S. 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


In  re  Hill. 
Hill  v.  Hill. 


Jan.  15,  25. 


Will — Constrwition — Heirlooms — Dignity — Period  of  absolute 
vesting — Perpetuity, 

This  was  an  originating  summms  to  determine  whether 
articles  of  jawellery  and  miniatures  bequeathed  as  heirlooms 
to  go  with  a  title  had  baoome  absolutely  the  property  of  the 
p  'e4ent  tenant  in  tail  male  of  the  Viscounty  Hill. 

The  lite  Ann,  D  jwager  Viscountess  Hill,  by  her  will  date! 
the  23th  of  May,  1891,  appiiated  Fanny  Melita  Kynnersley  and 
Lewis  Bdrger  executors  and  trastees.  Her  will  coitained  the 
f  )llowing  baquest :  "  I  bequeath  my  diamonds,  coosi sting  of  a 
tiira,  nesklaca,  pendant  and  earrings,  and  my  two  miniatures 
of  Sir  Eoland  Hill  and  Miss  Hill,  w'lich  are  mounted  in  velvet 
and  bracelets,  and  my  smiU  ring  set  with  rabies,  which  was 
given  by  the  Pretender  to  Sir  Bichard  Hill,  to  my  son,  tiie 
Eight  Honourable  Biland  Clegg,  Viscount  Hill,  until  he  shall 
die,  and  after  his  death  to  each  anl  every  of  the  porsons  who 
shall  in  turn  succeed  to  the  title  and  dignity  of  Viscount  Hill, 
or  any  other  title  or  dignity  which  may  be  granted  to  or 
assumed  by  any  pBrson  for  the  time  being  entitled  to  the  said 
title  and  dignity  as  aforesail,  my  intention  baing  that  the  said 
diamonds  and  miniatures  and  ring  shall  descand  as  heirlooms 
as  far  as  the  rules  of  law  anl  equity  will  permit." 

The  testatrix  died  in  October,  1891.  Her  son  Bowland  Clogg, 
third  Viscount  Hill,  survived  her.  He  died  in  March,  1895, 
and  was  succeeded  by  the  plaintiff,  his  eldest  son;  his  heir- 
presumptive  was  hi-j  brother  Francis  William  Clegg  Clegg 
Hill,  who  was  also  residuary  legate3  of  the  testatrix.  The 
defendants  were  the  trustcBS  of  the  will  and  the  heir-pre- 
sumptive. 

Errington,  for  the  plaintiff,  argue  i  that  though  it  was  per- 
fectly competent  for  the  testatrix,  by  apt  language,  to  have  tied 
up  the  heirlooais  so  as  not  to  vest  absolutely  in  any  tenant  in 
tail  during  a  life  in  being  at  the  time  of  her  decease  ^and 
twenty-one  years  after,  she  had  not  done  so  by  the  will  she 
made.  When  the  plaintiff  succeeded  to  the  title  he^became 
absolutely  entitled  to  the  settled  chattels. 

Brinton,  for  the  heir-presumptive.  The  testatrix  attempted 
to  tie  up  the  devolution  of  the  chattels  so  as  to  make  them  go 
with  the  title.  She  has  cut  down  the  generality  of  the  bequest  by 
the  expression  ''as  far  as  the  rules  of  law  and  equity  will  permit," 
so  that  the  chattels  will  vest  absolutely  in  the  Viscount  who  is 
alive  at  the  expiration  of  twenty-one  years  from  the  death  of 
the  survivor  of  persons  in  baing:,  at  the  death  of  the  testatrix 
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capable  of  snoceeding  to  the  title^  or  at  the  earliest  at  the  ex- 
piration of  twenty-one  years  from  her  death.  If  this  is  not  the 
true  constmction,  the  whole  gift  fails  as  offending  the  rales 
against  perpetuity^  and  the  defendant  takes  as  residuary 
legatee. 

SwnrrKN  Eabt  J.  held,  on  the  construction  of  the  will,  that, 
socording  to  authority,  the  chattels  vested  absolutely  in  the 
plaintiff. 

Solicitors :  Upperton  &  Co. ;  Chester  <fc  Co.,  for  Luccu  <fc  Salt, 
Went  D.  P. 

Swlnfen  Eady  J.  Feb.  1. 

In  re  Geobgb  Fbbklet,  Dbgbabbd. 

Married  woman — Restraint  on  anticipation — Rale  against 
perpetuities — Severance  of  class. 

Petition. 

The  testator  in  this  matter  gave  all  his  real  and  personal 
estate  to  trustees  upon  trust  to  divide  into  four  shareii,  and  to 
pay  the  income  of  each  share  to  one  of  his  four  daughters  for 
lie, and  after  her  death  to  hold  the  share  in  trust  for  all  her 
cluldren  who  should  attain  twenty-one  or  mirry.  The  will 
contained  a  general  direction  that  all  provisions  made  for  the 
testator's  daughters  or  their  children,  or  any  other  persons 
being  female,  should  be  for  their  separate  use  without  power 
of  anticipation.  By  a  codicil  the  testator  gave  his  daughters 
power  to  appoint  a  life  interest  in  their  respective  shares  to 
their  husbands.  The  testator  died  in  1850.  One  of  his 
dmgbters,  Esther  Wiley,  was  married  in  his  lifetime,  and  had 
one  child,  the  petitioner,  born  before  his  death. 

Esther  Wiley  died  in  1875,  having  appointed  a  life  interest  to 
ber  husband,  and  leaving  him,  the  petitioner,  and  six  other 
cbildren,  bom  after  the  testator's  death,  surviving. 

The  petitioner  in  1872  married  a  Danish  subject  domiciled  in 
Denmark.  In  1885  the  petitioner  and  her  husband  executed  a 
mortgage  of  her  reversionary  share  under  the  testator's  will. 
Iq  1892  the  petitioner  obtained  a  divorce  from  her  husband. 
In  1900  the  petitioner's  father  died,  and  the  surviving  trustee 
of  the  will  paid  the  share  of  the  petitioner  under  the  testator's 
▼ill  into  court.  The  petitioner  asked  that  the  fund  might  be 
paid  out  to  her,  notwithstanding  the  mortgage,  on  the  ground 
that  sEe  was  bound  by  the  restraint  on  anticipation  and  the 
mortgage  was  void. 

(irant,  for  the  petition,  contended  that,  as  the  petitioner  was 
bom  in  the  testator's  lifetime,  the  restraint  on  anticipation 
bound  lier,  thongh  in  the  case  of  children  bom  after  his  death 
it  was  void  under  the  rule  against  perpetuities.  He  cited 
lltrberi  v.  Webster,  (1880)  16  Ch.  D.  610. 

i?.  J,  Parker,  for  the  mortgagee,  cited  Buckton  v.  Hay,  (1879) 
11 CL  D.  645,  and  In  re  Michael's  Trusts,  (1877)  46  L.  J.  (Ch.) 
651,  earlier  cases  which  were  in  direct  conflict  with  Herbert  v. 
Winter. 

W.  H,  Coxeru-Hardy,  for  the  trustees. 

SwufPBN  Eadt  J.  said  that  in  Herbert  v.  Webster  Hall  Y.-O. 
had  the  earlier  cases  before  him,  and  Lcvertheless  held  to  what 
appeared  to  be  the  sounder  rule.  He  should,  therefore,  follow 
Hall  Y.-G.'8  decision,  and  hold  the  restraint  on  anticipation 
good  and  the  mortgage  void. 

Sectors:  Busk,  MeUcr&Norris,  for  Slater,  Heelis,  Williamson, 
Oolley  A  Tulloch,  Manchester;  Or/ord  dh  Sons,  Manchester. 

J.  R.  B. 


CROWN  CASES  RESERVED. 


C.  C.  R.  Dec.  14, 1901 ;  Feb.  1. 

The  Kino  r.  Jambs  and  Johnson. 

Criminal  law — Larceny — Wife  taking  goods  of  husband  when 
about  to  desert  him—Form  of  indictment — Married  Women's 
Property  Act,  1882  (45  &  46  Vict.  c.  75),  ss.  12,  16. 

Case  stated  by  the  chairman  of  the  Glamorganshire  Quarter 
Sessions. 

The  prisoners  were  tried  and  convicted  at  the  Michaelmas 
quarter  sessions  for  Glamorganshire  on  an  indictment  in  the 
ordinary  form  charging  them  with  the  larceny  of  certain  goods 
the  property  of  John  Thomas  James.  It  appeared  at  tho  trial 
that  the  prisoner  Eliza  James  was  the  wife  of  John  Thomas 
James,  and  that  she  had  taken  the  goods  in  question  when 
about  to  leave  or  desert  her  husband  and  to  join  the  prisoner 
Johnson. 

It  was  contende  J  that  the  indictment  was  insufficient  for  not 
averring  these  facts,  and  that  the  offence  created  by  sects.  12 
and  16  of  the  Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1882,  was  a 
special  offence,  a  material  part  of  which  was  that  the  prisoner 
was  the  wife  of  the  prosecutor,  and  that  she  took  the  goodtj 
when  about  to  leave  or  desert  him,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
avetment  of  these  conditions  was  a  necessary  part  of  the 
indictment. 

Lloyd  Morgan,  for  the  prisoners. 

Parsons,  for  the  Crown. 

The  Coubt  (Lord  Alverstone  0. J.,  Lawrance,  Wright,  Bruce, 
and  Darling  JJ.),  having  taken  time  to  consider,  affirmed  the 
conviction,  holding  that  the  conditions  imposed  by  sect.  12  of 
the  Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1882,  did  not  affect  the 
character  or  quality  of  the  offence,  but  merely  introduced 
matters  which  might  be  pleaded  by  way  of  defence,  but  which 
it  was  not  necessary  to  negative  in  the  indictment. 

Conviction  affirmed. 

Solicitor  for  the  prisoners :  Colenso  Jones,  Pontypridd. 
Solicitor  for  the  Crown :  W.  T.  Davies,  Porth. 

A.  P.  P.  K. 


C.  C,  R. 


The  Eino  v.  Pikk. 


Feb.  1. 


Criminal  law — Fraud  by  trustee — Evidence — Statement  of  affairs 
in  bankruptcy— Larceny  Act,  1861  (24  <fe  25  Vict.  c.  96),  ss.  80, 
85— Bankruptcy  Act,  1890  (S3  <fc  64  Vict.  c.  71),  s.  27, 

Case  stated  by  Kennedy  J. 

The  prisoner  was  tried  and  convicted  at  the  autumn  assizes 
for  the  city  of  Worcester  on  an  indictment  under  24  &  25 
Vict.  c.  96,  B.  80,  charging  him  with  converting  and  appro- 
priating to  his  own  use  certain  sums  of  money  of  which  he 
was  a  trustee.  To  prove  his  receipt  of  certain  sums  of  money, 
the  prisoner's  statement  of  affairs  in  bankruptcy  was  admitted 
in  evidence.  The  statement  was  the  statutory  statement  of 
affairs  made  by  the  prisoner  in  the  course  of  his  bankruptcy 
before  the  assistant  official  receiver,  and  fil^d  in  accordance 
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with  sect.  16  and  role  217  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883.  It 
was  contended  that  this  statement  was  rendered  inadmissible 
in  eyidence  by  24  &  25  Vict.  c.  96,  s.  85,  as  amended  by  58  &  54 
Vici  c.  71,  s.  27. 

J,  B,  Matthews,  for  the  prisoner. 

A.  T,  Lawrence,  K,  C,  and  N.  G,  Davidson,  for  the  drown. 

Thk  Coxjbt  (Lord  Alverstone  0.  J.,  Wright,  Bidley,  Bigham, 
and  Walton  JJ.)  affirmed  the  conyiction,  and  held  that  the 
evidence  had  been  rightly  admitted,  considering  that  the  state- 
ment of  affairs  in  bankruptcy  was  not  a  statement  made  in  any 
compulsory  examination  on  the  hearing  of  any  matter  in  bank- 
ruptcy within  the  protection  of  sub-s.  2  of  s.  27  of  58  <Sb  54 
Vict  c.  71. 

Conviction  affirmed. 

Solicitors  for  the  prisoner :  Doibhs  &  Hill,  Worcester. 
Solicitors  for  the  Crown :  The  Treasury  Solicitor. 

A.  P.  P.  K. 


Thb  EiKa  V,  Pbetfold. 


Feb.  1. 


C.  C.  B. 

Criminal    law — Evidence   of  previous    convictions — Charge    of 
offence  within  seven  years  of  second  conviction — Prevention  of 


Crimes  Act,  1871  (84  (fc  35  Vict.  c.  112),  ««.  7,  9— Larceny  Ad, 
1861  (24  (fc  25  Vict.  c.  96),  s.  116. 

Case  stated  by  the  chairman  of  the  Glerkenwell  SessioBs. 
The  prisoner  was  charged  before  a  magistrate  with  an  offence 
under  sect.  7  of  the  Prevention  of  Grimes  Act,  1871,  which 
makes  persons  committing  certain  offences  within  seven  years 
of  a  second  conviction  punishable.  He  elected  to  be  tried  by 
a  jury;  and  at  the  trial  evidence  of  the  previous  convictions 
was  given  in  the  hearing  of  the  jury,  and  the  prisoner  was 
convicted.  It  was  contended  that  under  sect.  9  of  the  Preven- 
tion of  Crimes  Act,  1871,  and  sect.  116  of  24  &  25  Vict.  c.  96, 
the  previous  convictions  ought  not  to  have  been  proved  bsforo 
the  jury  until  the  other  facts  constituting  the  subsequent 
offence  had  been  found  by  them. 

No  counsel  appeared  for  the  prisoner. 

H.  Sutton,  for  the  Grown. 

Thb  Goubt  (Lord  Alverstone  C.J.,  Wright,  Bidley,  Bigliam, 
and  Walton  JJ.)  upheld  the  conviction,  holding  that  the  evi- 
dence of  the  previous  convictions  was  necessary  to  prove  the 
offence  charged,  and  was  therefore  admissible. 

Conviction  affirmed. 

Solicitor  for  the  Grown :  The  Treasury  Solicitor. 

A.P.P.K. 
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NOnCOB  TO  BOUOITOBa 


With  Ae  viem  ofnmuring  ike  greaieet  pombfe  aconuracif  and 
nfidi^  in  Ae  varioue  pMieaiUme  e(mneeted  with  ike  Law 
BDOBis^Otf  CkmneU  wiUbe Miged^if  the  Solicitontowhm 
i^ffUeaium  ie  wuide  hff  any  Beporter  acting  for  ike  OouneU 
Witt  Of  9oon  aepaeeMe  after  ajppUealian  fumiik  ike  neeeeeary 
Pepen^  togeiker  wUk  ang  in/cnnaiian  in  tkeir  power  aetoike 
wmei  of  ike  varione  SoUeUare  engaged  in  ike  caae.  At  ike 
MM  time^  ike  OouneU  ikank/Mg  acknowledge  ike  aeneianee 
Hejf  laee  alreadg  received  from  §o  wumg  membere  of  ike  Pro* 
fmitm  in  fkmiiking  ike  papere  required  to  prepare  acenraie 
fvporii. 


TABLE  OF  CASES. 


Ciai(J.Jt  J.XLmiTiDr.  Cabh C.A.  82 

Cud,  /r  rf.    Balfoub  r.  Cbacb    «...      Jojfoe  J,  84 

ESTGHJ  F.  HCBBBT  UnCHANOBABUI  EYELWS  CoVPANT       BlfTM  J.  82 

Fnwicx,  Stobabt  ft  Ck>.,  Ldotbd,  Jk  re.    Dcbp  Ska  Fisbcbt 

CoxPAHT'f  (LnoTKD)  Claim    ....  Bwklqf  /.  38 

FmPAnicK  V.  Etavb  ft  Co. C.J.  31 

GBOTIV.P0BTAL Joyce  J,  83 

Hwn  V.  LoBDOv  Elsgtbio  Supply  Cobpobation    •        ,  C.A,  81 

KlATn  V.  WOODWABD C.  il.  30 

IJUH  ABB  Ahotbbb,  Apf8.  ;  Tatlob  axd  Othbbs,  Bbsps.  fl.  L.  80 
LoBOQH  CouHTT  CoiTSOiL,  Apps. ;  Thb  Attobrbt-Gbkbral  A^'D 

OlBXBB,  BB8F8. fT.  L.  80 


INDEX  OF  SUBJECT-MATTER. 


BXLl  Of  XZOEAMei. 

IHAomw—Nfjiicer—Fermm  acting  in  doMe  eapaoity—Knowledge 
Im  fim  ckaraeicr — FmumptUm  oj  tioiiM  in  Mier  e^pieity — 
Bm$  0/  Exdumge  Act,  1882  (45  d  46  Viet.  e.  61),  a«.  48,  49, 
50;«iffr<2(6) .83 

Comiy  eoumeU— Ultra  viree—Statutory  powen—Tramway  biMt- 
nm^-Omnibue  bun'neit^Local  Ocvemment  Act,  1888  (51  <l  52 
Ftd.  e.  41X  M.  1,  9,  68,  79 80 

XLSJIIIO  UOHZniO. 

Company— D^auH  of  coMumer  in  paymetU  of  eharye /or  currenl 
tuppfied—Riffiit  of  company  to  out  off  eupp^y^Change  of 
ooeapation — Big^  of  new  occupier  to  supply  of  current — 
Beeeiver  appointed  by  Court-^Klectrie  Lighting  Act,  1882 
(45  A  46  VicL  c  56),  m.  19,  2l^Electrie  lAghiing  Orders 
Coi^rmaUm  {No,  2)  Act,  1889  (52  A  58  Vict,  c  o^xxHH.), 
SfMlvie  (London  ElecirieSupply),  clause  47      ...      81 

XKPLOTXB  in  wmaMJUM. 

^uployen^  Lidbaity  Act—**  FbrAnNan"— Penoii  employed  in 
coai  mine  by  eoniractor^Ckmtract  by  workmmn  wth  m'ner 
Mcner  to  obey  regulations^ lAabHity  of  mineHMner^Efm- 
pbymond  Workmen  Act,  1975  (JSS  dt  9Q  Vict,  c  90),  s.  10^ 
Emptoyere  LiabQity  Act,  1860  (43  A  44  Vict.  c.  42), «.  8      .      81 

No.  5.«1902. 


PAO» 

Tapestries— Right  of  remoral—Tenant  for  life  and  remainderman      Sa 

LKA81. 
Connfruction—Exelusive  right  of  Jlthing—Corenant  against  assignr 

ment^Grant  by  lessee  of  licence  to  fish        ....       33- 

FAISHT. 

Tkreati  of  legal  proceedings  by  patentee — Injunction  to  rettrain 
VireaU—Proeecuting  with  due  diligence— Paientf,  Deeignt, 
and  Trade  Maria  Act,  1883  (46  d:  47  Vict.  c.  67X  «•  32  32. 

psAonot. 

Costs — Tf expose — Claim  for  damages  and  injunction — Judgmeht 
for  nonUnal  damages  and  injunction — '*  Action  founded  j»i 
toH^'-'Cuunty  CourU  Act,  1888  (51  &  52  Vict,  c.  43),  «.  110, 
sub^,  2 ^0- 

PAOrOIPAL  AVD  SmUETT. 

Gaarantee—Bond  to  secure  fidelity  of  tmp^oyee^Death  of  grnran- 

tor—Notice^Determination  of  liability      ....       34. 

tlADB  VAMB. 

Deception^Bival  tradere^Person  trading  under  hi«  own  name- 
Form  of  injundion  32. 


COUET  OF  APPEAL. 


BJECOBB  Of  BUSINSSB. 


OOUBT  L 

Satubdat,  February  1. 

Eafi  of  Craven  v.  Pridmore.    Appeal  from  Ridley  J.    Allowed. 
KinnOl  v,  Naser  and  Another.    Appeal  from  Lawramee  J.    New  t/iak 

ordered. 
Keates  Y,  Woodward.    Appeid  frcm  WilU  and  Channell  JJ.     Purl 

heaid. 

Satubdat,  February  8. 

Bichard  Hoiden,  Limited  y.  Bostoek  A  Co,,  LimiUd.    Appeal  trom 

Bigham  J.    UismiMed. 
Coains  V.  Law  Guarantee  and  TruH  Society,  Limited.    Appeal  frouk 

Kennedy  J.    Fhrt  heard. 

MovDAT,  Febroftiy  10. 
CoUins  V.  Law  Guarantee  and  Trust  Society,  Limited,    Appeal  f.om 

Kennedy  J.    Cur,  adv.  vult, 
Bixoni.  Joyce.    Appeal  6om  Jelf  J.    DiamiMed. 

TuBBDAT,  February  11. 

Cdlins  y.  Law  Guarantee  and  Trust  Society,  Limited,    Appeal  from 
Kennedy  J.    Allowed. 

WiDHBBDAT,  Fobmaiy  12. 
Great  Western  BaUway  Company  T.  Metropolitan  Railway  Company. 
Appeal  ftom  Wright  J.,  Sir  F.  Feel,  and  Viscount  Gobbam. 
Cur.  adv,  vult. 
Crompton  &  Co.,  Limitod  v.  Lancashire  and  Yorhfhire  Railway  Com- 
pany. Appeal  from  Wright  J.,  Sir  F.  Peel,  and  Vieoount 
Cobham.    Part  heard. 
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COURT  II. 

Fbidat,  February  7. 

In  re  a  lM)tor.    Ex  parte  the  B^tor.    Appeal  from  Mr.  Begiatrar 

BTongham.    Part  heard. 
/.  d:  J.  Cash,  Limited  v.  Cash.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.     Part 

heard. 

Saturday,  February  8. 

In  re  a  Debtor,    Ex  parte  the  Debtor.    Appeal  from  Mr.  Begistrar 

Brougham.    Allowed. 
J.  &  J.  Cashf  Limited  v.  Cash,    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Order 

varied. 
Jn  re  Stray  Shot  and  Excelsior  Gold  Minesy  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Wright  J.    Partheaid. 

MosDAT,  February  10. 

liunge  7.  HiginbotJiam  A  Co.,  Limited,     Appeal  from  Kekewich  J. 
Part  heard. 

TniSDAT,  February  11. 

Bunge  v.  HiginboUuim  &  Co.,  Limited.    Appeal  from   Kekewich  J. 
Part  heard. 

WiDNSSDAT,  Februaiy  12. 

F.  y.  F,    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Stands  over. 

Birch  Y.  Birch,    Appeal  from  Gorell  Barnes  J.    Part  hoard. 

Tkubsdat,  Ftbruary  13. 

Birch  V.  Birch.    Appeal  from  Gk)rell  Barnes  J.    Cur,  ado,  vult. 
Bunge  y,  Higinbotham  dt  Co.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.     Cur.  adv. 
vult. 


During  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  Ths  Wseklt  Kotss  wiU  be  published 
on  Saturday,  and  xviU  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  eases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wUl  be  reported  infuU  in  Thb  Law  Befobts. 


Ibouse  ot  %oxbQ. 


Feb.  6. 
Lkioh  and  Anothsb,  Apps.  ;  Taylob  and  Othsbs,  Besps. 

Fixtures — Tapestries — Bight  of  removal — Tenant /or  life  and 
remainderman, 

Asquith,  K,C,,  and  Levett,  K,C,  {Methold  with  them),  for  the 
appellants. 

H,  B,  Howard,  for  the  respondent  Taylor. 

Norton,  K,G,y  and  T.  L,  Wilkinson,  for  the  other  respondents 

Thb  House  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.O.,  and  Lords  Macnaghten, 
Shand,  Brampton^  Robertson,  and  Lindley),  without  hearing  the 
respondents'  counsel,  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  In  re  De  FaXbe,  [1901]  1  Ch.  523,  holding  that  the  valuable 
tapestries  which  had  been  put  up  in  the  drawing-room  by  the 
tenant  for  life  as  an  ornament  had  not  become  part  of  the  free- 
hoVl,  and  were  removable. 

Solicitors:  Bowcliffes,  Bawle  <fc  Co,;  Payne,  Sliaw-Madcenzie 
({'  Lalce ;  Hodden-  Woodivard  <fc  McLeod,  J.  M.  M. 


Feb.  7. 
London  County  Council,  Aips.;  Thb  ATTORNET-GENEBAii 
AND  Othebs,  Besps. 

Corporation — County  council — Ultra  vires — Statutory  powers— 
Tramway  business — Omnibus  business — Local  Government  Act, 
1888  (51  (fc  52  Vict.  c.  41),  ss.  1,  2,  68,  79. 

Hdldane,  K,C.,  and  Vernon  Smith,  K.C,  {Methold  with  them), 
for  the  appellants. 

Asquith,  K.C,  Hon.  E.  C.  Macnaghten,  K,C.,  and  BlaiUock, 
for  the  respondents. 

Thb  House  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  Macna^ten, 
Shand,  Brampton,  Bobertson,  and  Lindley),  without  hearing  the 
respondents'  counsel,  offirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  ot 
Appeal,  [1901]  1  Ch.  781,  for  the  reasons  there  given,  holding 
that  the  express  statutory  power  to  work  tramways  which  was 
conferred  on  the  London  County  Council  excluded  any  power 
to  run  omnibuses,  and  that  the  council  was  acting  ultra  vires  in 
running  omnibuses. 

Solicitors:   W,  A,  Blaxland;  Hicks,  Davis  Jt  Hunt. 

J.  M.  M. 


Supreme  Court  ot  JuMcatute* 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.A, 


Keates  V.  Woodward. 


Feb.  3. 


Practice — Costs — Trespass — Claim  for  damages  and  injunction- 
Judgment  for  nominal  damages  and  injunction  —  "  Adio^ 
founded  on  tort**— County  Courts  Act,  1888  (51  <fe  52  Vid, 
c.  43),  s,  116,  sub^.  2. 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  a  Diyisional  Court. 

An  action  claiming  damages  for  a  trespass  to  land  and  an 
injunction  was  transferred,  under  sect.  69  of  the  County  Courts 
Act,  1888,  from  the  Chancery  Division  to  a  county  court.  It 
was  tried  with  a  jury,  who  found  that  there  was  a  right  of  way 
over  the  land  as  claimed  by  the  defendant,  and  judgment  wis 
entered  for  the  defendant.  On  appeal,  the  DiTieional  Gouit 
held  that  there  was  no  eyidence  of  a  right  of  way,  and  that  the 
plaintiff  was  entitled  to  judgment  for  nominal  damages,  and  to 
an  injunction,  but  decided,  on  the  authority  of  8t,  John's 
College,  Cambridge  v.  Pierrepont,  (1891)  61  L.  J.  (Q-B.)  19,  that 
the  plaintiff  was  not  entitled  to. the  costs  of  the  action. 

The  plaintiff  appealed. 

F,  E,  Smith,  for  the  plaintiff. 

M,  Shearman,  for  the  defendant. 

The  Coubt  (Collins  ME.,  Eomer  L.J.,  and  Mathew  L.J.) 
allowed  the  appeal  on  the  ground  that  the  restriction  as  to  the 
recoyery  of  costs  in  an  action  which  could  have  been  commenced 
in  the  county  court,  where  less  than  10?.  is  recovered  in  an 
action  founded  on  tort,  does  not  apply  to  an  action  which, 
though  nominally  brought  in  respect  of  a  tort,  includes  a  claim 
for  an  injunction  as  the  main  part  of  the  relief  sought. 

St.  John's  College,  Canibridge  v.  Pierrepont  overruled. 

Solicitors:  Pritchard,  Englefield  &  Co,,  for  Simpson,  JS'orth,. 
Harley  &  Birkett,  Liverpool ;  Cuniiffe  <fe  Davenport,  for  W,  U 
Churton  &  Son,  Chester.  A.  M. 
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G.  i. 


FrrzPATBiOK  v.  Evans  &  Co. 


Feb.  4. 


Employert^  Liability  Ad — ''Ww^hman  " — Person  employed  in  coal 
mine  hy  contractor — Contract  hy  workman  with  mine-owner  to 
obey  regulations  — Liability  of  mine-^wner  — Employers  and 
Workmen  Act,  1875  (38  <fc  39  Vict.  c.  90),  «•  10— Employers' 
LiabQity  Act,  1880  (43  <fc  44  Vict,  c.  42),  5.  8. 

Appeal  from  jndgmont  of  a  Dlyisional  Court,  reported  [1901] 
1  K.  B.  766. 

The  ownezb  of  a  colliery  entered  into  an  agreement  with  a 
c3iitiactor,  by  which  the  latter  agreed  to  Bink  and  wall  a  shaft 
in  the  colliery.  One  of  the  men  employed  upon  the  work  by 
the  contractor,  and  paid  by  him,  was  fatally  injured  by  an 
cxplofiion  of  gas  in  the  mine.  The  deceased  had,  like  all  the 
other  men  employed  by  the  contractor,  signed  the  ''record 
book  "*  kept  by  the  colliery  owners,  by  which,  in  consideration 
of  being  employed  in  the  mine,  he  beoime  bound  to  observe  the 
regulations  and  conditions  laid  down  for  the  safety  of  the  mine, 
and  for  the  guidance  of  the  persoos  employed  therein.  The 
administrator  of  the  deceased  having  brought  an  action  in  the 
county  court  against  the  colliery  owners  under  the  Employers' 
Liability  Act,  1880,  to  recover  damages  for  his  death,  the  jury 
found  at  the  trial  that  the  deceased  was  a  workman  in  the 
employment  of  the  defendants,  and  that  the  defendants  had 
l)een  guilty  of  negligence,  and  they  assessed  the  damages  at 
50/.,  for  which  amount  the  county  court  judge  gave  judgment. 
The  defendants  appealed  to  the  Divisional  Court,  which  held 
that  the  signature  of  the  conditions  by  the  deceased  did  not 
cRate  a  contract  of  service  between  himself  and  the  defendants; 
that  there  was  no  evidence  to  go  to  the  jury  that  the  deceased 
was  a  workman  who  had  entered  into,  or  worked,  under  a  con- 
tract ^ith  the  defendants  as  his  employers  within  the  meaning 
of  EecJ.  10  of  the  Employers  and  Workmen  Act,  1875;  and 
that  the  Employers'  Liability  Act,  1880,  did  not  therefore  apply. 
Thqr  therefore  allowed  the  appeal. 

Montague  Lush,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Bviegg  K,C,,  and  5.  H,  Leonard,  for  the  defendants. 

The  Govbt  (Collins  M.R.,  Eomer  L.J.,  and  Mathew  L.J.) 
affinned  the  judgment  of  the  Divisional  Court,  and  dismissed 
the  appeal. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiff:  Charles  Russell  &  Co.,  for  H,  L. 
fi«V«y,  St  Helen's. 

Solicitor  for  the  defendants:  W.  Norton  Ellen,  for  Edwin 
i^w/-^  Liverpool.  E.  L. 


C.  A.  Feb.  6. 

HusEY  V.  London  Electric  Supply  Corporation. 

ElecMc  lighting  company— Default  of  consumer  in  payment  of 
charge  for  current  supplied — Bight  of  company  to  cut  off  supply 
—Cliange  of  occupation — Bight  of  new  occupier  to  supply  of 
tvrrent — Beceiver  appointed  hy  Court — Electric  Lighting  Act, 
1882  (45  <fe  46  Vict.  c.  66),  as.  19,  21— Electric  Lighting  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  2)  Act,  1889  (52  cfc  53  Vict,  c  clxxviii.). 
Schedule  (London  Electric  Supply),  clause  47. 

Appeal  against  an  interlocutory  injunction  granted  by  Eene- 
^'ch  J.  restraining  the  defendants  from  cuttiog  off  the  supply 
of  electric  current  to  an  hotel  of  which  the  plaintiff  was  in  pos- 
«s8ion  as  receiver  appointed  by  the  Court. 

Tlie  business  of  the  hotel  had  been  carried  on  by  a  company. 


which  had  issued  debentures,  and  electric  current  had  been 
supplied  to  the  hotel  by  the  defendants  under  a  contract 
between  them  and  the  company,  which  provided  that  in  case  of 
default  of  payment  by  the  company  the  defendants  might  cttt 
off  the  supply  of  current. 

On  the  17th  of  January,  in  an  action  by  the  debenture-holders 
agaiDst  the  company,  an  order  was  made  by  Swinfan  Eady  J. 
appointing  the  plaintiff  Husey  receiver  of  the  undertaking  and 
property  of  the  company,  and  directing  the  company  to  deliver 
possession  of  the  hotel  to  him  "  so  far  as  is  necessary  for  the  pur- 
pose of  such  receivership."  On  the  same  day  the  plaintiff  took 
possession  of  the  hotel  At  this  time  there  was  due  from  the 
company  to  the  defendants  437/.  for  current  supplied  to  the 
hotel.  The  defendants  requested  the  plaintiff  to  give  a  written 
undertaking  that  the  437/.  should  be  paid  within  twenty-eight 
days,  and  that  all  accounts  for  the  supply  of  current  subse- 
quent to  the  18th  of  January  should  be  paid  weekly  during  his 
tenure  of  the  receivership.  The  plaintiff  refused  to  give  this 
undertaking,  though  he  give  an  undertaking  to  pay  the  defen- 
dants for  all  light  supplied  since  he  took  possession,  and  for  all 
light  which  might  be  consumed  during  the  continuance  of  the 
receivership.  The  plaintiff  had  not  made  any  written  applica- 
tion for  a  supply  of  current  to  the  hotel.  The  defendants  then 
threatened  to  cut  off  the  supply  of  current,  and  on  the  21st  of 
January  the  plaintiff  issued  the  writ  in  this  action,  claiming  by 
the  indorsement  an  injunction  to  restrain  the  defendants  from 
taking  any  proceedings,  by  cutting  off  or  discontinuing  the 
supply  of  current  from  their  mains  to  the  hotel,  to  recover  the 
amount  due  to  them  by  the  hotel  company  in  respect  of  current 
supplied  prior  to  the  17th  of  January. 

On  the  24th  of  January,  Kekewich  J.,  "  the  plaintiff  under- 
taking to  make  such  necessary  application  and  enter  into  a 
new  contract,  as  required  by  sect.  47  of  the  provisional  order 
scheduled  to  the  Electric  Lighting  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2) 
Act,  1889,"  and  giving  the  usual  undertaking  as  to  damages^ 
granted  an  injunction  restraining  the  defendants,  until  the 
undertaking  to  make  such  application  should  be  complied  with, 
from  cutting  off  the  supply  of  current  to  the  hotel.  And  it  was 
ordered  that  pending  an  appeal  the  plaintiff  was  not  to  make 
the  application. 

The  defendants  appealed. 

P.  Ogden  Latorence,  K.C.,  and  Austen- Cartmell,  for  the 
defendants. 

Warrington,  K.C,  and  C.  T.  Mitchell,  for  the  plaintiff. 

The  Court  (Vaugban  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L. JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal  and  dissolved  the  injunction. 

Yauohan  Williams  L.J.  said  that,  if  the  old  contract  with 
the  hotel  company  was  to  be  treated  as  subsisting,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  defendants  were  entitled  to  cut  off  the  snpply 
of  current  until  the  debt  due  by  the  company  had  been  paid.  If 
the  company's  occupation  of  the  hotel  was  to  be  considered  as  at 
an  end,  and  the  plaintiff  was  to  be  treated  as  a  new  *'  occupier," 
be  was  not  entitled  to  a  supply  of  current  until  he  had  com- 
plied with  the  conditions  imposed  either  by  the  Act  of  1882,  or 
by  the  provisional  order  of  1889.  It  was  not  necessary  to 
decide  whether  the  whole  of  clause  47  of  the  provisional  order 
applied  to  a  case  in  which  there  was  a  change  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  premises  to  which  there  was  an  existing  supply  of 
current.  In  his  Lordship's  opinion,  sect.  19  of  the  Act  of  1882 
implied  that  no  person  was  entitled  to  demand  a  supply  o 
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electric  curreiit  ualess  and  uutil  he  hi^  1  entered  into  a  contract 
with  the  company  which  was  to  snpply  it.  Until  the  plaintiff 
had  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  defendants  they  wtre  not 
bonnd  to  give  him  a  supply  of  current^  and  were  therefoie 
entitled  to  discontinue  the  existing  supply.  In  either  Tiew  of 
the  ca«e,  the  defendants  ought  not  to  be  restrained  from  exer- 
cising their  legal  right  to  dif  continue  the  supply  of  current.  The 
Court  had  nothiog  to  do  with  the  motiye  of  the  defendants. 

STiBLiKa  L.J.  agreed.  He  was  inclined  to  think  that 
clause  47  of  the  proYisiooal  order  applied.  If  it  did  not^  he 
agreed  as  to  the  effect  of  sect.  19  of  the  Act  of  1882. 

Cozbms-Habbt  L  J.  concurred. 

Solicitors:  Deacon,  Gibion,  Medcaff  &  Marriott;  S»  J.  B. 
Stammers,  W.  L.  0. 


C.  A. 


J.  &  J.  Gash,  Limited  v.  Cash. 


Feb.  8. 


Trade  name — Deception — BivoU  traders — Person  trading  under 
his  oum  name — Form  of  injunction. 

Appeal  by  the  defendant  from  the  decision  of  Eekewich  J,, 
[1901]  W.  N.  p.  46. 

The  only  question  was  whether  the  injunction  granted  had 
not  gone  too  far  in  restraining  as  it  did  the  defendant,  Joseph 
Gash— who  had  recently  set  up,  by  himself,  but  under  the 
name  of  ''Joseph  Cash  &  Co./'  in  GoTentry,  a  rival  business 
similar  to  the  old-established  business,  also  in  Coyentry,  of  the 
plaintiffs,  J.  &  J.  Cash,  Limited— ftom  using  his  own  name  of 
"  Cash  "  in  connection  with  his  goods. 

Hugo  Young,  K.C.,  and  0.  Laigh  Clare,  for  the  defendant, 
while  submitting  to  an  iDJnnction,  conteaded  that  the  iojuoc- 
tlon  as  granted  went  too  far,  and  that  he  was  entitled  to  sill 
"  frilliDgs,''  &c.,  as  part  of  his  business,  and  to  use  in  connec- 
tion with  those  articles  a  name  which  was  in  fiact  bis  own 
name :  Beddaway  y.  Banham,  [18%]  A.  C.  199 ;  Turton  v.  Tarion, 
(1889)  42  Ch.  D.  128;  Burgess  t.  Burgess,  (1853)  3  De  G.  M. 
&  a.  896. 

Warrinffimi,  K,C.,  and  Sargaut,  for  the  plaintiff^,  contended 
that  the  defendant  was  not  entitled  to  use  his  own  name  if  by 
so  doing  be  caused  decjption. 

After  the  argument  had  prooeeied  for  some  time  it  was 
ultimately  agreed  that  the  injunction  granted  by  Eekewich  J. 
should  be  varied,  so  far  as  is  material  for  the  present  report,  as 
follows:  "ThisCDurt  doth  order  that  the  defendant,  Joseph 
Cash,  be  restrained  from  selling  any  frillings  or  woven  names 
or  initials  not  manufactured  by  the  plaintiffs  as  '  Gash's  frill- 
irgs'  or  '  Gash's  woven  names  or  initials,'  and  from  carrying  on 
the  bueinef  s  of  a  manufacturer  or  seller  of  frillings  or  woven 
names  or  initials  under  the  name  of  '  Joseph  Clash  &  Co.'  while 
cot  in  partnership  with  any  other  person ;  and  from  carrying 
on  any  such  business  either  in  the  name  of  '  Cash,'  or  under 
any  style  in  which  the  name  'Cash'  appears,  without  taking 
rea'-onable  precautions  to  clearly  distinguish  the  business  car- 
ried on,  and  the  frillings  and  woven  names  and  initials  manu- 
factured or  sold  by,  the  defendant  from  the  business  carried  on, 
and  the  frillings  and  woven  names  and  initials  manufactured 
by,  the  plaintiffs;  and  from  carrying  on  any  such  business 
imder  any  name  or  in  any  manner  so  as  to  mislead  or  deaeive 
the  pub!ic  into  the  belief  that  the  business  of  the  defendant,  or 
the  frillings  or  woven  nan>es  or  initials  manufactured  or  sjld 


by  him  arc  the  business  of,  or  goods  manufactured  by,  the 
plaintiffs,  or  that  the  defendant  is  carrying  on  the  business 
formerly  carried  on  at  Coventry  by  Messrs.  J.  &  J.  Casb,  the 
vendors  1o  and  predecessors  in  business  of  the  plaintiffs." 

Yauohan  Williams  L.J.  Now  that  the  form  of  injunction 
has  been  agreed  upon,  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the  case. 
It  may  be  that  a  trade  is  of  such  a  nature  that  the  products  of 
that  trade,  associated  with  a  particular  trade  name,  have 
become  almost  indissolubly  connected  with  the  business  carried 
on  by  the  particular  manufstcturer  who  has  created  that  par- 
ticuhir  business.  But  still,  even  though  that  nuty  be  so,  and 
even  though  the  nature  of  the  trade  has  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  an  action  for  an  injunction,  there  never  has  been 
a  case  yet  where  an  order  has  been  made  restraining  a  man 
altogether  from  c  irrying  on  in  his  own  name  a  particular  trade. 
Every  decision  up  to  the  present  time  has  been  limited  to 
restraining  him  from  carrying  on  a  trade  which  has  become 
identified  under  the  same  name  with  the  business  of  another 
person,  without  taking  the  steps  which  any  honest  man  would 
wish  to  take  to  prevent  his  goods  being  confounded  with  the 
other  person's  goads  which  have  become  so  identified  with  the 
name.  In  my  judgment,  under  the  circumstances,  the  order  cf 
Kekewich  J.  went  too  far,  and  the  order  which  w  e  now  make 
goes  as  far  as  it  ought  to  go.  The  order  of  the  learned  judge 
will  therefore  be  varied  in  the  manner  stated. 

Stiblino  and  Ck>zEirB-HABDT  L.JJ.  concurred. 

Sjlicitors:  Haddocks  &  Colson,  for  B.  Madfiocks,  (Coventry; 
Mackrell  A  Co,,  for  Wragge  A  Co,,  Birmingham. 

G.  I.  F.  C. 


Digb  Court  of  Juetice^ 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Bjrne  J.  Feh  i 

Engels  V,  Hubert  Unghakobablx  Etelbt  Compact, 

Limited. 

Patent — Threats  of  legal  proceedings  by  patentee — Injunction  to 
restrain  threats — Prosecuting  with  due  diligence  —  Poieniii 
Designs,  and  Trade  Marks  Act,  18b3  (46  <fc  47  Vict,  c.  hi),  s,  32. 

The  plaintiflf,  a  rival  manufacturer  of  articles  similar  to  the 
patented  articles  of  the  defendant  company,  brought  an  action 
under  sect.  82  of  the  Patents,  D^sigoB,  and  Trade  Marks  Act, 
1883,  to  restrain  the  defendant  company  from  threatening  legal 
proceedings  against  persons  selling  goods  of  the  plaintiff's 
manufacture  as  being  an  infringement  of  the  defendant  com- 
pany's patented  articles,  and  now  moved  for  an  interim  in- 
junction. It  appeared  that  the  defendant  company  had  written 
to  two  retail  dealers,  customers  of  the  plaintiff,  threatening 
them  with  legal  proceedings  One  of  these  dealers  had  written, 
in  reply  to  a  solicitor's  letter,  that  he  did  not  intend  for  tho 
present  to  sell  any  more  of  the  articles  complained  of,  and  the 
other  dealer  bad  given  a  perpetual  undertaking  not  to  sell  anj 
more  of  the  plaintiff's  goods  as  soon  as  the  writ  was  served  on 
him.    It  was  stated  that  as  the  plaintiff  was  a  foreign  firm, 
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with  only  an  agent  in  this  country,  the  defendant  company 
were  unwilling  to  bring  an  action  against  him  or  the  agent 
who  supplied  the  goods,  bat  that  the  defendant  company  wera 
wilting  and  anzions  to  bring  and  prosecute  with  due  diligence 
an  action  for  infringement  against  any  customer  of  the  plaintiflTs 
who  would  contest  the  action  to  a  hearing;  but  no  one  could  at 
present  be  found  who  was  willing  to  do  this,  even  on  an 
indcQinity  from  the  plaintiff 

Bousfield,  K.C.,  and  Gordon,  for  the  motion,  contended  that 
this  was  just  one  of  the  cases  intended  to  be  proTided  for  by 
sect.  32,  as  by  threatening  the  plaintiff's  customers  in  detail 
the  who!e  of  his  trade  could  be  destroyed. 

A.  J.  Walter^  for  the  defendant  company,  argued  that  the 
company  had  done  all  that  was  necessary;  they  could  not  find 
any  one  who  would  defend  an  action,  and  until  some  one  could 
he  found,  it  was  impossible  under  the  circumstances  to  prosecute 
any  action  in  compliance  with  the  proyiso  at  the  end  of  sect  82, 
though  the  company  were  anxious  to  do  so  if  passible. 

Bnurs  J.  said  he  could  well  understand  the  disinclination  of 
a  retail  dealer,  eyen  on  an  indemnity,  to  be  mixed  up  in  litiga- 
tion as  to  an  infringement  of  patent;  but  the  result  in  the 
prefient  case  was  that  there  was  no  effiectiye  action  pending,  or 
eren  probable,  in  wliich  the  validity  of  the  patent  was  being  or 
conld  be  litigated,  and  for  these  reasons  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  exigencies  of  the  proyiso  at  the  end  of  sect.  82  had  not  been 
complied  with ;  and  he  therefore  granted  an  interim  injunction. 
Solicitors:  Ashurst,  Morris,  Crip  A  Co.;  Faith/uU  &  Owen. 

W.  0.  D. 


Buckley  J.  Feb.  11. 

In  re  Fknwiok,  Stobabt  &  CJo.,  Limited. 
Dnp  Ska  Fishery  Company's  (Lmirn))  Claim. 

M  of  exchange — Dishonour — Notice— Person  acting  in  double 
capacity— Knowledge  in  one  character — Presumption  of  notice 
in  other  capacity— Bills  of  Exchange  Act,  1882  (45  <fc  46  Vict. 
^  61),  88.  48,  49,  63,  sub-s.  2  (6). 

CI  dm  by  the  yolontary  liinilatDr  of  the  Djcp  S^a  Fishery 
Company,  Limite  1,  that  he  might  be  admitted  as  a  ere Jitor  in 
the  V jluQtary  liquidation  of  Fenwick,  Stobart  &  Co. 

The  two  companies,  and  alsj  a  company  called  the  Fiskeri 
Aktiefelskabet  Gardar,  and  known  as  the  ChirJar  Company, 
had  offi.-es  in  the  same  room,  and  employed  a  Mr.  Higgins  as 
fecre*ary. 

Ill  August,  1900,  Fenwick,  Stobart  &  Co.,  who  were  creditors 
of  ihe  Gaidar  Company  for  3525/.,  drew  a  bill  of  exchange  to 
their  order  on  the  Girdar  Company  for  3j2d/.,  payable  seven 
days  after  date;  this  bill  was  accepted  by  the  Girdar  C  jmpany, 
Md  indorgel  by  Fenwick,  Stobart  &  Co.  to  the  order  of  the 
Djep  Sei  Fishery  Company.  The  Deep  Sea  Fishery  C>mpauy 
bought  the  bill,- and  gaye  to  Fenwick.  Stobart  &  Cx  a  cheiue 
for  3525/.  in  payment.  The  bill  was  presented  and  dishonoured. 
The  Deep  Sea  Fishery  Company  to jk  proceedings  and  rtcoyered 
3166/.  from  the  Gardar  Compiny,  and  they  now  claimed  piy- 
»«ait  of  the  balance,  yiz.,  859/.,  from  Fenwick,  Stobart  &  C>. 
Fenwick,  Stobart  &  Cx  contended  that  on  the  facts  they  were 
«>t  liable  to  pay  this  balance,  and  further  that  they  had  had  no 
•otice  of  the  dishonour  of  the  bill,  and  were  discharged  by 
»ct  48  of  the  Bills  of  Exchange  Act,  1882. 

/'«W/,  K.C.,  and  E.  Ford,  for  th?  applicants. 


English  Harrison,  K.C.,  and  D.  0.  Leek,  for  the  liquidator  of 
Fenwick,  Stobart  &  Co. 

BuoKLEY  J.  lield  on  the  facts  that  the  real  nature  of  the 
transaction  was  that  the  Djep  Sea  Fishery  Compmy  bought 
the  debt  in  order  to  put  themselyes  in  a  position  to  recoyer 
judgment  against  the  Gardar  Company,  and  to  preyent  Fenwick, 
Stobart  &  Co.  from  doing  so ;  and  that  they  did  not  intend  to, 
and  did  not  in  fact,  acquire  any  right  to  make  Fenwick,  Stobart 
&  Co.  liable  for  the  balance.  On  the  question  whether  notice 
of  the  dishonour  to  Higgins  as  secretary  of  the  Deep  Sea  Fishery 
Company  was  notice  to  himself  as  secretary  of  Fenwick, 
Stobart  &  Co.,  his  Lordship  said  that  Higgins  knew  of  the 
dishonour  under  such  drcumstancea  that  it  was  not  his  duty 
to  the  .Deep  Sea  Fishery  Company  to  coamiunicate  his  know- 
ledge to  himself  as  secretary  of  Fenwick,  Stobart  &  Co.  Where 
a  man  acted  in  a  double  character  it  was  not  necessary  in  order 
to  found  a  presumption  of  notice  for  him  to  send  a  formal 
written  notice  from  himself  in  one  character  to  himself  in 
another  character;  but  the  Court  had  to  see  whether  he 
acquired  the  information  in  such  circumstances  as  that  it  was 
his  daty  to  communicate  it  to  himself  in  his  other  capacity. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  such  communication  would  haye  been  a 
breach  of  his  duty,  notice  would  not  be  presumed.  It  depended 
on  the  circumstances  of  the  particular  case.  On  both  grounds 
he  dismissed  the  claim. 

Solicitors:  Stokes  A  Stokes;  Lowless  &  Co.  H.  C.  B. 


Joyce  J. 


GbOYE  V,  POBTAL. 


Feb.  8. 


Lease — Construction — Exclusive  riyht  of  fishing — Covenant  against 
assignment— 'Grant  by  leasee  of  licence  tofioh. 

JBy  an  indenture  of  lease,  dated  the  25th  of  April,  1894^  the 
defendant  demised  to  the  plaintiff  "the  exclosiye  right  of 
fishing"  in  and  upoa  certain  portions  of  the  riyer  Test, 
"  together  with  full  liberty  of  ingress,  egrcjs,  and  regress  for 
the  said  lessee  and  his  authorized  friends  at  aU  times  during 
the  term  intended  to  be  hereby  grantei  to  fis'i  in  such  aboye- 
described  portions  of  the  said  river  Test  with  r jds  and  lines  in 
a  proper  and  sportsmanlikj  manner"  ....  "an  1  the  fi^h  which 
they  shall  then  anl  there  toka  to  haye  aad  re^ai  i  to  his  and 
their  own  use,  to  haye  and  to  hold  the  said  right  of  fi^ng  and 
premises  hereinbefore  exprjasei  to  be  demised  unto  the  said 
lessee"  fjr  the  term  therein  mentioned.  The  lessee  covenanted 
that  he  should  not  nor  would  during  the  said  term  "  underlet, 
assign,  transfer,  or  set  oyer,  or  otherwise  by  any  act  or  deed 
procore,  the  said  premises  to  be  assigned,  transferred,  or  set 
over  unto  any  person  or  persons  whomsoeyer  without  the  con- 
sent in  writing  of  the  sai  1  lessor,  his  heirs  or  assigns,  being  first 
obtained  for  that  purpose."  The  lease  alsj  contained  a  proyiso 
for  re-entry  on  breach  of  any  coyeaant. 

The  plaintiff  proposed  to  grant  to  B.  a  licenca  and  autho- 
rity to  fish  in  that  portion  of  the  riyer  Tjst  cojiprlsed  in  the 
lease  in  the  manner  and  for  the  Uke  periols  as  in  the  lease  was 
proyldcd  (but  so  that  not  more  than  two  rodi  should  be  used 
at  any  time)  for  the  wh  >ld  residue  then  unexpirel  of  the  term 
granted  by  the  lease. 

The  question  was  raisjd  upon  origiaating  su  nmDus  wh0ther 
the  plaintiff  was  debarred  frjm  granting  su3*i  a  lio3noe  by  his 

coyenant  not  to  assign.  (     r\r^r^\r> 
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Younger,  K,C.,  and  Cassel,  for  the  plaintiff. 

IltigJies,  K.C,  and  Methold,  for  the  defendant. 

JoTOi  J.  said  that  if  the  meaning  of  the  licentse  was  that  the 
plaintiff  himself  was  to  be  excluded  from  fishing  altogether^  so 
that  there  would  only  be  the  two  rods  on  the  stream,  it  might 
be  that  the  grant  of  the  licence  would  come  within  the  covenant. 
Or  if  the  coyenant  had  extended  to  "  any  part  of"  the  premises 
it  might  be  that  the  licence  would  be  a  breach  of  the  covenant. 
According  to  the  dictum  of  Lord  Eldon  in  Church  v.  Brovm, 
(1806)  15  Yes.  258, 265,  a  covenant  against  assigning  did  not 
prevent  the  tenant  from  underletting  unless  the  covenant  ex> 
tended  to  the  premises"  or  any  part  thereof."  Upon  that 
authority  his  Lordship  held  that  the  granting  of  the  licence  by 
the  plaintiff  in  this  case  was  not  a  breach  of  his  covenant. 

Solicitors:  Lee  &  Fenibertons;   Winter,  Bothamley  &  Co. 

G.  A.  S. 


Juyce  J. 


In  re  Grace. 
Balfoub  V,  Gbaox. 


Feb.  10. 


Principal  and  surety — Guarantee — Bond  to  secure  fidelity  of 
employee — Death  of  Guarantor — Notice  —  Determination  of 
UMlity, 

On  the  25th  of  June,  1888,  J.  G.  Grace  executed  to  the 
plaintiff  a  bond  for  3000Z.  in  consideration  of  the  plaintiff's 
employing  one  Dolling  (Grace's  son-in-law)  as  agent  and  re- 
ceiver of  the  plaintiff's  estates  in  Ireland.  The  bond  was 
conditioned  to  be  void  if  Dolling  should  pay  to  the  plaintiff 
all  sums  received  by  him  as  agent,  and  should  render  true 
accounts,  and  should,  while  he  should  continue  to  act  as  such 
agent  or  receiver,  weU,  justly,  truly,  and  honestly  conduct  him- 
self in  the  said  office;  otherwise  the  bond  was  to  remain  in  full 
force  and  virtue  in  law.  In  1900  Dolling  executed  an  assign- 
ment in  favour  of  his  creditor?,  and  left  the  country,  when  it 


was  discovered  that  he  had  failed  to  account  for  considerable 
sums  received  by  him  on  behalf  of  the  plaintiff. 

Grace  died  on  the  Idth  of  August,  1889.  This  action  was 
brought  by  the  plaintiff  against  Grace's  executors,  seeking  to 
make  his  estate  liable  upon  the  bond.  The  defendants  pleaded 
that  Grace's  liability  under  the  bond  ceased  upon  his  deatli. 
It  was  admitted  that  the  plaintiff  knew  of  Grace's  death  soon 
after  it  occurred.  The  following  point  of  law  was  ordered  to 
be  tried  before  evidence  taken,  viz.,  whether  the  liability  of 
Grace,  if  any,  under  the  bond  was  determined,  inmiediately  or 
otherwise,  merely  by  the  fact  of  his  death  having  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  plaintiff. 

Hughes,  K,C,,  and  Bryan  Farrer,  for  the  plaintiff,  relied  upou 
Calvert  v.  Gordon,  (1828)  3  M.  &  By.  124,  where  it  was  held 
upon  a  similar  bond  that  the  obligor  could  not  dischaige  him- 
self by  giving  notice  that  after  a  certain  period  he  would  no 
longer  be  answerable;  and  further,  that  the  personal  representar 
live  of  the  obligor  could  not  discharge  himself  by  such  notice.i 
They  also  referred  to  Burgess  v.  Eve,  (1872)  L.  B.  13  Eq.  4-50 
and  Lloyds  v.  Eaiyer,  (1880)  16  Gh.  D.  290. 

Younger,  K.C.,  and  Qregson,  for  the  defendants,  contended 
(1)  that  the  guarantor  had,  during  his  life,  the  right  to  deter- 
mine his  liability  by  giving  such  notice  as  would  afford  the 
employer  an  opportunity  of  terminating  the  employment  of  the 
agent  or  getting  another  surely ;  and  (2)  that  knowledge  of  the 
death  of  the  guarantor  operated  to  determine  the  bond  in  the 
same  way  as  notice  by  the  guarantor  would  have  done  dtuifig 
his  life. 

JoYOB  J.  held,  there  being  no  express  stipulation  in  the  bond 
that  it  might  be  determined  by  the  guarantor  upon  notice,  or 
that  it  should  be  determined  by  his  own  death,  the  question 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Gourt  must  be  answered  in  the  n^tiye. 

Solicitors :  NichoU,  Manisiy  &  Co, ;  Hores,  Fattisson  ^' 
Bathurst.  G.  A.  S. 
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NOTICB  TO  SOIiICITOBS. 


WiA  ike  ffiew  of  inmring  (he  greatest  poaeible  acmracy  and 
rapult^  w  As  various  pMicatians  connected  with  the  Law 
Bepobts,  the  Ooundl  mU  he  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
i^pUcation  is  made  by  any  Exporter  acting  for  (he  Council 
ufiU  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
Papers,  together  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
names  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  ease.  At  the 
9am  time,  ihe  OottncU  thankfully  acknowledge  the  assistance 
(ketf  hwe  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fession in  furnishing  the  papers  reqiUred  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 


TABLE  OF  CASES. 


Amahams  (S.)  a  SoBTfl,  LnoTBD,  Inre  .  .  .  Buckley  J, 
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OOUBT  OF  APPEAL. 


Ekoord  of  Busmsss. 


OOTTBT  L 

Thubsdat,  February  18. 

Crompton  &  Co.,  Limited  y.  Laneashire  and  Yorkshire  BaUway  Com- 
pany. Appeal  from  Wright  J.,  Sir  F.  Peel,  and  Vlsoonnt 
Oobham.    Allowed. 

Mold  and  Denbigh  Junction  Railway  Company  v.  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company,  Appeal  from  Wright  J.,  Sir  F.  Peel, 
and  YiBcount  Gobham.    DiBmiflsed. 

Fbidat,  February  14. 
London  and  India  Docks  Company  v.  Great  Eastern  Railway  Company 

and  Midland  Railway  Company,    Appeal  from  Wright  J.,  Sir  F. 

Peel,  and  YiBoount  Gobham.    Allowed. 
Bray  t.  Milne.    Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Order  yaried. 

Satubdat,  February  15. 

Lotidan  and   Northern  Bank,  lAnUted  y.   George  Newnes,  Limitsd, 

.  Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Dinnisaed. 
Laing,  Wharton  &  Down,  Limited  y.  Spiers  &  Pond,  Limited,    Appeal 

from  Jelf  J.    Dismiased. 
Weiss  and  Another  y.  8t,  Helen's  Cable  Company,  Limited,    Appeal 

from  Jelf  J.    Diflmiflsed. 
Comptoir  Colonial  Franoais  y.  Maurice  and  Another,     Appeal  from 

Kennedy  J.    Allowed. 

Mokdat,  Februaiy  17. 

Lancashire  Brick  and  Terra  CotUi  Comp:iny  {BaoiCfiden,  Limited)  y. 
Laneashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway,  Appeal  from  Wright  J., 
Sir  F.  Peel,  and  ViBOOunt  Oobham.    Allowed. 

Tuesday,  February  18. 

77m  King  y.  Dr,  Trhitram.  Appeal  from  Darling  and  Channell  JJ. 
Part  heard. 

Wbdmisdat,  February  19. 

Stein  and  Another  y.  Pope.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Ditmiwed. 
Tlie  King  y.  Dr.  Tristram,    Appeal  from  Darling  and  Ohannell  JJ. 
Cur.  adv.  vtUt, 

Thubsdat,  February  20. 

Lyell  y.  Broderiek,    Appeal  from  Oosens-Haidy  J.    Part  heard. 


OOUBT  XL 

Friday,  February  14. 

Bunge  y.  Higifiboiham  A  Co.    Appeal  from  Eekewidh  J.    DismiaMd. 
In  re  EUiot,    Hunter  y.  PyU.    Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  Stray  Shot  and  Excelsior  Gold  Mines,  Limited.    Appeal  from 
Wright  J.    Partheaid. 

Monday,  February  17. 

In  re  Hardman  and  Wilcox  and  Vendor  and  Purchaser  Ael,  1874« 

Appeal  from  BuoUey  J.    Diflmiased. 
In  r$  Stray  Shot  and  Excelsior  Geld  Mincf,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Wright  J.    Diamiaaed.  /      mmcilo 
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TuxBDAT,  February  18. 

In  re  Morse,    Morse  v.  Morse,    Appeal  from  Buokley  J.    Allowed. 
Davey  y.  Lachenel,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Part  heard. 

Wkdvesday,  Febraairy  19. 

Engds  and  AnotJier  t.  Hubert  Unchangeable  Eyelet  Syndiaite,  Limited. 

Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Stands  over. 
Davey  v.  Laehenal,     Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    DiBmissed. 
In  re  Humas  8.  Quin  and  the  Temperance  Permanent  BuUding  Socitty, 

Appeal  from  Baokley  J.    DbmiBsed 
In  re  JUunn.    Dunn  y.  Skardon,    Appeal  firom  Kekewioh  J.     Part 

heard. 


Thobsdat,  February  20. 
Dunn  T.  Skardon.    Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J. 


Di8. 


In  re  Vunn, 
miBsed 

Oliver  t.  The  Bank  of  England.    Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.     Part 
heard. 

In  re  Holland.    Gregg  v.  HoUand.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Post- 
poned. 


Dwring  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  The  Weekly  Notes  will  be  published 
on  Saturday,  and  wUl  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thuraday.  AU  oases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  he  reported  in  full  in  The  Law  Rbfobt^ 


Ibouae  of  l/orba. 


DouGAN,  App.  ;  Maophbbson,  Rbsp.         Feb.  IL 

Trust— DiUy  of  trustee— Purchcue  of  beneficiary's  interest  by 
trustee — Non-disdosure  of  valuation  by  trustee, 

J.  Crdbb  Wait  and  J.  George  Joseph,  for  the  appellant. 

A.  Graham  Murray,  L.A.,  and  Bobert  Munro  (all  of  the 
Scottish  Bar  except  the  second)  not  heard  for  respondent. 

Thb  Housb  (Earl  of  Halsbnry  L.O.,  and  Lords  Ashbourne, 
Macnaghten,  Shand,  Brampton,  and  Lindley)  affirmed  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Second  Division  of  the  Court  of  Session,  dated  the 
22ad  of  February,  1901  (3  F.  553),  and  dismissed  the  appeal 
with  costs. 

Agents  for  appellant :  Ernest  Salaman,  Fort  &  Co.,  for  Clark 
A  Macdonald,  8.8.C.,  Edinburgh. 

Agents  for  respondent :  Almond  &  Co.,  for  8t.  Clair,  Suxmson 
&  Manson,  W.8.,  Edinburgh.  G.  J.  W. 


Supreme  Court  ot  5ubicature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


0.  A.  Feb.  17. 

In  re  Habdman  and  Wiloox's  Oontbaot. 

Settled  land— Leaser— Void  o»'  voidable— " Best  rent''— Reduction 
of  rent  in  consideration  of  waiver  by  lessee  of  a  personal  claim 


for  damages  -Purchaser  for  value  vnthout  notice— Doubtful 
title— Settled  Land  Act,  1882  (45  <fc  46  Vict,  c.  38),  «.  7, 
sub-s.  2 ;  8.  54. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Buckley  J. 

In  April,  1894,  a  lease  was  granted  by  G.  Haynes,  under  tbe 
powers  of  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1882,  to  W.  Nye  of  some 
vacant  land  at  Ealing  for  ninety-nine  years  at  a  rent  of  4^.,  the 
lessee  covenanting  to  expend  at  least  400Z.  in  building  on  the 
land.  The  lessee  did  not  build  and  he  became  bankrupt,  and 
in  July,  1900,  bis  trustee  in  bankruptcy  sold  the  leasehold  pro- 
perty for  160/.  to  Hardman.  In  October,  1900,  Hardman 
agreed  to  sell  to  Wilcox  for  195?.  Wilcox  made  a  requisition 
that,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  lease  was  now  Bold  for 
195/.,  it  must  be  shewn  that  the  rent  received  was  the  best  tiiat 
could  reasonably  be  obtained.  Wilcox  took  out  a  summons 
under  the  Vendor  and  Purchaser  Act,  1874  (37  &  38  Vict  c.  78), 
to  determine  the  validity  of  this  objection.  It  appeared  from 
the  evidence  that  the  lease  was  granted  by  Haynes  to  Nye,  not 
at  the  best  rent,  but  at  a  leduced  rent  in  consideration  of  the 
waiver  by  Nye  of  a  personal  claim  for  damages  against  Haynes, 
and  that  Nye  knew,  or  must  be  taken  to  have  known,  that  the 
lease  was  granted  under  the  powers  of  the  Settled  Land  Act; 
but  it  was  contended  on  behalf  of  the  vendor  Hardman  that  he 
was  a  purchaser  without  notice  of  this  defect  in  the  title,  aad 
that  as  such  he  could  make  a  good  title  to  a  purchaser  with 
notice.  The  evidence  before  the  Court  rendered  it  probable 
that  Hardman  had  no  notice  of  the  defect;  but  this  was  dis- 
puted. On  behalf  of  the  purchaser  it  was  contended  (1)  that 
the  lease  was  void  and  not  voidable,  and  therefore  the  defcD^ 
of  purchaser  for  value  without  notice  was  not  available;  (2) 
that  this  title,  depending  as  it  did  upon  disputed  questionB  of 
fact,  was  too  doubtful  to  force  upon  a  purchaser.  Buckley  J. 
decided  in  favour  of  the  purchaser  upon  the  first  ground. 

The  vendor  appealed. 

Vernon  Smith,  K.C.,  and  Stewart- Smith,  for  the  vendor. 

Mickhm,  K.G.,  and  E.  Clayton,  for  the  purchaser. 

The  CotJBT  (Vanghan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Oozens-^y 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal.  Their  Lordships  expressed  no 
opinion  upon  the  question  whether  upon  the  true  constroction 
of  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1882,  the  lease  was  void  or  only  Rid- 
able; but  they  held,  upon  the  authority  of  Freer  v.  Hesse,  (18^) 
4  De  G.  M.  &  G.  495,  that  the  title  waa  not  such  as  ought  to  be 
forced  upon  a  purchaser,  since  it  depended  upon  doubtfnl 
questions  of  fact  which  might  be  controverted  by  persons  who 
were  not  before  the  Court. 

Solicitors:  Jam^  Morley;  8.  L.  Mac  Andrew.         H.  B.  H- 


Ibiob  Court  of  Justice. 


CHANCERY   DIVISION. 


Byrne  J, 


In  re  Wbston. 
Babtholombw  v.  Mbnzies. 
Donatio  mortis  causa — Building  society  share  certificate 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  dp)o^it'hook— Delivery. 
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Thomas  Weston  was  possessed  of  eight  inyestment  shares  in 

the  Hearts  of  Oak  Permanent  Bnilding  Society  of  25^.  each,  and 

ld(V.  in  the  Post  Office  Sayings  Bank.  Some  two  months  before 
b':^  death,  and  while  ill  in  hospital,  he  asked  the  defendant,  to 
whom  he  was  engaged  to  be  married,  to  go  and  get  his  building 
society  shares  and  savings  bank  book,  gave  her  the  key  of  the 
drawer  in  which  they  were  placed,  and  told  her  she  was  to  keep 
them;  the  defendant  went  and  obtained  the  building  society 
shares  and  sayings  bank  book,  took  them  and  the  keys  back  to 
the  hospital,  and  offered  them  back  to  Weston,  when  he  again 
said  she  was  to  keep  thenL  The  defendant  frequently  yisited 
Weston  at  the  hospital  after  this,  and  on  several  occasions  he 
repeated  his  wishes  that  all  his  property  should  belong  to  the 
defendant  in  case  of  his  death.  On  the  1st  of  May,  1901,  Weston 
died,  and  letters  of  administration  to  his  estate  were  granted  to 
the  plaintiff,  who  now  applied  for  the  decision  of  the  Court 
whetiber,  under  the  above  circumstances,  there  had  been  a  valid 
dt^natio  mortis  causa  of  the  building  society  shares  and  the 
money  standing  to  the  deceased's  credit  at  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank,  which  represented  the  whole  of  his  property. 

/.  A,  Hay,  for  the  plaintiff. 

L^UeUon  Chubb,  for  the  defendant. 

J»  E,  Jackson  for  the  next  of  kin. 

Btbxe  J.  considered  that  the  evidence  was  sufficient  to 
ertablidi  the  gift,  if  the  building  society  shares  and  savings 
bank  book  could  be  the  proper  subject-matter  of  a  gift  of  this 
kind,  and  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  building  society 
shares  were  not  the  proper  subject  of  a  donatio  mortis  causa. 
With  reference  to  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  book,  his  Lord- 
ship said  the  test  appeared  to  be,  according  to  In  re  Dillon^ 
Dujfin  V.  Duffin,  (1890)  44  Ch.  D.  76,  whether  or  not  the  docu- 
ment, besides  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  the  money,  expressed 
the  terms  on  which  it  was  held,  and  shewed  what  the  contract 
between  the  parties  was.  An  ezaminaticm  of  the  savings  bank 
book  appeared  to  shew  a  fulfilment  of  the  test ;  it  was  not  a 
mere  receipt:  it  must,  as  stated  on  the  face  of  it,  be  produced 
whenever  any  money  was  deposited  or  withdrawn,  and  it  also 
contained  the  terms  of  the  contract  between  the  depositor  and 
the  Savings  Bank  Department  The  case  of  McQonnell  v. 
Murray,  (1869)  3  Jr.  Eep.  Eq.  460,  which  had  been  relied  on  by 
counsel  for  the  next  of  kin,  appeared  to  relate  to  the  book  of  a 
depositor  in  a  private  savings  bank  governed  by  the  provisions 
of  the  General  Savings  Bank  Act,  1863  (26  &  27  Vict.  c.  87), 
and  was  distingaishable  on  that  ground.  He  therefore  held  that 
the  savings  bank  book  in  the  present  case  was  capable  of 
being  well  given,  so  as  to  create  a  donatio  mortis  causa. 

Solidtora:  Faterson,  Candler  &  Sykes,  for  A.  J.  Ellis,  Maid- 
itone;  W,  W.  Young,  Son  &  Ward. 

W.  0.  D. 


Feb.  18. 


Bnckley  J. 

In  re  S.  Abbahams  &  Sons,  Limitid. 

Om,pany — Debentures — Registration — Extension  of  time — Fro- 
tfetion  of  creditors—  Winding-up— Companies  Act,  1900  (63  <f;  64 
Vict,  c.  48),  M.  14, 16. 

In  November,  1898,  the  directors  of  the  company  passed  a 
resolntion  that  5500^.  should  be  raised  by  issuing  fifty-five 
^bantures  of  100/.  each,  charged  on  all  the  property  and  assets 


of  the  company  including  its  uncalled  capital.  Fifty  of  the 
debentures  were  issued  before  the  1st  of  January,  1901  (when 
the  Companies  Act,  1900,  came  into  operation).  The  remaioing 
five  debentures  were  issued  to  the  applicant  in  July,  1901.  His 
solicitor,  after  referring  to  the  Act,  advised  the  applicant  that, 
as  the  resolution  was  passed  before  the  commencement  of  the 
Act,  it  was  unnecessary  to  register  the  five  debentures,  and 
they  never  were  registered. 

In  October,  1901,  the  company  passed  an  extraordinary  resolu- 
tion for  a  voluntary  winding-up.  There  was  evidence  that  the 
total  assets  of  the  company  were  of  the  value  of  about  5030/. 
without  providing  for  the  costs  of  the  winding-up  or  of  a 
pending  debenture-holder's  action,  and  there  were  many  un- 
secured creditors. 

The  applicant  in  November,  1901,  issued  in  the  winding-up 
an  originating  summons,  under  sect  16  of  the  Act  of  1900, 
asking  that  the  time  for  registering  the  five  debentures  under 
sect.  14  of  the  Act  might  be  extended. 

Peterson,  for  the  applicant. 

Stewart-Smith,  for  the  liquidator,  was  not  called  on. 

BuoKLET  J.  said  he  could  not  make  an  order  extending  the 
time  without  inserting  the  words  used  in  In  re  Joplin  Brewery 
Company,  [1902]  1  Oh.  79.  The  order  would  prejudice  the 
security  of  the  holders  of  the  other  fifty  debentures,  and  if 
there  was  any  surplus  it  would  affect  the  unsecured  creditor, 
other  than  the  applicant.  The  omission  to  register  was  not 
"accidental"  or  "due  to  inadvertence  "  within  the  meaning  of 
sect.  15  of  the  Act  of  1900.  It  might,  however,  be  that  the 
omission  was  due  to  "some  other  sufficient  cause."  The 
solicitor  had  told  the  applicant  that  registration  was  unneces- 
sary, and  so  far  the  case  was  within  the  section.  Crew  v. 
Cummings,  (1888)  21  Q.  B.  D.  420,  and  In  re  Parsons.  Ex  parte 
Farber,  [1893]  2  Q.  B.  122,  entirely  governed  the  present  case, 
and  shewed  that  an  extension  of  time  ought  not  to  be  allowed. 
When  the  winding-up  commenced  the  rights  of  the  creditors 
attached,  and  the  unsecured  creditors  had  the  right  to  say  that 
the  assets  should  be  administered  on  the  footing  that  no  such 
Extension  would  be  made.  It  was  said  that  the  unsecured 
creditors  would  not  be  affected,  as  there  would  be  nothing  for 
them  in  any  case.  But  as  to  the  other  debenture-holders,  it  was 
said  that  they  took  under  the  same  title  as  the  applicant,  and 
that  all  the  debentures  ranked  pari  passu ;  but  that  meant  that 
all  the  debentures  ranked  pari  passu  which  were  validly  issued, 
and  the  applicant's  security  was  void.  The  words  of  the  order 
in  In  re  Joplin  Brewery  Company  would  not  be  omitted  except 
under  very  exceptional  circumstances.  If  an  order  were  made 
in  the  present  case  which  included  the  words,  no  good  could 
result  to  anybody.  The  application  must  be  dismissed  with 
costs. 
Solicitors:  Closed  Co.;  B.  Barnes.  F.  B. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  Feb.  18. 

In  re  Dbvblopmbnt  Company  op  Obntbal  and  Wbst  A»bioa. 

Company — Reduction  of  Capital — Scheme — Invalidity. 

Petition. 

This  was  a  petition  for  reduction  of  capital. 

The  company  was  incorporated  on  the  7th^f  February,  1901, 
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under  the  Companies  Acts,  1862  to  1900,  with  a  capital  o^ 
100,000/.,  divided  into  99,800  ordinary  shares  and  700  deferred 
shares  of  1/.  each. 

The  company  had  issued  about  18,000  ordinary  shares  and 
the  whole  of  the  deferred  shares,  and  all  the  shares  issued 
were  fully  paid  up. 

Subject  to  the  payment  of  fixed  non-cumulatiye  dividends 
on  the  ordinary  shares,  and  to  the  due  provision  of  a  reserve 
fund,  the  deferred  shareholders  were  entitled  to  half  the 
profits,  and  also  to  half  the  surplus  assets  on  winding-up 
after  paying  the  whole  of  the  paid-up  capital.  On  a  poll 
every  ordinary  share  carried  one  vote,  and  every  deferred  share 
twenty  votes. 

The  company,  finding  these  rights  of  the  deferred  share- 
holders somewhat  onerous,  determined  to  place  all  the  shares 
on  an  equal  footing.  The  company  had  power  to  increase  its 
capital. 

By  a  special  resolution  passed  and  confirmed  at  extraordinary 
general  meetings  of  the  25th  of  November  and  12kh  of  December, 
1901,  it  was  resolved  that  the  capital  be  reduced  to  99,300 
ordinary  shares  of  1?.  each,  and  that  the  reduction  be  effSsoted 
by  cancelling  the  whole  of  the  700  deferred  shares  upon  the 
terms  of  a  conditional  agreement  dated  the  23rd  of  November, 
1901,  which  provided  that  the  deferred  shareholders  should 
consent  to  the  cancellation,  and  that  the  company  should  take 
the  necessary  steps  for  reducing  its  capital  as  proposed,  and 
apply  for  an  order  confirming  the  reduction,  and  as  soon  as  the 
reduction  was  confirmed  the  company  should  increase  its 
capital  to  250,000^,  divided  into  250,000  ordinary  shares  of  1/. 
each,  and  should  allot  and  issue  to  the  deferred  shareholders  as 
fully  paid  70,000  of  those  shares  in  exchange  for  the  700 
deferred  shares  to  be  cancelled,  and  should  within  one  month 
after  the  allotment  satisfy  the  requirements  of  sect.  7  of  the 
Companies  Act,  1900  (63  &  64  Vict.  c.  48). 

The  agreement  was  conditional  on  the  company  obtaining 
the  confirmatory  order. 

The  petition  in  this  behalf  was  presented  by  the  company  on 
the  16th  of  December,  1901. 

The  proposed  reduction,  which  did  not  involve  either  the 
diminution  of  any  liability  in  respect  of  unpaid  capital  or  the 
payment  to  any  shareholder  of  any  paid-up  capital,  was  sup- 
ported by  all  the  shareholders. 

The  company  had  not  borrowed  any  money,  and  its  only 
debts  were  for  current  expenses  not  exceeding  800/.  The  object 
of  the  reduction  was  to  enable  the  company  to  dispose  of  its 
shares  with  greater  facility,  and  it  was  considered  that  this 
could  best  be  effected  by  placing  all  the  shares  on  an  equal 
footing. 

Eve,  K.G.,  and  Wurtzhurg,  for  the  company.  The  Court  has 
jurisdiction  to  confirm  any  scheme  of  reduction :  British  and 
American  Trustee  and  Finance  Corporation  v.  Couper,  [1894] 
A.  C.  399.  This  Echeme  is  clearly  beneficial  to  the  company, 
and  Bhould  be  confirmed. 

W.  Gordon  Fellowes,  for  the  shareholders. 

SmmcxN  Eaby  J.  The  case  cited  shews  that  I  must  look  at 
the  scheme  as  a  whole  and  see  what  it  involves.  I  find  that  it 
involves,  not  a  reduction  of  capital,  but  a  large  increase  of 
capital,  and  of  this  an  amount  of  the  nominal  value  of  70,000/. 
is  to  be  issued  in  exchange  for  capital  of  the  nominal  value  of 
700/.    This  is  an  issue  of  shares  at  a  discount  without  any  con- 


sideration being  received  by  the  company  as  a  corporate  body. 
The  scheme  is  wholly  illegal,  and  I  must  refuse  to  confirm  the 
reduction. 
Solicitor :  Albert  J,  Schweder,  G.  B.  A. 


KINO'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


K.  B.  D. 


In  re  Ejbbn. 
Ex  parte  Bristol  School  Boabd. 


Feb.  10. 


Bankruptcy — Building  contract — Plant  and  materials— Forfeitm 
of  plant  by  builder  after  bankruptcy — Protected  transaction. 

Appeal  from  county  court  of  Somersetshire. 

By  a  building  contract  Messrs.  Keen  &  Keen,  a  firm  of 
builders,  contracted  with  the  school  board  of  the  city  of 
Bristol  to  erect  certain  school  buildings.  By  clause  10  of  the 
contract  it  was  provided  that  all  plant  and  materials  brought 
on  to  the  ground  by  the  builders  for  the  purposes  of  the  build- 
ing should  be  considered  to  be  the  property  of  the  board,  and 
that  it  should  not  be  removed  by  the  builders  or  any  other 
person  without  the  licence  of  the  architect,  but  that  the  board 
should  not  be  answerable  for  any  loss  or  damage  which  might 
happen  to  it;  and  by  clause  20,  "that  if  the  builders  sbonld 
delay  the  performance  of  their  contract  the  board  might  give 
the  builders  notice  to  proceed  with  the  work,  and  that  in  the 
event  of  their  not  doing  so  within  seven  days  the  plant,  &c, 
should  be  forfeited  to  the  board."  The  builders  having  become 
bankrupt,  the  board  subsequently  to  the  commencement  of  tJie 
bankruptcy  gave  to  the  builders  and  to  their  trustee  notioe 
under  clause  20  to  proceed  with  the  work,  and  upon  non-com- 
pliance with  the  notice  the  board  claimed  that  the  plant,  &c., 
was  forfeited,  and  that  they  were  entitled  to  retain  it  as  against 
the  trustee.  On  a  motion  by  the  trustee  in  the  county  court 
for  a  declaration  that  he  was  entitled  to  the  goods,  the  count? 
court  judge  gave  judgment  for  the  trustee.  The  school  board 
appealed. 

ff.  Reed,  K,C.,  and  Weatherly,  for  the  appellants. 

Muir  Mackenzie  and  Vachell,  for  the  respondent. 

The  Coubt  (Wright  and  Bigham  JJ.)  held  that  clause  10 
did  not  vest  the  plants  &c.,  in  the  board,  and  that  it  conse- 
quently did  not  pass  to  the  trustee  as  being  in  the  order  and 
disposition  of  the  debtors  by  the  consent  of  the  *'  true  owner"; 
secondly,  that  the  board's  right  to  issue  the  notice  under 
clause  20  was  not  defeated  by  the  bankruptcy,  and  that, 
although  the  goods  were  the  property  of  the  debtors  at  the 
commencement  of  the  bankruptcy,  the  trustee's  title  was 
determined  by  virtue  of  the  forfeiture. 

Judgment  for  the  appdlants. 

Solicitors  for  the  appellants:  Oamlen,  Burdett  A  Oamlen,  for 
Brittan,  Livett  A  Miller,  Bristol. 

Solicitors  for  the  respondent :  Ford  <fc  Ford,  for  Wantbrwg^y 
Dickinson  &  Co,,  Bristol.  J.  F.  C 
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rt^Hdi^  in  ihe  various  pMicaHom  connected  tpUh  the  Law 
Bbpors,  the  CkmncU  wOl  he  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
^plication  «•  made  by  any  Beporter  acting  for  the  OotMcU 
w3l  08  soon  a§  poeeible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
ftijpars,  togeiker  with  any  infonnation  in  their  power  as  to  the 
•oMss  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  &e  ease.  At  the 
wme  timSf  the  OouneU  thahkfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
(key  hwe  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro* 
fmkn  in  fumiehing  (he  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
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OOUET  OF  APPEAL. 


Bboord  of  Business. 


OOTTBT  L 

Fbiday,  February  21. 

Quariermaine  y.  Kent,  Sussex  and  General  Land  Society.    Appeal 

from  Oozens-Haxdy  J.    Allowed. 
LyeU  ▼.  Broderick.    Appeal  from  (ToieBB-Haidy  J.    Ptet  heard. 

Batubday,  Febmaiy  22. 

Produce  Brokenf  Oee^pawy,  Limited  y.  Mendonoa  and  Others.    Appeal 

flpom  Bigham  J.    Allowed. 
SedgwickY.WMey  and  Others.    Appeal  fhnu  Wright  J.    DimlMed. 
Broster  and  Others  Y.Ackr^    Appeal  fr(^Je][f  J.    DiaqiMed, 
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Monday,  February  24. 
Ly^l  Y.  Broderick.    Appeal  fxmn  Oossens-Hardy  J.    Part  heard. 

TniBDAT,  February  25. 
Xy^S  Y.  Broderick,    Appeal  from  Oosens-Hardy  J.    Dismiflsed. 

Wkdnhday,  February  26. 

Neavertoh  y.  Bural  District  Council  of  Peterborough,     Appeal  from 
CozenB-Hardy  J.    Allowed. 


OOTTBT  IL 

Fbidat,  February  21. 
Oliver  y.  Bank  of  England.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Diamiaaed. 
In  re  a  Debton.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor.     No,  1191  of  1901.     Appeal 

from  Mr.  Registrar  Linklater.    Stands  oYer. 
In  re  a  DAtor.    Ex  parte  the  IMtor,    No,  1227  of  1901.    Appeal 

from  Mr.  Registrar  Giffieird.    Allowed. 
KeUf^e  Direetories,  Limited  y.   Guvin  and  Lloyd^s.     Appeal    from 

Byrne  J.    Part  heard. 

Saturday,  Febraary  22. 

Kdly'8  Directoriee,  Limited  y.   Gavin  and  Hoyd:8.     Appeal   from 

Byrne  J.    DismiBsed. 
Otpen  Y.  GMoM.    Appeal  from  Parwell  J.    Part  heard. 

Monday,  February  24. 
Owen  Y.  CKtbons,    A^^pealirom  Farwell  J. .  Dismissed. 
BaUy  Y.  Clark,  Son  <fr  Morland,  Limited,     Appeal  from  Byrne  J. 
Part  heard.     * 

TuNBDAT,  February  25. 

Baily  y.  ClarJc,  Sm  &  Morland,  Limited,    Appeal  from  Byrne   J. 
*Part^eaidi 

Wednksdat,  Febniaiy  26. 

Harrow  y.  Marylebone  District  Property  Company,  Limited,    Appeal 

finom  Joyce  J.    Oompromised. 
In  re  the  Solieitors  Acts  and  Hadam  and  Hier  Evans,  Solicitors.  Appeal 

from  Kekewich  J.    Cur,  adv.  vuU, 
Baily  y.  Clark,  Son  A  Morland,  lAmited,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J. 

Part  heard. 

.  Thubsdat»  Febmary  27. 

BaHy  Y.  Caa4rk,  Son  &  Morland,  Limited,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J. 

AUowed. 
In  re  National  Company  for  DistrOmtion  of  ElectrieUy  by  Secondary 

Oenerators.    Appeal  frxnn  Wright  J.    Part  heard. 


During  the  siUings  of  the  Courts  Thn  Wsxklt  IfforwawiU  be  published 
on  Saturday,  and  wUl  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  ^lose  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  eases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  inU  be  reported  infuU  in  Thi  Law  Rspobts. 


Ibouse  of  ILotbe. 


Midland  Railway  Compant,  Apps.;        Feb.  26. 

ATTOBNET-GKNXaAL,  RbSP. 

Revenue — Stamp  duty — Railway  company — Increase  of  nominal 
capital— Stamp  Act,  1891  (54  <fe  55  Vict.  c.  89),  s,  113. 


Sir  B.  T.  Beid,  K.C,  and  Asquith,  K.C,  (Loehnis  with  them), 
for  appellants. 

Sir  E,  E,  Ca/rson,  S.^G,,  Danckwerts,  K.C,  and  Bowlaltjixt 
respondent. 

This  House  (Lords  Macnaghten,  Shand,  Dayey,  Brampton, 
Robertson,  and  Lindley),  without  hearing  the  respondoDt'c 
counsel,  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  [1901] 
1  E.  B.  220,  holding  that  the  increase  of  the  nominal  amount 
of  the  company's  share  capital  came  within  the  Stamp  Act,  and 
that  the  duty  was  payable. 

Solicitors :  Beale  db  Co, ;  Solicitor  of  Inland  Revenue. 

J.  M.  M. 


Supreme  Court  ot  5ubicature^ 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.A. 


STUN  AND  ANOTHEB  V.  POPB. 


Feb.  19. 


Bankruptcy — Landlord  and  tenant — AssignmcTit  of  lease  by  Itsue 
by  deed  constituting  an  act  of  bankruptcy — Liahility  of  assigns 
for  rent  accrued  due  before  adjudication  of  bankruptcy— Rdaiion 
back  of  bankruptcy— Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  (46<fc47  Vict,c.h%, 
ss,  4,  48,  M,  54. 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  Darling  J.  in  an  action  tried 
before  him  without  a  jury. 

The  action  was  brought  by  the  plaintiffs,  as  owners  of  the 
reversion  upon  the  leases  of  two  dwelling-houses,  against  the 
defendant,  as  assignee  of  the  leases,  to  recoyer  the  sum  of 
82Z.  lOs.,  the  amount  of  a  quarter's  rent  of  the  houses  dae 
at  Michaelmas,  1900.  The  leases  were  originally  granted  to 
one  Mrs.  Bates.  On  the  81st  of  May,  1900,  she  executed  a  deed 
by  which  she  assigned  her  property,  including  the  leases,  to 
the  defendant  on  trusts  for  the  benefit  of  her  creditors.  On 
the  8rd  of  August  judgment  was  obtained  by  the  plaintiffs 
against  the  defendant  in  an  action  for  the  quarter's  rent  of  the 
houses  due  at  Midsummer.  On  the  27th  of  August  a  bank- 
ruptcy petition  was  presented  against  the  lessee,  the  act  of 
bankruptcy  alleged  being  the  assignment  for  the  benefit  of 
creditors  on  the  8l8t  of  May.  On  the  27th  of  September  a 
reoeiying  order  was  made  upon  the  petition.  On  the  Ist  of 
October  the  action  was  commenoed  for  the  quarter's  xent  dae 
on  the  29th  of  September.  On  the  18th  of  October  the  lessee 
was  adjudicated  bankrupt,  and  on  the  26th  of  October  a  trostee 
in  bankruptcy  was  appointed,  who  disclaimed  the  leases.  The 
action  subsequently  came  on  for  trial,  when  Darling  J.  &^ 
judgment  for  the  plaintifib  for  the  amount  claimed. 

F.  Cooper  Willis  and  Boskill,  for  the  defendant. 

H.  Reed,  K,C.,  and  C.  C.  Scott,  for  the  plaintiflfs. 

Cur.  adtf,  vuU. 

Feb.  19.  The  Ooxjbt  (Collins  M.R.,  Romer  L.J.  and  Mathew 
L.J.)  held  that  the  defendant  was  liable  for  the  rent  sued 
for,  notwithstanding  that  the  bankruptcy  of  the  lessee  had 
rehition  back  to  the  act  of  bankruptcy,  the  Master  of  the  Bolls, 
however,  reserving  his  opinion  as  to  what  the  rights  of  the 
parties  would  have  been,  if  bankruptcy  had  BUDeryene4  befow 
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any  action  had  been  taken  by  tbe  lessors  against  the  defendant. 
They  therefore  dismissed  the  appeal. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiffs :  Debenham  &  Walker. 

Solicitors  for  the  defendant :  West,  King  &  Adams, 

E.  L. 


C.  A.  Olitbb  t\  Bank  of  England.  Feb.  21. 

Frinnpal  and  cigent — Implied  ioarranty  of  authority — Attorney 

innocently  acting  under  forged  power — LiahUity  to  third  party 

—Transfer  of  stock  under  forged  power. 

Appeal  by  Starkey,  a  third  party  to  the  action,  from  the 

jadgment  of  Kekewioh  J.,  [1901]  1  Gh.  652,  664,  directing  him 

to  make  good  to  the  defendants,  the  bank,  the  snms  of  stock, 

dividends,  and  costs  they  had  themselves  been  ordered  to  make 

good  to  tiie  plaintiff  by  reason  of  the  sale  and  transfer  of  stock 

without  his,  the  pUiintiff's,  knowledge,  out  of  the  names  of  him- 

I    self  and  a  solicitor,  the  original  joint  holders  of  the  stock,  to  a 

poichaser.   The  sale  and  transfer  had  been  made  under  a  power 

I    of  attorney  purporting  to  be  executed  by  the  plaintiff  and  the 

solicitor,  and  upon  which  Starkey,  who  was  a  stockbroker,  had 

pDiported  to  act  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  transac- 

tioD.   The  purchase-money  for  the  stock  was  received  by  the 

;    solicitor,  and  applied  by  him  to  his  own  use.    Upon  the  death 

I    of  the  solicitor  it  was  discovered  for  the  first  time  that  the 

I    plaintiff's  signature  to  the  power  of  attorney  had  been  forged. 

I    Hence  the  plaintiff's  action  against  the  bank,  and  the  bank's 

I    third-party  notice  claiming  indemnity.    No  blame  was  attribu- 

I    tiUe  either  to  Starkey  or  to  the  bank  for  what  had  occurred. 

I       ^  R.  T.  Beid,  K.C.,  Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  8tewart-8mith,  for 

'    the  appellant  Starkey. 

E.  D.  Greene,  K.C.,  Latftam,  K.C.,  and  Howard  Wright,  for 
the  bank,  were  not  called  upon. 

Thi  Ooubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Gozens-Hardy 
LJJ.)  held  that  the  case  was  clearly  governed  by  Collen  y. 
Wright,  (1857)  8  E.  &  B.  647,  and  Firhank^s  Executors  v. 
Humphreys,  (1886)  18  Q.  B.  D.  54,  and  that,  as  against  Starkey, 
a  irarranty  must  be  implied  in  favour  of  the  bank  by  reason  of 
the  power  of  attorney  and  of  Starkey's  written  '' demand  to 
Mt  **  upon  it.  Collen  v.  Wright  was  not  limited  to  a  case  where 
the  agent,  professing  to  act  for  a  principal,  was  *'  contracting  " 
on  behalf  of  his  alleged  principal.  Their  Lordships  accepted,  as 
api^cable  to  the  present  case,  the  rule  as  thus  stated  by  Lord 
Eaher  M.B.  in  Firhank's  Executors  v.  Humphreys,  18  Q.  B.  D.  60  •' 
"The  rule  to  be  dednced  is,  that  where  a  person  by  asserting 
that  he  has  the  authority  of  the  principal  induces  another 
penon  to  enter  into  any  transaction  which  he  wonld  not  have 
enterod  hito  but  for  that  assertion,  and  the  assertion  turns  out 
to  be  untrue,  to  the  injury  of  the  person  to  whom  it  is  made, 
it  most  be  taken  that  the  person  making  it  undertook  that  it 
m  true,  and  he  is  liable  personally  for  the  damage  that  has 
oeeoired."  And  there  was  a  "transaction"  here  within  the 
ineaning  of  that  rule.  The  decision  of  Eekewich  J.  was  right, 
ud  therefore  the  appeal  must  be  dismissed  with  costs. 
Solicitors:  Morley,  Shirreff  &  Co.;  Freshfidds. 

G.  I.  F.  C. 


a  A.  Feb.  22. 

Eillt's  DntKcrroBns,  Limited  v.  Gavin  and  Lloyd's. 

Copyright — InfHngement — "  Print  or  cause  to  he  printed  " — 

Estcffeir-Oofyright  Act^  1842  (5  <fc  6  Vkt,  c  45),  s.  15. 


Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Byrne  J.,  [1901]  1  Oh.  374,  where 
the  facts  are  fully  stated. 

The  action  was  brought  to  restrain  the  infringement  by  the 
defendants  of  the  copyright  of  a  directory  published  by  the 
plaintiflfe.  The  defendant  Gavin  had  published  a  Diary  for 
Merchants,  &c.,  some  pages  of  which  were,  as  was  proved  at 
the  trial,  copied  from  the  plaintiffs'  directory. 

(Javin  did  not  appear.  The  diary  bore  on  its  title-page  the 
words  "  Printed  at  Lloyd's,"  but  it  was  proved  that  the  pirated 
portion  was  not,  in  fact,  printed  at  Lloyd's.  Gavin  had 
arranged  with  Lloyd's  that  they  should  print  the  whole  book, 
but  they  found  it  impossible  to  complete  the  printing  in  time, 
and  at  Gavin's  request  it  was  arranged  that  he  should  be  at 
liberty  to  get  that  portion  of  the  book  which  could  not  be 
printed  by  Lloyd's  printed  by  other  printers.  He  accordingly 
employed  other  printers  to  print  that  portion,  and  in  it  were 
the  pirated  pages.  The  sheets  printed  by  Lloyd's  and  the 
sheets  printed  by  the  other  printers  were  afterwards  bound  up 
together  in  one  volume,  the  title-page  of  which  contained  the 
statement  above  mentioned.  Lloyd's  were  ignorant  of  Gtevin's 
piracy,  and  after  they  became  aware  of  it  they  did  not  sell  any 
copies  of  the  book.  The  only  question  at  the  trial  was  whether 
Lloyd's  were  liable  to  the  plaintiffs  for  the  costs  of  the  action. 
Byrne  J.  granted  an  injunction  against  Gavin,  but  he  held  that 
Lloyd's  had  neither  "  printed  "  the  pirated  matter,  nor  "caused" 
it  to  be  printed,  and  he  gave  the  plaintiffs  no  costs  as  against 
them.    But  he  gave  Lloyd's  no  costs.    The  plaintiffs  appealed. 

Levett,  K.G.,  and  Edward  Ford,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Scrutton,  K.C.,  and  F.  D,  MacKinnon.,  for  Lloyd's,  were  not 
called  upon. 

Thb  Ooubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Oozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal. 

Vaughan  Williams  L.J.  said  that  the  printers  who  printed 
the  pirated  matter  were  not  the  agents  of  Lloyd's,  and  it  could 
not  therefore  be  said  that  Lloyd's  had  "  printed"  it.  Nor  upon 
the  evidence  could  it  be  said  that  Lloyd's  had  "caused"  the 
pirated  matter  to  be  printed;  at  the  most  it  could  only  be  said 
that  they  had  permitted  it  to  be  printed  by  the  other  printers. 

Stibling  L.J.  concurred. 

Oozens-Habdt  L.J.  also  agreed.  The  statement  on  the  title- 
page  could  not  be  treated  qb  an  estoppel  against  Lloyd's ;  it 
was  true  as  regarded  that  page. 

Solicitors:  Scott,  Spalding  &  Bell ;  Waltons,  Johnson,  Bubb  & 
Whatton.  W.  L.  0. 


O.A. 


In  re  Gbaob  Ann  Bubbidgb. 


Feb.  24. 


Lunacy — Inquiry — Jurisdiction — Domiciled  foreigner  temporarily 
in  England — Property  situate  abroad. 

Petition  for  an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  mind  of  an  alleged 
lunatic.  She  was  origimdly  a  British  subject,  but  had  married 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  was  now  a 
widow.  Her  property  consisted  mainly  of  real  estate  in 
America.  She  had  come  over  to  England,  where  she  had  no 
property,  except,  perhaps,  a  few  personal  chattels  which  she 
had  brought  with  her.  She  had  manifesto i  symp!»ms  o 
insanity,  and  had  been  placed  in  an  asylum  in  Eagland.  The 
petition  was  presented  by  her  brother,  who  resided  in  Wales; 

Newton  Crane,  for  the  petition. 

Thjb  Ooubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirlinsp,  and  Oozens-Hard^ 
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L.JJ.)  held  that  there  was  clearly  jnrifidiction  to  direct  the 
inquiry.    If  authority  were  needed.  In  re  Sottomaior,  (1874) 
L.  R.  9  Ch.  677,  was  in  point.    Their  Lordships  would  not  say 
what  the  consequences  of  the  order  might  be. 
Solicitors:  Indermaur  &  Brown,  for  P.  Hignett,  Colwyn  Bay. 

W.  L.  0. 


C.  A.  OwJBH  V.  Gibbons.  Feb.  24. 

Inheritanc&^Root  of  descent— " Purchaser"— Devise  to  testator's 

"  right  heirs  *' — Co-heiresses — Joint  tenancy  or  tenancy  in  common 

—Inheritance  Act,  1888  (8  cfc  4  Will  4,  c.  106),  «.  8. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Farwell  J. 

A  testator,  who  died  in  1847,  by  his  will,  made  in  1845,  devised 
real  estate  to  trustees  on  specified  trusts,  the  ultimate  trust 
being  "for  my  own  right  heirs  for  ever."  At  the  time  of  the 
testator's  death  his  two  daughters,  Mary  and  Ann,  were  his 
oo-heiresses.  Mary  died  in  1867;  Ann  died  in  1882.  The  last 
of  the  trusts  prior  to  the  ultimate  trust  determined  in  1900. 
The  plaintiff  was  the  heir-at-law  of  Ann ;  the  defendants  derived 
title  through  the  heir^t-law  of  Mary.  Farwell  J.  held  that, 
by  virtue  of  sect.  8  of  the  Inheritance  Act,  1833,  the  testator's 
daughters  took  as  devisees,  and  not  by  descent,  and  that  they 
took  as  joint  tenants,  not  as  tenants  in  common.  Consequently, 
the  plaintiff,  as  heir-at-law  of  the  surviving  daughter,  was 
entitled  to  the  property.    The  defendants  appealed. 

Butcher,  K.C,  and  Austen- Cartmell,  for  the  appellants. 

Upjohn,  K.O.,  and  C,  L,  Ooote,  for  the  plaintiff,  were  not 
called  upon. 

Thb  Coubt  (Vaughon  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Oozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal.  They  held  that  sect.  3  of  the 
Inheritance  Act  applied  to  a  devise  to  the  "right  heirs"  of  a 
testator  as  well  as  to  a  devise  to  his  heir,  or  to  the  person  who 
happened  to  be  his  heir.  They  held  also  that  the  effect  of  the 
section  was  to  alter,  not  only  the  root  of  descent,  but  also  the 
quality  of  the  estate,  so  that  in  the  present  case  the  daughters 
took  as  joint  tenants,  not  as  co-parceners,  co-parcenery  being  an 
incident  of  descent  at  common  law.  Their  Lordsliips  approved 
the  decision  of  Stirling  J.  in  In  re  Baker,  (1898)  79  L.  T. 
(N.S.)  843. 

Soliciiors:  Patersons,  Snow  &  Co,,  for  Longueville  &  Co, 
Oswestry;  Woodcock,  Byland  &  Parker,  for  J7.  C.  <fc  A.  S. 
Reynolds,  Liverpool.  W.  L.  C. 


1bi0b  Court  of  Justice. 

OHANOBRY  DIVISION. 


Wright  J.  In  re  Weibkikg.  Jan.  27;  Feb.  18. 

Ex  parte  Ward. 

Bankruptcy— Building  agreement— Chattels  on  premises  "to  he 
deemed  annexed  to  the  freehold  "—Mortgage  of  building  (ngree- 
ment — Mortgagee  empovtered  to  take  possession  if  huUder  should 
"  become  bankrupt " — Bankruptcy  of  builder — Reputed  owner-- 
ship  of  chattels — Order  and  disposition — Bankruptcy  Act^  1888 
(46  <fc  47  Vict.  c.  62),  5.  44. 


On  the  22nd  of  July»'1901,  one  Weibking  entei^  into  a 
building  agreement  with  the  freeholder  of  certain  land  to  build 
fifty  houses  on  the  land.  The  agreement  provided  that  all 
materials  and  plant  brought  upon  the  land  should  "be  deemed 
to  be  annexed  to  the  freehold."  By  deed  dated  the  2nd  of 
August,  1901,  Weibking  mortgaged  ''all  his  interest  under  the 
building  agreement"  to  secure  advances  up  to  3600/.  and 
interest.  This  deed  provided  that  if  Weibking  should  make 
default  in  payment  of  any  principal  or  interest,  or  should 
"  become  bankrupt,"  then  the  mortgagee  might  enter  and  tab 
possession  of  the  land  and  buildings  comprised  in  the  building 
agreement  and  complete  any  unfinished  houses. 

On  the  17th  of  August  a  receiving  order  was  made  agaimt 
Weibking  on  his  own  petition  presented  that  day.  Later  the 
same  day  the  mortgagee,  with  the  consent  of  the  freeholder, 
took  possession  of  the  premises  comprised  in  the  boilding 
agreement  on  the  ground  that  Weibking  had  ''become  bank* 
rnpt."  At  this  date  there  were  on  the  premises  loose  materials 
to  the  value  of  900Z.,  which  the  mortgagee  used  to  complete 
some  unfinished  houses.  On  the  30th  of  August  Weibking  was 
adjudicated  bankrapi  His  trustee  in  bankruptcy  now  claiioed 
from  the  mortgagee  and  the  freeholder  the  value  of  the  loose 
materials  which  on  the  17th  of  August,  the  date  of  the  com- 
mencement of  the  bankruptcy,  were  on  the  premises,  on  the 
ground  that  at  that  date  there  had  been  no  default  by  the 
bankrupt  either  under  the  building  agreement  or  the  mortgage, 
and  that  the  chattels  in  question  were  then  in  the  order  and 
disposition  of  the  bankrupt  with  the  consent  of  the  true  ownefi 
the  freeholder. 

Reed,  KC,  Muir  Mackenzie,  and  A,  A,  Hudson,  for  the 
trustee. 

Warmington,  K,C.,  and  Thomas,  for  the  mortgagea 

Beddall,  for  the  freeholder. 

WBiaHT  J.  held  the  trustee  entitled  to  judgment  The 
words  "  become  bankrupt "  must  be  construed  strictly,  and  did 
not  mean  "  if  the  builder  shall  conunit  an  act  of  bankraptoy," 
but  "  if  he  shall  be  adjudicated  bankrupt"  The  adjudication 
did  not  occur  until  the  30th  of  August,  although  the  title  of 
the  trustee  related  back  to  the  17th  of  August,  the  date  of  the 
commencement  of  the  bankruptcy.  The  bankrupt,  therefoie, 
was  not  in  default  when  the  mortgagee  entered  under  the  mort- 
gage, and  the  latter  was  not  then  entitled  to  take  possesdoDof 
the  prendses  and  chattels.  As  to  the  chattels,  although  as 
between  the  builder  and  the  freeholder  they  were  "to  he 
deemed  to  be  annexed  to  the  freehold,"  they  still  remained 
chattels  as  regards  other  parties,  and  were  dearly  in  the  order 
and  disposition  of  the  bankrupt  at  the  commencement  of  his 
bankruptcy  with  the  consent  of  the  true  owner,  the  freeholder. 
The  principle  of  In  re  Ginger,  [1897]  2  Q.  B.  461,  appUed. 

Solicitors:  Braby  <fc  Macdonald;  Moodie  A  Co.;  Oroft  A 
Mortimer,  H.  L.  F« 


Byrne  J.  Feb.  18. 

In  the  Mattkb  of  the  Coubt  of  Ghanokbt  Aot,  1841,  asd 

In  the  Mattes  of  Gbobqe  Edmund  Pike. 
Practice — Injunction — Transfer  of  stock — Restraining  order  vndtr 

the  Court  of  Chancery  Act,  1841  (5  Vict.  c.  5),  s,  4— 2W<  </ 

notice  of  motion. 

This  was  an  ex  parte  application  by  G.  E.  Pike,  the  executor 
of  a  Mrs.  |f  ightin^e^  for  an  injunqtiQU  to  restrain  the  Bank  d 
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ED^and,  until  the  hearing  of  an  ^originating  smnmons  which 
had  been  issued,  from  transferring  or  paying  dividends  on  a 
fond  standing  in  their  hooks  in  the  names  of  the  testatrix  and 
her  Dieoe. 

±  L.  Morris,  for  G.  E.  Pike,  submitted  that  the  notice  of 
motion  was  properly  intituled  in  the  form  set  out  aboye,  and 
referred  to  Daniell's  Chancery  Forms,  5th  ed.  p.  836 ;  Seton's 
Judgments  and  Orders,  6th  ed.  toI.  i.  p.  729;  and  In  re 
BUMey's  Trusts,  (ldS3)  23  Oh.  D.  549. 

Btrnb  J.  said  that  the  notice  of  motion  was  not  properly 
intituled:  it  ought  also  to  be  intituled  in  the  matter  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will ;  and  granted  an  ii^unction  till  the  28th  of 
February,  i,e,,  over  the  next  r^ular  motion  day  but  one. 

Solicitors :  JBurton,  YtxUes  &  Hart.  H.  0.  B. 


FarweUJ. 


Walks  v.  Oabb. 


Feb.  20. 


Mortgage — Bedemption — Mortgagee's  solicitor's  costs  of  negotiating 
loan  and  preparing  mortgage. 

The  defendants  were  first  mortgagees  of  certain  freeholds, 
and,  on  completion  of  their  mortgage,  their  solicitors'  costs  of 
negotiating  loan,  investigating  title,  and  preparing  the  mort- 
gage deed  were  not,  as  is  usual,  deducted  from  the  loan,  but 
were  subsequently  paid  by  them  to  their  solicitors.  The  plain- 
tiiEs  were  second  mortgagees  who  were  entitled  to  redeem,  and, 
on  redemption  by  them  of  the  first  mortgage,  the  defendants 
insisted  that  the  costs  aboYe  mentioned  were  pari;  of  their  costs, 
ehaiges,  and  expenses  properly  incurred  under  or  by  virtue  of 
their  mortgage  which  the  plaintiffs  were  bound  to  pay  as  a  term 
of  redemption.  The  plaintiffs  paid  these  costs  under  protest, 
and  then  brought  this  action  claiming  a  declaration  that,  on 
ledemption  by  them  of  the  first  mortgage,  the  defendants  were 
not  entitled  to  charge  the  costs  in  question  as  park  of  the  costs 
of  their  morigage.  It  was  admitted  that  there  was  no  authority 
on  the  point 

8.  A.  Earle,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Cozens-Hardy,  for  the  defendants. 

Fabwill  J.  held  that  the  costs  in  question  became,  on  com- 
pletion of  the  mortgage,  a  simple  contract  debt  at  conuuon  law 
payable  by  the  mortgagor  to  the  mortgagee.  They  were  no 
part  of  the  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  of  a  mortgagee  pro- 
pvly  incurred  under  or  by  virtue  of  his  mortgage.  The 
observations  of  Jessel  M.B.  in  the  case  of  Ex  parte  Firth,  (1882) 
19  Ch.  D.  419,  427,  were  in  point.  The  mortgagee  could  not 
tack  this  simple  contract  debt  to  his  security.  It  followed  that 
the  plainiifiiB  were  entitled  to  judgment. 

Solicitors;  Books,  Spiets,  Wales  tfc  Ward;  Attenborough  & 
^.  H.  L.  F. 


that  if  and  so  far  as  necessary  the  trusts  of  the  settlement 
might  be  administered.  The  only  question  was  whether  the 
Oourt  had  jurisdiction  to  make  the  order  without  appointing  a 
new  trustee. 

F.  B.  Finch,  for  the  retiring  trustee.  In  an  action  to  admi- 
nister the  trusts  of  >  settlement  the  Oourt  has  jurisdiction 
to  discharge  a  trustee  without  appointing  a  new  trustee: 
Oourtenay  v.  Courtenay,  (1846)  3  J.  &  La  T.  619. 

J,  T.  Prior,  for  the  continuing  trustees. 

Leeke,  for  the  in&nt  remaindermen. 

The  life  tenants  did  not  appear  at  the  hearing. 

Fabwell  J.  followed  Courtenay  v.  Courtenay,  and  made  the 
order. 

Solicitors:  Bowdiffes,  Bawle  &  Co.,  for  Finch,  Johnson  <fc 
Finch,  Preston  and  Blackpool ;  Lethbridge  &  Prior. 

G.  B.  A. 


Buckley  J. 


Feb.  19. 


In  re  Metaii  Oonstitusnts,  Limited. 
Lord  Lubgan's  Oasb. 


FarweDJ. 


Feb.  24. 


In  re  Ohbtwtnd's  Settlement. 

SOABISBBIOS  V.  NeVINSON. 

2ViMfec— 2)mcA(M7« — No  new  trustee  appointed — Administration 
action — Jurisdiction, 


J  summons. 

^Qiis  was  a  snnmions  by  one  of  four  trustees  of  a  settlement 
^'^g  that  he  might  be  discharged  from  his  trusteeship,  and 


Company — Shares — Memorandum  of  association — Subscription 
obtained  by  misrepresentation  —  Winding-up — Contributory — 
Companies  Act,  1862  (25  <fe  26  Vict.  c.  89),  ss.  6, 18,  23. 

The  company  was  registered  under  the  Oompanies  Acts,  1862 
to  1900,  on  the  10th  of  May,  1901,  and  Lord  Lurgan  had  signed 
the  memorandum  of  association  for  260  shares  in  the  company. 
He  subsequently  refused  to  pay  anything  in  respect  of  the 
shares  on  the  ground  that  he  was  led  to  sign  the  memorandum 
by  the  misrepresentations  of  one  Sims,  a  promoter  of  the  com- 
pany. In  the  winding-up  Lord  Lurgan  relied  on  this  ground 
in  support  of  an  application  by  him  to  have  his  name  removed 
from  the  list  of  contributories. 

A,  Houston,  for  Lord  Lurgan. 

Fve,  K.C,  and  Manning,  for  the  liquidator. 

BucKLET  J.  said  that,  assuming  that  before  incorporation 
Sims  had  made  to  the  applicant  a  representation  which  was 
untrue,  and  on  the  faith  of  which  the  latter  had  subscribed  the 
memorandum  for  the  shares,  he  was  not  entitled  to  rescission 
of  the  contract.    Before  incorporation  Sims  was  not  the  agent 
of  the  company,  because  the  company  did  not  exist,  and  the 
applicant  was  not  induced  to  sign  for  the  shares  by  the  mis- 
representation of  the  company  or  its  agent.    Down  to  the  time 
when  the  memorandum  and  articles  were  taken  in  for  registra- 
tion there  was  no  contract,  although  on  registration,  by  force  of 
the  Oompanies  Act,  1862,  the  company  sprang  into  existence, 
and  the  subscribers  of  the  memorandum  became,  by  virtue  of 
sect.  23,  members  of  the  company.    The  applicant  was  not  en- 
titled to  rescission  on  the  ground  of  the  misrepresentation ;  nor 
was  Karberg*s  Case,  [1892]  3  Oh.  1,  an  authority  in  the  appli- 
cant's favour.    The  scheme  of  the  Act  was  that  the  company 
owed  ite  existence  under  sect.  6  to  the  signatures  of  seven 
persons  to  its  memorandum,  and  sect.  23  meant  that  on  regis- 
tration a  contract  was  created,  not  merely  as  between  the  sub- 
scribers and  the  company,  but  as  between  the  subscribers  and 
the  company  on  the  one  hand  and  the  other  persons  who  should 
become  members  on  the  other  hand.    By  sect.  18,  when  the 
certificate  of  incorporation  was  given  the  subscribers  of  the 

memorandum,  together  with  such  other  pefsoiu  as  might  from 
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time  to  time  become  members^  were  to  be  a  body  corporate,  and 
the  applicant  was  bound,  not  only  in  fayonr  of  the  company 
but  in  favour  of  every  other  person  who  became  a  member! 
The  application  must  be  dismissed  with  costs. 
Solicitors :  H,  Peroy  Becher ;  Blair  &  Girling,  F.  E. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  Feb.  14. 

Stephens  v.  Mysore  Beefs  (KANOtmDT)  Compaky,  Limitbd. 

Corrypany — Memorandum  of  association — Construction — Objects- 
Ancillary  clauses — Declaration  that  all  clauses  independent — 
Ultra  vires — Injunction. 


object,  but  not  as  enabling  the  company  to  carry  on  any 
bufflness  of  any  kind  they  liked.  A  ccxnpany  might  have 
several  objects,  but  they  must  be  clearly  defined,  not  implied 
by  stringing  together  a  series  of  vague  powers.  If  otherwise 
construed  the  memorandum  of  association  would  not  comply 
with  sect.  8  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862  (25  &  26  Vict.  c.  89), 
The  case  came  within  the  principle  of  In  re  German  Date  Cofftt 
Company,  (1882)  20  Ch.  D.  169,  and  similar  oases.  He  therefore 
granted  the  injunction. 
Solicitors :  C.  W,  Rawlinson ;  Francis  <fc  Johnson. 

J.  R.  B. 


The  defendant  company  was  incorporated  in  1899  by  way  of 
reconstruction  of  a  company  with  a  very  similar  name,  which 
had  been  incorporated  in  1897.  The  8rd  clause  of  the  memor^ 
andxmi  of  association  of  the  new  company  stated  the  objects  for 
which  the  company  is  established  are :  (1)  To  acquire  and  take 
over  as  a  going  concern  the  undertaking  of  the  Mysore  Beefs 
(Kangundy),  Limited  (incorporated  in  1897),  and  all  or  any  of  the 
assets  and  liabilities  of  that  company,  and  with  a  view  thereto  to 
enter  into  and  carry  into  effect  the  agreement  therein  mentioned. 
Then  followed  twenty-three  clauses  stating  the  objects  of  the 
company  in  the  widest  possible  terms,  including — to  acquire 
gold  mines  in  Mysore  or  elsewhere,  to  purchase  the  property, 
business,  and  liabilities  of  any  company  carrying  on  any 
business  which  the  company  was  authorized  to  carry  on,  or 
po8se683d  of  property  suitable  for  the  purposes  of  the  company ; 
to  take  and  otherwise  acquire  and  hold  shares  or  stock  in,  or 
securities  of,  and  to  subsidise  or  otherwise  assist  any  company 
carrying  on  or  engaged  in  any  business  or  transaction  which 
the  company  was  authorized  to  carry  on  or  engage  in;  to 
promote  any  company  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring  the  property, 
rights,  or  interest  of  the  company,  or  for  any  other  purpose 
which  might  seem  directly  or  indirectly  calculated  to  benefit 
the  company,  and  to  subscribe  for  any  part  of  the  capital  of 
any  such  company. 

The  25th  paragraph  provided  ''  that  the  objects  specified  in 
each  paragraph  of  this  clause  shall  be  in  nowise  limited  or 
restricted  by  reference  to  or  inference  from  the  terms  of  any 
other  paragraph  or  the  name  of  the  company." 

The  engineers  sent  out  by  the  company  had  reported  that  it 
was  useless  to  make  any  further  attempts  to  work  the  property 
in  Mysore  acquired  from  the  old  company,  and  mining  opera- 
tions there  had  been  abandoned. 

The  company  then  issued  a  circular  proposing  a  scheme  for 
promoting  a  company  to  acquire  a  gold  mining  property  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa,  and  to  invest  all  their  available  capital  in 
its  shares  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  the  company  with 
working  capital.    A  shareholder  brought  this  action  to  restrain 
the  company  from  acting  on  this  proposal  as  ultra  vires,  and 
now  moved  for  an  injunction. 
MicM&m,  K.C.,  and  Dickinson,  for  the  plaintiffs. 
Eve,  K,C.^  and  Martelli,  for  the  defendants. 
SwiNFBN  Eady  J.  said  that,  notwithstanding  paragraph  25, 
the  true  way  of  constraing  the  3rd  clause  of  the  memorandum 
of  association  was  to  take  the  1st  paragraph  of  the  objects 
clause  as  shewbg  the  main  object  of  the  company,  and  the  rest 
as  giving  the  widest  possible  powers  for  carrying  out  that 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  Stevsk  v.  Bungle. 


Feb.  26. 


Arbitration — Stay  of  action — Step  in  the  proceedings — Summons 
for  directions — Pleadings  ordered  Oit  joint  request  of  plains 
tiff  and  defendant —Arbitration  Act,  1889  (52  &  53  Vict. 
c.  49),  s.  4. 

Summons. 

This  was  a  sunmions  by  the  defendant  in  a  partnership  action 
asking  that  the  proceedings  might  be  stayed  and  the  matter 
referred  to  arbitration  pursuant  to  the  partnership  articles  and 
the  Arbitration  Act,  1889. 

The  question  was  whether  the  defendant  had  taken  a  step  in 
the  proceedings  within  sect  4  of  the  Arbitration  Act,  1889,  so 
as  to  have  lost  his  right  to  a  stay. 

It  appeared  that  on  the  16th  of  October,  1901,  the  defen- 
dant's solicitor  wrote  demanding  a  statement  of  claim. 

On  the  24th  of  October,  1901,  the  plaintiff  issued  the  usual 
summons  for  directions.  On  the  hearing  of  this  sunmions  on 
the  81st  of  October,  1901,  the  master  stated  that  it  was  not 
usual  to  direct  pleadings  to  be  delivered  in  partnership  actions; 
but  the  plaintiff's  solicitors  pointed  out  that  the  present  action 
raised  important  questions  of  law  and  fact,  and  was  not  an 
ordinary  action  for  account.  The  defendant's  solicitor  then 
joined  in  and  stated  that  he  must  press  for  the  delivery  of 
pleadings,  and  in  the  result  the  master,  upon  the  joint  request 
of  the  solicitors  for  both  p&rties,  made  the  usual  order  for  the 
delivery  of  pleadings,  no  suggestion  being  made  that  the  matter 
ought  to  be  settled  by  arbitration. 

Borthwick,  for  the  plaintiff,  relied  on  Country  Theatres  and 
Hotels,  LimUed  v.  Knowles,  ante,  p.  22 ;  [1902]  1  K.  B.  480. 

A.  a  Beckett  Terrell,  for  the  defendant,  pointed  out  that  in  that 
case  the  plaintiff  and  defendant  had  really  obtained  cross-orders 
for  discovery  on  the  summons  for  directions,  whereas  in  the 
present  case  the  defendant  had  merely  supported  the  plaintiff 
in  his  view  that  it  was  a  proper  case  for  pleadings,  and  the 
order  could  quite  well  have  been  made  on  the  plaintiff's  appli- 
cation alone. 

Swinfen  Eady  J.  said  that  he  was  unable  to  distinguish 
Country  Theatres  and  Hotels,  Limited  v.  Knowles,  and  therefore 
dismissed  the  summons. 

Leave  to  appeal  was  granted. 

Solicitors:  Iliffe,  Henley  <fe  Sweet,  for  Arundd  &  Son,  Ponte- 
fract;  John  B.  HaU,  for  W.  E.  Clayton-Smith,  Pontefract. 

a.  B.  A, 
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irOTIOB  TO  SOIiICITOH& 


IFitt  Ae  viem  ofvmurimg  ik»  grectiesi  po89ible  accwraey  and 
ipj%  t»  ike  varioui  pMicaiiani  eonnecUd  wiih  the  Liw 
DOKn,  the  Oomeil  will  he  obliged^  if  the  8oUcitar$  to  wham 
ffUcetiam  U  wtade  hff  any  Beporter  acting  far  the  Oouneil 
M  at  00011  aepoeeMe  after  appUeatian  fumuh  the  necessary 
liyav,  together  with  any  infannation  in  their  power  as  to  the 
mm  of  the  wuriome  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
m  time,  (he  OouncU  thankfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
tjl  hose  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
mm  tn  fwmishing  (he  papers  required  to  prepare  accwrate 
ffofis. 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


BXCORD  OF  BUSIKSSS. 


COURT  I.    . 

Thubsday,  February  27. 
Great  Wettem  Bailway  Company  ▼.  MelropdlHan  BaUway  Company. 
Appeal  fram  Wright  J.,  Sir  F.  Peel,  and  Viuoount  Cobham. 
Varied. 

Fbiday,  February  28. 

Ci'mimi  n  v.  Browne.    Appeal  from  CoKeua-Hardy  J. .  Pi^rt  heard. 
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M<»n>AT,  BUioh  8. 
€hrdonY.BetheHAl6xafid9r4^0o.,IdmU9i,  Aspftl  from  GhaoMU  J. 

Allowed. 
Woodford  Y.KwakueAnddh.    Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Dinmased. 
Sachs  y.  Hemdenon.    Appeal  from  Mf  J.    Allowed. 
(Hten  ¥.  Ddbdl.    Appeal  from  Walton  J.    DumlMed. 

.  TuwDAT,  Jiarch  4.'  ' 
John  y.  flbioeU.    Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Diflmiasod. 
Chapman  y.  Browne.    Appeal  from  Ooieiift-Haidy  J.    Our.  adv.  vult 
InrtBaO.    BiMi.BaU.    Appeal  from  Ooseaa-Havdy  J.    Allowed. 
Leeds  Forge. Oompa$^,  IdmOed'v.  Deighion's  Patent  Flm  and  Tube 
Company,  Umiied.  .  Appeal  from  Gozena-Haidy  J.    Part  heard. 

WmrainaT,  Maroh  5. 
CMeoUY.8ouai,8Uif9rdekkeMineeJ^^  Appeal 

from  Kekewicih  J.    Allowed. 
WrigM  y.  Glya.    Appeal  from  Grantham  J.    Owr.  adv.  vuU. 
AUomey-General  on  (he  relaUon  qf  the  Broadeg  Burcd  District  Couneil 
and  Another  y.jO^pebifML  Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Jnatioe. 
Allowed.         /     . 

Thub8DAT»  Maioh  6. 

Leeds  Forge  Company^  Limited  y.  Deighion*s  Patent  Flue  and  Tube 
Oompang,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Oozena-Hardy  J.    Part  heard. 


OOTTBT  XL 

•  Vbibat,  February  28. 
In're  Biehardstm.    A  porie  the  Trustee.    Appeal  from  Wright  J. 

Allowed. 
In  re  Trade  Marks  **rasogen*'  and   ""  Vaseline."     Appeal   from 

BnbUeyJ.    Part  heard. 

Batcbdat,  March  1. 
Deeerges  y.  Stmdeman,  Clarke  4  Co.    Appeal  from  Parwell  j;.    Dia- 

miaaed. 
In  re  National  Compang  for  Distribution  of  EUotrieity  bg  Seoondarg 

Oenerators,  Limited.    Ajipeal  from  Wright  J.    Adjoamed  for  a 

fortnight. 
In    re  Trade  Marks  "^Vasogen"'   and   "*  Vaseline.''      Appeal  from 

BnekleyJ.    Part  heard. 

MoniAT,  March  8. 

Jaedbe  y.  Morris  A  Morris.    Morris  4  Morris  r.Jaocht.    Appeal  from 

FarwellJ.    Diamiaaed. 
In  re  Trade  Marks   ""Vasogen"  and   "*  Vaseline:*      Appeal    from 

Baekley  J.    Cur.  adv.  vuU. 
La  8ooia€  Awmyme  VlndustrieUe  Busso-Bdge  y.  fl.  SchofeJMd  &  Son. 

Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Part  heard. 

ToMDAT,  March  4. 
La  Social  Anowgme  rindu^rielle  Busso-Belge  y.  H.  Sekolefiad  <£  Son. 

Appeal  fhnn  Mathew  J.    Diamiaaed. 
Morgan^   WaUeg  dr  Go.  y.  Powley,  Thomas  &  Co.      Appeal  from 

Mathew  J.    Diamiaaed. 

Wkdvibdat,  March  5. 
In  re  Wright^  Crossley  d  Co.    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Diamiaaed. 
Engels  y.  HubeH  Unehangeahle  Eyelet  Syndioate,  Limited.    Appeal 

from  Byrne  J.    Injnnetion  diasolyed  on  terma. 
Donovan  y.  Donovan.    Appeal  from  .GonU  Bamea  J.    Diaouaaed. 
Eagle  Botty.  Masham.    Appeal  frm  Mathew  J.    Part  heard. 

Thubbdat,  March  6. 
Guthrie  r.  North  China  In^mnee  Company,    Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 
Part  heard. 


DuHngthesiUingsofiheCourU  Thh  Wmklt  ISicnaswiahepMiehed 
on  Satnrday,ond  tM  generaUy eomprise Notes  of  DeMons  uptoand 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thnraday.  AU  eases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  be  reported  in  fuU  in  T^JjAmBmbobtb. 


Supreme  Court  ot  5uMcature* 


OOTJRT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A.  ^^^  ^^• 

Lanoabhibb  Brick  and  Tbbba  Cotta  Company,  Limitm)  v. 

Lanoashibb  and  Yobkshibb  Eailway  CJompahy. 
Bailway— Adjoining  owners  -Private  braw^  railways— Private 

gidings—Openings  for  communication  wUh  railway— Railway 

Regulation  Act,  1842  (5  A  6  Vict.  c.  55),  «.  U-BaUways 

Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845  (8  <fc  9  Vict.  c.  20),  s.  76. 

Appeal  by  the  defendants  from  a  judgment  of  the  Railway 
and  Canal  Commissioners,  reported  [1902]  1  K.  B.  381. 

C.  A.  Bussell,  K.C.,  and  Moon,  for  the  defendants. 

Foote,  K.O.,  and  Whitehead,  for  the  applicants. 

The  Coubt  (Collins  M.R.,  Bomer  L.J.  and  Mathew  L.J.) 
reversed  the  decision  of  the  Court  below  on  the  ground  that 
sect  76  of  the  Railways  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845, 
applies  to  the  user  of  the  railway  by  the  owners  of  branch 
railways  with  their  own  engines  and  carriages,  and  does  not 
entitle  an  adjoining  owner,  who  makes  a  siding,  to  demand 
communication  with  the  railway  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
a  chiim  to  facilities  for  his  traflSc 

Solicitors  for  applicants:  Neish,  Howell  A  Macfarlane,  for 

B.  T.  Westwell,  Accrington. 

Solicitors  for  defendants:  Woodcock,  Byland  <fc  Parker,  for 

C.  Moorhouse,  Manchester.  -A..  M. 

C  A.  Feb.  26. 

Nbavxbson  v.  Pktbbbobouoh  Bubal  Distbiot  Council. 

Prescription  —  Lost  grant.  Presumption  of  —  Indosure  Act- 
Atoardr-Bestriction  of,pastwrage  on  roads  to  sheep—Presump- 
tion of  legal  origin  to  support  long  user. 
Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  Cozens-Hardy  J.,  reported 

[1901]  1  Ch.  22.  .«       .^  .       r 

The  action  was  brought  by  the  plaintiflf,  as  the  occupier  of 
land  allotted  under  an  Act  for  the  inclosure  of  certain  commons, 
against  the  defendants,  as  the  surveyors  ol  highways,  claiming 
ah  injimction  to  restrain  them  from  wrongfully  aUowing  horses 
and  catUe  to  be  depastured  on  a  certain  road,  of  which  the  soil 
formed  part  of  his  land,  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  the  award  made  under  it,  and  damages. 

By  the  Act,  which  was  passed  for  the  indosuie  of  the 
commons,  and  their  drainage  in  connection  with  that  of  a 
hirger  area  in  a  fen  level,  as  a  work  of  pubUc  utility,  it  was 
provided  that  the  herbage  on  roads  to  be  set  out  under  the  Act 
should  belong  to  the  person  or  persons  to  whom  the  Inolosoie 
Commissioners  should  by  their  award  aUot  the  same,  and  that 
in  their  award  the  Commissioners  might  insert  such  orders, 
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]«giilatioii%aiid  determinations^  to  be  obsenred  and  followed  by 
tha  sereral  proprietors,  as  shonld  be  necessary  or  proper  for  the 
completing  and  maintaining  the  drainage  and  inclosnre.  By 
their  award  the  Commissioners  allotted  the  herbage  on  certain 
loads  adjoining  wateroourses,  of  which  the  road  in  question 
was  one,  to  the  surreyor  of  highways  for  the  time  being,  to  be 
bj  hiffl  let  annually  for  the  depasturing  of  sound  and  healthy 
6heep»  bat  of  no  other  cattle  or  stock  whatever.  The  surveyors 
of  highways  had  for  more  than  fifty  years  made  a  practice  of 
letting  the  herbage  cm  the  roads  for  the  depasturing  of  a  certain 
number  of  horses  and  cattle  as  well  as  sheep. 

The  learned  judge  presumed  an  enlargement  of  the  right  of 
putonge  by  lost  grant  or  release,  made  in  favour  of  the  sur- 
?eyar  of  highways  by  the  allottees  under  the  Act,  and  there- 
I  foie  gave  judgment  for  the  defendants. 

Bawlins,  K,C,,  and  Perdval,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Eve,  K,C,,  and  Schiller^  for  the  defendants. 

Thx  Coubt  (Collins  H.R,  £c»ner  .L.J.  and  Mathew  L.J.) 
lield  that,  on  the  true  constractibn  (^  the  Indosure  Act  and 
iWBid,  the  prohibition  of  the  pasturage  of  stock  other  than 
fiheep  on  the  roads  was  intended  to  be  a  permanent  provision ; 
that  it  was  made,  not  merely  for  the  protection  of  the  allottees 
imder  the  Act,  but  also  for  the  preservation  of  the  drainage 
system  in  the  public  interest ;  that  it  was,  therefore,  not  com- 
petent for  the  aUottees  or  any  body  oi  persons  to  make  a  grant 
«r  xeiease  in  favour  of  the  surveyor  of  highways,  so  as  to 
extend  the  right  of  pasturage  on  the  roads  to  stock  other  than 
fiheep;  and  that,  consequently,  no  such  grant  or  release  could 
be  presumed  to  support  the  abQve-mentioned  practice  of  the 
snrreyors  of  highways!    They  therefore  allowed  the  appeal. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiff :  Clarke,  Bawlins  <fe  Co.,  for  Fercivai 
^  Son,  Peterborough. 

Solicitor  for  the  defendants:  J.  Matthew  Voss,  for  J.  W. 
i^uc^e,  Peterborough.  E.  L. 


CA 


Bailt  &  do,  v.  Clakk,  Son  &  Mobland. 


Feb.  27. 


Woieroowne — AriificUd  stream — Rij^rian  owner — BigMto  flow 
qf  water. 

Appeal  against  a  decision  of  Byrne  J.<  ^  . 

1^  plaintiffis  were  the  owners  of  a  mill,  called  Beckery  Mill, 
near  Glastonbury,  which  was  situate  upon  a  cut  or  channel  by 
means  of  which  part  of  the  water  of  the  river  Brue  was  carried 
from  a  place  called  Clyce  Hole,  rejoining  the  river  about  a  mile 
uidahalfloweirdowiL  For  the  piufpo^es  of  the  case  the  channel 
vas  assumed  to  be  an  artificial  one.  The  plaintiffs  also  owned  a 
factory,  called  Beckery  Factory,  dosely  adjoining  and  above  the 
iQill,  where  they  carried  on  the  business  of  manufacturing  skins 
And  rags.  The  inflow  of  water  from  the  river  into  the  artificial 
cnt  was  regulated  by  means  of  an  artificial  structure  with 
nmovaUe  boardSi  which  was,  an^  always  had  been,  under  the 
contnd  of  the  miller,  who  had  also  always  kept  the  channel 
clear  and  repaired  its  banks.  The  defendants  owned  a  factory 
calkd  Nortfaover  Factory,  also  situate  on  the  artificial  stream^ 
about  ja06  -^^xdB  hi^er  up  than  the  plaintiff-  factory.  The 
defendants  had  built  their  factory  in  1870,  on  the  site  of  an  andent 
tannery,  and  thiy  eaeried  on  there  the  busmess  of  manufacturing 

sheepgkin  and  other  rugs.    They  absUacted  water  from  the 


stream  for  the  purposes  of  their  business.  The  plaintiffis'  mill 
had  existed  for  many  years^  as  had  also  the  old  tannery.  For 
the  purposes  of  the  tannery  water  had  been  abstracted  from 
the  stream,  but  the  plaintiffs  alleged  that  the  defendants  had 
greatly  increased  the  amount  of  abstraction. 

By  this  action  the  plaintiffs  claimed  an  injunction  to  restrain 
the  defendants  from  diverting  or  abstracting  the  water  of  the 
stream  to  the  injury  of  the  plaintiffs'  premises  or  either  of 
them.  The  defendants  claimed  a  prescriptive  right  to  abstract 
the  water  for  the  purposes  of  their  factory,  and  denied  that 
they  had  abstracted  an  unreasonable  quantity.  There  was  no 
evidence  as  to  the  circumstances  under  which  the  artificial  cut 
had  been  originally  constructed,  but  it  was  known  that  it  had 
existed  for  some  centuries.  There  was  evidence  that  more  than 
200  years  ago  a  fulling  mill  had  existed  on  the  stream. 

Byrne  J.  granted  an  injunction  restraiuing  the  defendants 
from  wrongfully  diverting  or  abstracting  the  water  of  the 
stream  further  or  otherwise  or  to  any  greater  extent  than  the 
water  was  formerly  diverted  or  abstracted  for  the  same  process 
or  processes  (if  any)  as  was  or  were  formerly  carried  on  at  the 
old  tannery,  and  which  had  since  been  carried  on  by  the  defen- 
dants at  their  foctory. 
The  defendants  appealed. 

Levett,  K.C,  and  II.  Cunningham  Olen,  for  the  defendants, 
Bowden,  K.C,  and  Ward  Coldridge,  for  the  plaintiffs. 
The  CoxmT  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L. JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal. 

Yaughan  Williams  Ii.J.  said  that  he  would  assume  (with- 
out deciding  the  point)  that  the  stream  was  an  artificial  one, 
and,  that  being  so,  the  right  to  the  flow  of  water  must  depend 
upon  grant,  proved  or  presumed,  or  upon  prescription.  The 
circumstances  might  be  such  that  as  to  lead  to  the  inference 
that  the  artificial  channel  was  originally  constructed  upon  the 
terms  that  all  the  riparian  landowners  should  have  the  same 
rights  to  the  use  of  the  water  as  riparian  owners  would  have  in 
the  case  of  a  natural  stream,  and  no  mora  Sutdiffe  v.  Booth, 
(1863)  32  L.  J.  (Q.B.)  136,  was  an  authority  for  that.  In  the 
present  case  the  evidence  shewed  that  there  had  been  for  a 
long  time  a  withdrawal  of  water  from  the  stream  for  other 
than  domestic  purposes  at  the  old  tannery,  and  that  there 
had  been  another  mill  higher  up  the  stream.  His  Lord- 
ship thought  that  the  proper  inference  from  the  user  was 
that  the  artificial  stream  had  been  originally  constructed  on 
the  terms  t^at  water  might  be  abstracted  for  manufacturlDg 
purposes  equally  by  all  the  riparian  owners,  provided  that  the 
amount  of  abstraction  was  reasonable.  In  his  Lordship's 
opinion  there  was  no  proof  that  the  defendants  had  abstracted 
more  than  a  reasonable  amount  of  water.  There  might  pos- 
sibly be  circumstances  from  which  the  proper  inference  would 
be  that  a  millowner  had  a  paramount  right  to  the  water  of  an 
artificial  stream,  but  no  such  inference  could  be  drawn  from 
the  evidence  in  the  present  case.  No  possible  inference  from 
the  facts  would  give  the  plaintiffs  that  which  they  had  really 
claimed— a  right  to  every  drop  of  the  water  of  the  stream. , 
Stibliho  and  Cozxns-Hakdt  L. JJ.  concurred. 
Solicitors :  Crowdere,  Vizard  &  Oldham,  for  W.  Nixon,  Glas- 
tonbury;  James  Jk  Mellor,  for  Hohbs  <£;  Brutton,  Portsmouth. 

W.  L.  C. 
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C.A. 


DiYEBOKs  V.  Sakdkmak,  Olark  &  Go. 


Marob  1. 


Mortgage — Power  of  sale — Chose  in  aciton — Shares  in  company — 
Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property  Act,  1881  (44  <fe  45  Vict* 
c.  41),  ss.  19,  20. 

Appeal  against  the  decision  of  Farwell  J.,  [1901]  1  Ch.  70. 

The  action  was  brought  by  the  mortgagor  of  shares  in  a  com- 
pany for  the  redemption  of  the  shares,  and  in  the  alternatiye 
for  damages  for  the  alleged  wrongful  sale  of  the  shares  by  the 
mortgagees.  The  mortgage,  which  wad  not  by  deed,  fixed  no 
time  for  the  payment  of  the  mortgage  debt,  and  it  contained  no 
power  of  sale.  The  mortgagees  had  sold  the  shares.  The 
questions  were,  whether  the  mortgagees  had  an  implied  power 
of  sale  after  the  expiration  of  reasonable  notice  by  them  to  the 
mortgagor  to  pay  the  debt,  and,  if  so,  whether  reasonable  notice 
had  been  given  to  the  plaintiff. 

Farwell  J.  held  that  there  was  an  implied  power  of  sale,  and 
that  reasonable  notice  had  been  giyen,  and  that  consequently 
the  action  failed. 

The  plaintiff  appealed. 

Robert  Wallace,  K.C,  and  Stutfield,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Upjohn,  K,C.,  and  Stewart-Smith,  for  the  defendants. 

Thb  Coubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal,  Yaughan  Williams  L.J.  differing 
from  the  majority. 

Their  Lobdships  agreed  in  holding  that  a  mortgagee  of 
shares,  no  time  haying  been  fixed  in  the  mortgage  for  payment 
of  the  mortgage  debt,  has  an  implied  power  to  sell  the  shares 
after  the  lapse  of  a  reasonable  time  from  notice  by  him  to  the 
mortgagor  requiring  payment  on  a  day  certain.  Their  Lord- 
ships referred  to  Tucker  v.  Wilson,  (1714)  1  P.  Wms.  261, 
5  Bro.  P.  C.  193;  In  re  Morritt,  (1886)  18  Q.  B.  D.  222,  288 ; 
Ex  parte  Euhbard,  (1886)  17  Q.  B.  D-  690,  698;  and  Bobbins 
on  Mortgages,  yol.  i.,  pp.  275,  276,  as  authorities  for  this  yiew. 

Stislino  and  Cozkns-Habdt  L.JJ.  were  of  opinion  that 
reasonable  notice  to  the  plaintiff  requiring  payment  of  the  debt 
had  been  giyen  by  the  defendants. 

Vauohan  Williams  L.J.  was  of  opinion  that  reasonable 
notice  had  not  been  given,  but  that  the  notice  which  had  been 
given  was  bad  within  the  principle  of  Pigot  v.  Guhley,  (1864) 
15  C.  B.  (N.S.)  701. 

Solicitors;  E.  F,  Wddon;  Morley,  Shirreff  A  Co, 

W.  L.  0. 


C.A. 


Jacobs  v.  Mobbib. 


March  3. 


Principal  a^d  agent — Power  of  attorney — Construction — General 
words — Ejusdem  generis — Borrowing — Excess  of  authority — 
Money  had  and  received. 

Appeal  from  Farwell  J.,  [1901]  1  Oh.  261. 

The  plaintiff,  who  traded  in  Australia  under  a  firm  name, 
gave  to  his  London  agent  a  power  of  attorney  to  buy  goods  for 
him  in  connection  with  the  business,  either  for  cash  or  on 
credit,  with  power  to  modify  or  cancel  the  contracts  for  pur- 
chase, and  "  where  necessary,  in  connection  with  any  purchases 
made  on  my  behalf  as  aforesaid  or  in  connection  with  my  said 
business,"  to  make,  draw,  sign,  accept,  or  indorse  any  bills  of 
exchange  or  promissory  notes  whjch  shouM  be  requisite  or 


proper  in  the  premises,  and  to  sign  the  plaintiff's  name 
or  his  trading  name  to  any  cheques  on  his  banking  account  in 
London.  The  attorney,  purporting  to  act  on  behalf  of  the 
plaintiff  under  this  power,  obtained  a  loan  of  4000/.  from  the 
defendants  Messrs.  Morris,  ostensibly  for  the  general  purposes 
of  the  business,  and  accepted  bills  of  exchange  to  that  amount 
in  his  own  name  per  pro  the  firm.  The  4000/.  was  paid  into 
the  plaintiff's  banking  account,  and  drawn  out  by  the  attorney, 
who  misapplied  it,  without  the  knowledge  of  the  plaintiff. 

The  action  was  brought  by  the  plaintiff  against  Messrs.  Morris 
and  the  attorney  for  an  injunction  to  restrain  the  defendants 
from  negotiating  the  bills  for  the  4000/.,  upon  the  ground  that 
they  were  accepted  without  the  plaintiff's  authority.  The 
defendants  Morris  counter-claimed  against  the  plaintiff  and  the 
attorney  for  payment  of  the  sums  due  on  the  biUs  with  interest 
at  4  per  cent,  and  alternatiyely  for  the  4000/.  as  money  had 
and  receiyed  by  the  plaintiff  to  the  use  of  the  defendants 
Morris,  with  like  interest.  Farwell  J.  held,  (1)  upon  the 
construction  of  the  power,  that  it  did  not  confer  a  general 
power  of  borrowing,  and  (2)  that  the  4000/.  could  not  he 
claimed  as  money  had  and  receiyed  by  the  plaintiff  for  the  nsc 
of  the  defendants  Morris,  inasmuch  as  he  did  not  know,  and 
had  no  mean<»  of  knowing,  that  the  money  had  been  paid  into 
his  account  until  after  it  was  diawn  out. 

The  defendants  Morris  appei^ed. 

Neville,  K.C.,  Butcher,  KC,  and  A.  L.  Morris,  for  the  defen- 
dants Morris. 

Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  Johnston  Edwards,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Thi  Coubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Oozens-HarJy 
L.JJ.),  in  considered  judgments,  dismissed  the  appeil  with 
costs,  holding  that  the  power  of  attorney  did  not  confer  a 
general  power  of  borrowing ;  also  that,  under  the  circnmstanceB 
of  the  case,  the  plaintiff  could  not  be  held  liable  for  the  400(V. 
as  money  had  and  receiyed  for  the  use  of  the  defendants 
Morris.  These  defendants  must  be  taken  to  haye  had  full 
notice  of  the  terms  of  the  power  of  attorney,  and  that  it  did 
not  authorize  the  borrowing  of  the  4000/.  It  would  not  be  jnat 
to  hold  the  plaintiff  liable  for  an  acb  done  by  his  attorney 
beyond  the  scope  of  his  authority,  in  fayour  of  the  defendants 
Morris,  who  knew  the  limits  of  the  authoirity.  Their  Lordships 
agreed  with  the  view  taken  by  Farwell  J.  of  Marsh  y.  KeaJting, 
(1834)  1  Bing.  N.  C.  198;^  37  R.  R.  75. 

Solicitors :  Hollams,  Sons,  Coward  A  Hawksley ;  Bobinson  Js 
Stannard.  G..L  F.  C 

0.  A.  March  o. 

Enoels  v.  Hubibt  Unghanosable  Etslet  Gompakt, 

Limited. 

Patent — Threals — Injunction — Patents,  Designs,  and  Trade  Marb 
Act,  1883  (46  d:  47  Vict.  c.  57),  s.  32. 

Appeal  by  the  defendant  company  against  an  interlocutory 
injunction  granted  by  Byrne  J.  under  sect  32  of  the  Patent, 
Designs,  and  Trade  Marks  Act,  1883,  to  restrain  the  company 
from  threatening  legal  proceedings  against  persons  selling 
goods  of  the  plaintiff's  manufacture  as  being  an  infringement 
of  the  defendant  company's  patented  articles  (see  [1902] 
W.  N.  32). 

Moulton,  K.C.,  and  A.  J.  Walter,  for  the  defendant  oompany. 
1     Bousfield,  K,C.,  and  /.  W.  Gordon,  for  the  plaintiff. 
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Afler  the  appeal  was  opened,  it  was  by  arrangement  ordered 
that  the  injunction  should  be  dissolved  upon  the  defendant 
oompanj  oommencing  an  action  agaiust  the  plaintiff,  who  was 
a  domiciled  foreigner,  or  against  bis  agent  in  England,  for 
infringement,  the  plaintiff  nndertaking  in  either  case  to  give 
Beenrityf  T  the  costs  of  the  action  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
judge  in  chambers.    Liberty  to  apply. 

Solicitors :  Faith/uU  A  Owen ;  Ashurst,  Morris,  Crisp  <fc  Co. 

H.  B.  H. 


Kekewich  J. 


In  re  Pollabd. 
FOLiABB  V.  Pollabd. 


Feb.  26. 


Wgb  Court  of  Justice. 

OHANCBBY  DIVISION. 


Kekewich  J. 


In  re  Hiscos. 
HisooB  r.  Waitb. 


Feb.  U,  21. 


Adminittraiian — Pradiee — Annuity — Interest  on  arrears 
not  allowed. 

Owing  to  misapprehension,  an  annuity,  or  annual  sum  pay- 
able out  of  the  income  of  the  testator's  residuary  real  and 
personal  estate,  had  been  treated  as  determined,  whereas  it,  in 
lacfc,  according  to  the  construction  of  the  will  as  subsequently 
aGcertained,  continued.  The  question  was  whether  the  annui- 
tnt  was  entitled  to  interest  on  the  arrears  of  the  annuity. 

Wace,  for  the  plamtiffd. 

Warrington,  K,C.,  and  Owen  Thomas,  for  the  annuitant. 

■  Wkinney  and  Bashleigh,  for  the  persons  entitled  to  the 
tcemnulations. 

Cur,  adv,  vult 

KiKBWicH  J.  said  that  on  principle  he  was  unable  to  see 
why  interest  should  not  be  payabla  An  annuity  after  all  was 
nothing  but  a  legacy  payable  by  instalments,  and,  as  it  was 
ordinary  pracUoe  to  calcala'e  interest  on  legacies  as  a  general 
rale  from  twelTO  months  after  the  testator's  death,  it  was 
extremely  difScult  to  see  why  the  arrears  of  an  annuity  should 
not  carry  interest  in  the  same  way.  But  it  seemed  clear  upon 
the  decided  cases  that  the  practice  was  otherwise.  His  Lordship 
leferred  to  the  following  authorities :  Batten  y.  EarnUy,  (1723) 
2  P.  Wms.  162;  Anderson  v.  Ihvyer,  (1804)  1  Sc.  &  L.  801 ; 
MaHyn  y.  Blake,  (1842)  3  Dr.  &  War.  125;  Taylor  v.  Taylor] 
(IWSO  8  Hare,  120,  and  Torre  v.  Browne,  (1865)  6  H.  L.  C.  555, 577, 
where  Lord  Granworth  said,  "The  general  rule  of  the  Court 
i»  that  arrears  of  an  annuity  do  not  carry  interest."  The  text- 
hooks  were  to  the  same  effect.  In  particular  his  Lordship 
referred  to  Daniell's  Chancery  Practice,  7th  ed.  vol.  i.  p.  537, 
*  and  added  that  he  had  consulted  two  of  the  most  experienced 
Blasters,  Tiz.,  Master  Lionel  Clarke,  in  his  own  chambers,  and 
Master  Hawkins,  in  the  chambers  of  Byrne  J.,  and  they  entirely 
confirmed  the  views  expressed  in  Daniell's  Chancery  Practice 
as  to  what  is  the  practice  of  the  Court.  The  interest,  there- 
f(^i  in  the  present  case  could  not  be  allowed. 

Solicitors:  LinMater,  Addison,  Brown  <fr  Jones;  P.  Jerome; 
3Wwf  (fc  Weh/ord;  Jerome  &  Co,  C.  C.  M.  D. 


Costs  —  Apportionment  —  Methods  of  apportionment  where  one 
party  liable  to  pay  a  portion  hut  not  the  whole  of  the  costs  of 
action — Advantages  of  the  proportionate  method  of  apportion^ 
ment — "  Party  and  party  "  costs. 

This  was  an  administration  action  which  now  came  on  to  be 
heard  on  farther  consideration,  when  it  appeared  that  the  costs 
of  the  action  were  to  a  great  extent  occasioned  by  an  unfounded 
claim  set  up  by  the  defendant.  In  dealing  with  this  matter 
his  Lordship  took  occasion  to  make  some  remarks  of  a  general 
character  as  to  apportionment  of  coats. 

Benshaw,  K.C,  and  Marcy,  for  the  plaintiff. 

L,  8,  Bristowe,  for  the  defendant. 

Eekiwioh  J.  said: — ^In  these  cases,  which  are  of  frequent 
occurrence  in  the  Chancery  Division,  where  a  defendant  or  a 
plaintiff  is  liable  to  pay  a  large  portion  of  the  costs  of  an  actioUf 
but  is  not  liable  to  pay  the  whole,  perhaps  the  ordinary  and 
stereotyped  way  of  carrying  that  out  is  by  giving  a  direction  to 
the  taxing  master  to  distinguish  between  the  costs  which  the 
party  is  liable  to  pay  and  those  which  he  is  not  liable  to  pay. 
Sometimes  it  is  done  by  a  direction  that  the  party  is  to  pay  M 
the  costs  of  the  action,  except  so  far  as  they  have  been  increased 
by  particuUur  proceedings.  There  is  also  a  form  of  dividing  the 
costs  according  to  the  issues,  which  I  think  has  been  more 
common  in  the  King's  Bench  Division,  but  this,  though  logical 
and  strictly  right,  gives  rise  to  a  great  deal  of  trouble.  The 
costs  of  an  issue,  or  costs  increased  by  a  particular  claim,  do 
not  connote  by  themselves  any  of  the  general  costs  of  the  action, 
and  therefore,  when  the  matter  comes  before  the  taxing  master, 
great  difficulty  occurs  in  distributing  the  general  costs  of  the 
action,  and,  notwithstanding  the  great  knowledge  and  experience 
of  the  taxing  masters,  the  difficulty  is  often  not  satisfactorily 
solved.  Sometimes  it  is  possible  with  some  care  at  once  to  say 
that  the  party  who  is  to  pay  costs  shall  pay  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  the  whole  costs,  and  if  that  can  be  done  time  and 
expense  are  saved.  Of  course  such  a  method  is  necessarily 
rough,  and  in  the  nature  of  an  estimate,  but  still  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  such  a  rough  estimate  is  just  as  likely  to  do  what 
is  right  as  the  more  logical  and  precise  method.  I  adopted  it 
the  other  day  in  a  case  which  came  before  me,  and  I  propose  to 
do  so  again  now.  I  commend  the  practice  to  my  brother  judges 
as  one  deserving  of  their  consideration.  I  am  sure  that  it 
works  well  where  the  judge  sees  his  way.  Sometimes,  of  course , 
it  cannot  be  done,  as  in  a  witness  action,  for  example,  where 
the  judge  often  cannot  tell  how  much  trouble  has  been^taken 
to  get  up  the  evidence  of  a  particular  witness,  who  in  the 
result,  and  because  of  the  course  taken  by  the  case,  is  only 
asked  a  few  questions.  But  there  are  many  cases  in  which  I 
think  it  may,  with  reflection,  be  easily  dona 

His  Lordship  then  dealt  with  the  facts  of  the  case,  and 
directed  that  the  defendant  should  pay  two-thirds  of  the  whole 
costs  of  the  action. 

A  further  point  then  arose  in  reference  to  the  form  of  order  as 
to  taxation  of  certain  costs  which  it  was  necessary  to  tax,  not 
only  as  between  solicitor  and  client,  but  also  on  the^rdinary 
basis  of  taxation.  The  question  was  whether  the  expression 
"  party  and  party"  costs  ought  to  be  used  in  contradistinptiou 
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to  ''solicitor  and  client''  coets,  haying  regard  to  the  new  rales 
of.  January,  1902. 

Eekewigh  J.  thonght  that  where  **  solicitor  and  client "  costs 
are  mentioned  it  is  right  also  to  mention  "  party  and  party  *' 
costs,  bnt  said  that  he  would  confer  with  the  taxing  masters. 

Later  in  the  day  his  Lordship  said  that  he  had  seen  one  of 
the  taxing  masters,  who  had  confirmed  his  opinion. 

Solicitors:  Sydney  B,  FoUard;  John  C,  Button  A  Co, 

0.  0.  M.  D. 


Buckley  J. 


In  re  Bbaumont. 
Bbauxokt  v.  Ewbank. 


Feb.  27. 


Donatio  mortis  causa — Oi/t  of  che^^  drawn  by  deceased — 
Overdrawn  account. 

On  the  19th  of  Febrnary,  1901,  one  Beaumont  was  Tery  ill 
and  in  expectation  of  death.  His  niece  was  called  to  his  room. 
When  she  got  there  he  told  her  that  he  must  draw  a  cheque  in 
favour  of  Mrs.  Evrbank  at  once.  She  got  his  cheque-book,  and 
by  his  directions  filled  up  a  cheque  in  Mrs.  Ewbank's  faTOur  for 
800?.,  and  he  signed  it.  She  then,  by  his  direction^  handed  the 
cheque  to  Mrs.  Ewbank,  who  was  in  the  same  house.  The  Oourt 
found  that  Beaumont  intended  the  proceeds  of  the  cheque  to  be 
Mrs.  Ewbank's  in  case  of  his  death.  She  indorsed  the  cheque, 
and  handed  it  to  her  bankers,  who  presented  it  for  payment  at 
Beaxmiont's  bank  on  the  23rd  of  February.  Beaumont's  aooount 
was  overdrawn,  and  the  bank  manager  refused  to  cash  the 
cheque,  and  pointed  out  that  the  signature  was  not  like 
Beaumont's  ordinary  signature,  and  required  some  confirmation 
of  the  assertion  that  it  was  his  signature.  On  the  25th  of 
February,  before  that  confirmation  was  obtained,  Beaumont 
died.  The  cheque  was  neyer  cashed.  The  question  was  raised 
by  originating  summons  whether  there  was  a  valid  donaiio 
mortis  causa. 

Tindal  Bohertson,  for  the  executors,  who  had  taken  out  the 
summons. 

Jessei,  for  the  residuary  legatees. 

Sargant,  for  Mrs.  Ewbank. 

BuGKLBT  J.  f  aid  that  in  order  to  make  a  donaiio  mortis  oausd 
valid  the  Oourt  must  find  that  the  donor  intended  the  gift  to 
be  absolute  if  he  died.  It  was  unnecessary  that  he  should 
actually  say  so.  It  was  a  question  of  fsot  on  which  the 
inference  could  be  drawn  that  the  gift  was  to  be  absolute  on 
the  donor's  death.  Lord  Eldon  held  that  the  delivery  of  a 
mortgage  or  bond  might  Ire  a  good  donatio  mortis  oausd  of  the 
debt :  Duffleld  v.  Elwes,  (1827)  1  Bli.  (N^.)  497.  Following 
the  principle  of  Ihat  case,  the  following  had  been  held  good 
subjects  of  donation:  (1)  a  promissory  note  payable  to  the 
deceased's  order  but  not  indorsed :  VeaX  v.  Veal,  (1869)  27  Beav. 
303 ;  (2)  a  bill  of  exchange  in  favour  of  the  deceased  or  his 
order,  which  apparently  had  been  indorsed:  Bankin  v. 
WegueUn,  (1829)  27  Beav.  809 ;  (3)  bills  of  exchange  payable  to 
order  and  which  had  not  been  indorsed :  In  re  Mead,  (1880) 
15  Oh.  D.  661 ;  (4)  a  cheque  payable  to  the  donor's  order  and 
not  indorsed:  Clement  v.  Cheesman,  (1884)  27  Oh.  D.  681; 
(5)  a  banker's  deposit-note :  In  re  Dillon,  (1890)  44  Oh.  D.  76. 
In  none  of  these  cases  did  the  donee  get  the  complete  title,  but 
he  had  obtained  the  indidas  of  title  at  the  time  of  the  donor's 
death,  and  as  against  the  legal  personal  representative  could  ask 


for  completion  of  it.  But  this  was  the  deceased's  own  cheque^  That 
was  not  an  equitable  assignment  of  a  bafawce  at  his  bankers: 
Hopkinson  v.  Forster,  (1874)  L.  E.  19  Eq.  74.  The  inatrament  was 
revocable  and  might  be  stopped  in  the  donor's  lifetime,  and 
would  be  revoked  by  his  death.  If  the  cheque.was  cashed  in 
his  lifetime,  there  was  a  good  donaiio  mortis  causa  of  the  money, 
but  the  money  would  be  received  on  the  term  that  it  was  only 
to  be  retained  in  case  of  his  death.  If  the  cheque  was  not  pre- 
sented in  his  lifetime,  there  was  no  valid  gift — Hewitt  v.  Kaye^ 
(1868)  L.  B.  6  Eq.  198— even  if  the  pass-book  was  handed 
over:  In  re  Bealis  Estate,  (1872)  L.  E.  13  Eq.  489.  In  In  re 
Dillon  Lindley  L.J.  had  said  that  it  might  some  day  require 
consideration  whether  a  man  might  make  a  good  gift  of  his 
own  cheque;  but  if  Hewitt  v.  Kaye  and  In  re  Beak^s  Estate  were 
to  be  reconsidered,  it  must  be  in  a  higher  Oourt.  Eren  without 
payment  there  might  be  a  good  gift  if  there  was  an  undertaking 
by  the  banker  to  hold  the  amount  oi  the  cheque  for  the  donee. 
Bromley  v.  Brunton,  (1868)  L.  K.  6  Eq.  275,  was  at  first 
puzzling,  but  was  not,  when  examined,  in  conflict  with  Hewitt 
V.  Kaye  and  In  re  Beak^s  Estate,  If  there  was  no  actual 
or  constructive  payment  there  was  no  donatio  mortis  causa. 
There  was  some  conflict  as  to  whether  the  manager  refused  to 
pay  because  he  doubted  the  signature,  or  because  the  account 
was  overdrawn.  His  Lordship  found  that  the  mind  of  the 
manager  was  that  he  would  lend  the  money  to  pay  the  cheque 
if  he  found  that  the  signature  was  right  What  was  the  legal 
effect?  The  case  was  not  within  Bromley  v.  Brunton;  there 
could  not  be  an  equitable  assignment,  for  there  were  no  funds. 
And  if  the  manager  was  minded  to  lend,  that  was  not  binding 
on  him.  There  was  no  consideration,  and  if  the  cheque  had 
come  back  confirmed,  and  he  had  changed  his  mind,  no  right 
would  have  been  acquired  by  the  donee.  If  the  manager  tad 
not  changed  his  mind,  an  agreement  by  him  to  lend  would  not 
have  been  enforceable,  and  no  right  to  property  would  hare 
passed.  It  must  be  held  that  there  was  no  valid  donatio  mortit 
causa. 

Solicitors :  Loumdes  <k  Son,  for  A.  F,  Qrifflih,  Davie  &  SmUK 
Brighton;  St.  Barhe  Sladen  &  Wing,  F.  B. 


Buckley  J. 


In  re  Pabtington. 
Beigh  V,  Eanb. 


March  a 


Settled  Land — Capital  money — Improvements — Income  or  capital 
— Leaseholds  held  on  trust  to  pay  rents  and  observe  covenants 
and  suhjeet  thereto  for  tenant  for  life— Settled  Land  Act,  1882 
(45  A  46  Vict.  e.  88),  s.  2Q— Settled  Land  Act,  1890  (68  (fc  M 
Vict,  c.  69),  8. 16. 

The  testator  died  possessed  of  leasehold  houses  held  for  the 
unexpired  residues  of  terms  ranging  from  eighteen  to  sixty-<Hie 
years.  By  his  will  he  gave  the  leaseholds  to  trustees  upon 
trust  that  they  "  shall,  by  and  out  of  the  rents  and  profits 
thereof,  pay  the  rents  and  annual  sums  reserved  by  the  1^^ 
thereof  respectively,  and  perform  and  observe  the  lessees' 
covenants  and  conditions  in  the  said  leases  respectively  con- 
tained, and  subject  thereto  shall  hold  the  same  premises ''  npoD 
trusts  under  which  M.  L.  Kane  was  tenant  for  life,  with  re-, 
mainders  over.  The  sanitary  authorities  had  served  notices 
requiring  repairs  or  improvements  of  drainage,  and,  without  any 
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)  behig  preriaosly  sabmitted  for  approYal,  a  sam  of  4151: 

iw expended  on  these  matters.    The  tenant  for  life.adoutted^ 

tint  eaeh  lease  contained  a  coyenant  which  would  oblige  the 
lesBee  to  do  all  the  work  which  had  been  done.  Some  part  of 
tire  work  was  not  mere  repair,  but  would  be  an  "  improTcment " 
vithin  the  Settled  Land  Acts.  By  originating  summons  the 
question  was  raised  whether  the  415?.  or  any  part  thereof  ought 
to  be  paid  out  of  income  or  capital. 

Bamf  Qreenwood,  for  the  trustees  of  the  will. 

S.  8.  Preston,  for  the  tenant  for  life. 

A.  UnderhiH  and  Baden  Fuller,  for  persons   respeptively 
claiming  to  be  entitled  in  remainder. 

BucsLBT  J.  said  that  M.  L.  Kane  was  tenant  for  life,  not  of 
tha  rents  of  the  house,  but  of  the  balanoe  thereof  after  first 
pajing,  amongst  other  things,  the  1151.  It  had  been  argued 
for  her  that  the  Settled  Land  Acts  OTeziode  the  trusts  of  the 
will,  and  that  she  ought  to  be  treated  as  tenant  for  life  entitled 
to  baye  the  Acts  so  applied  as  to  throw  the  expense  of  "im- 
proTements'*  upon  capital,  and  thus  increase  the  balance  coming 
to  her  as  incoma  Neither  Clarke  v.  Thornton,  (1887)  35  Ch.  D. 
307,  nor  In  re  Lord  Stanford's  Settled  Estates,  (1889)  43  Oh.  D. 
81,  supported  the  contention.  There  was  not  in  either  case,  as 
there  was  in  tbiSy  a  trust  coming  before  the  trust  for  the  tenant 
for  life  and  luoyiding  for  payment  of  improvements  out  of 
'  inoame.  Moreorer,  these  repairs  and  improvements  could  not 
beproTided  for  out  of  capital  under  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1882, 
iiecaose  they  had  been  executed  without  a  scheme  for  their 
tiecation  being  first  carried  in.  The  application  must  be  made 
under  sect  15  of  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1890,  under  which  the 
Owirt  had  a  discretion:  Countess  of  Cardigan  v.  Curzon-Sotue, 
(1893)  9  T.  L.  B.  244.  That  discretion  must  be  exerciced  by 
throwing  the  expenses  where  the  testator  had  thrown  them — 
viz.,  npon  income. 

Solicitors:  Molt  «fc  Son;  Stow,  Preston  &  Lyttdton;  Bannister, 
WUliatns  &  Bam,  F.  E. 


Arthur  J.  Chitty,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Martelli,  for  the  defendant 

SwiNVBN  Eady  J.  It  is  well  settled  that  an  exeeutor  pan 
give  a  receipt  for  a  fond  appointed  by  will :  Be  Philbrick's 
Trusts,  (1865)  18  W.  B.  570;  In  re  Boskin's  Trusts,  (1877) 
5  Ch,  D.  229,  6  Oh.  D.  281;  In  re  Davies'  TrusU,  (1871)  L.  B. 
18  Eq.  163, 166<  The  s%me  principle  must  apply  to  an  adminis- 
trator with  the  will  annexed,  whose  duties  with  respact  to  the 
administration  of  the  estate  and  the  payment  of  debts  and 
le^oies  are  identical  with  those  of  au  executor.  .  The  plaintiff 
can,  therefore,  give  a  valid  receipt  and  discharge  for  the  funds. 

Solicitors:  Harry  Wilson  dt  Co,,  for  St,  George  Ashe,  Gam- 
bridge;  Henry  P.  Spottiswoode.  G.  B.  A. 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


SwiDfen  Eady  J. 


In  re  Pbaoook*s  Sbttlsment. 
Eblgbt  V,  Habbison. 


Feb.  14, 18, 22. 


^tneer^ExeeuHon-^Omeral  power — Married  tvoman — Appoint" 
»«»<  hf  win — Administrator  with  the  will  annexed — Bight  to 
reeeivefumk 

Originating  summons. 

^7  her  will,  made  during  coverture,  the  testatrix,  who 
dW  before  the  date  of  the  Married  Women's  Property  Act, 
IW  (45  &  46  Yiot  0.  75),  exercised  a  general  testamentary 
power  of  appointment  over  funda  settled  by  her  marriage 
Nttlement^  and  appointed  them  to  her  executors  upon  trust  to 
^  ft  Ic^gaoy  of  200/.,  and  to  divide  the  residue  among  certain 
"«n»d  persons.  The  executors  having  died  without  proving 
» the  will,  letters  of  adminiatration  with  the  will  annexed  were 
Sttnted  to  the  plaintiff. 

The  testairix  left  no  estate  except  the  settled  funds,  and 
*l>«e  wore  no  debts. 

The  questioii  arising  whether  the  plaintiff  could  give  the 
fondant,  the  trustee  of  the  settlement,  a  valid  reedpt  or 
^ij^httge  for  the  settled  funds,  this  sununons  was  issued  to 
wtennine  the  point. 


Feb.  26. 

In  re  BozzBLLi's  Settlimsnt. 

Conflict  of  laws — Marriage— Capacity—Italian  subjects— Italian 

domidl — Italian  marriage — Deceased  hushancPs  brother— Lord 

Lyndhursfs  Act  {Marriage  Act,  1885),  6  <fc  6  Will.  4,  c  54,  «.  2. 

Originating  summons. 

By  a  marriage  settlement  dated  the  15th  of  November,  1871, 
and  made  between  the  intended  wife,  an  Englishwoman 
domiciled  in  England,  of  the  first  part,  the  intended  husband,  au 
Italian  domiciled  in  Italy,  of  the  second  part,  and  trustees 
resident  in  the  United  Kingdom  of  the  third  part,  certain  funds 
were  settled  on  trust  for  the  wife,  husband,  and  the  issue  of 
the  marriage;  but  it  was  provided  that  if  the  wife  survived 
the  husband  she  might  by  deed  or  will  appoint  one-third  of 
the  settled  funds  subject  to  her  own  life  interest  in  favour 
of  a  subsequent  husband  and  the  children  of  a  subaequcnt 
marriage. 

The  marriage  was  solenmized  in  Italy  on  the  16th  of  Novem- 
ber, 1871.  There  were  three  children  of  this  marriage.  The 
husband  died  on  the  29th  of  November,  1879,  being  still  a 
domiciled  Italian  subject.  The  wife  remained  in  Italy  without 
changing  the  Italian  nationality  and  domicil  acquired  on  her 
marriage. 

On  the  11th  of  December,  1880,  the  wife  having  obtained  the 
necessary  dispensation,  married  her  deceased  husband's  brother, 
an  Italian  domiciled  in  Italy.  There  were  several  children  of 
this  marriage,  which  was  admittedly  valid  according  to  Italian 
law. 

The  wife  being  now  desirous  of  exercising  her  power  of 
appointment  in  favour  of  her  second  husband  and  the  children 
of  her  second  marriage,  this  summons  was  issued  to  determine 
whether  the  power  was  exercisable,  the  question  being  whether 
the  second  marriage  was  valid  according  to  English  lavr. 

McMuJlan,  for  the  trustees  of  the  settlement. 

Austen-Cartmdl,  for  the  children  of  the  first  marriage.  The 
second  marriage  is  expressly  declared  by  the  statutes  25  Hen.  8, 
c.  22,  s.  3,  and  28  Hen.  8,  c.  7,  s.  11,  to  be  prohibited  by  God's 
laws,  and  as  such  It  is  rendered  absolutely  null  and  void  by 
sect.  2  of  Lord  Lyndhurst's  Act  It  cannot,  therefore,  be 
recognised  in  an  English  Court,  whatever  be  the  nationality  or 
domicil  of  the  spouses.  Vide  observations  of  Lord  St  Leonards 
in  Brook  v.  Brook,  (1861)  9  H.  L.  0. 198,  23a 

T  J.  C.  Tomiin,  for  the  wife,  the  second  husband,  and  the 
children  of  the  second  marriage. 
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SwiKFiN  Eady  J.,  after  referring  (inter  dlui)  to  the  observa- 
tions of  Lords  Campbell  and  Granworth  in  Brook  t.  Brook, 
9  H.  L.  0.  193,  212,  226,  and  to  the  observations  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Sotiomayor  v.  De  Barros,  (1877)  3  P.  D.  1, 5, 
held  that  marriage  capacity  depended  solely  on  the  law  of  the 
domicil.  The  present  marriage  being  valid  by  that  law,  and 
not  being  stamped  as  incestuous  by  the  general  consent  of 
Christendom,  was  valid  in  England.  The  power  was  therefore 
exercisable. 

Solicitors:  Attree,  JohMon  <k  Ward,  for  Hunt,  Currey,  NichoU 
$on  <k  Co,,  Lewep.  G.  R.  A. 


KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION, 


K.  B.  D. 


Whitaksb  v.  Pomfbkt. 


Feb.  26. 


AdultenUion — Limii  of  time  for  proceedings — False  warranty — 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1899  (62  di  63  Vict.  c.  61),  s.  20. 
subs.  6-11  <fe  12  Vict.  c.  43,  s.  11. 

Cise  stated  by  justices  for  Lancashire  upon  appeal  against  a 
refusal  to  convict  the  respondents  under  sect  20,  sub-sect.  6,  of 
the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1899,  for  giving  a  false 
warranty  upon  the  sale  of  an  article  of  food. 

The  facts  shewed  that  on  the  20fch  of  November,  1900,  the 
respondents,  a  firm  of  wholesale  grocers,  sold  to  one  Milne,  a 
retail  grocer,  three  p:>und3  of  white  pepper,  with  a  written 
warranty  that  it  was  genuine  white  pepper.  On  the  16th  of 
May,  1900,  Milne  sold  six  ounces  of  the  pepper  to  the  appellant, 
who  bought  it  for  analysis ;  when  analyzed  it  was  found  to  con« 
tain  not  more  than  90  per  cent,  of  genuine  white  pepper,  and 
not  less  than  10  per  cent,  of  bleached  pepper  husks.  Milne  was 
then  summoned  for  selling  to  the  prejudice  of  the  purchaser  an 
article  of  food  which  was  not  of  the  nature,  substance,  and 
quality  demanded;  but  at  the  hearing  on  the  24th  of  June,  1901, 
upon  proof  of  the  warranty,  &c.,  the  summons  was  dismissed 
under  sect.  25  of  the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1875  (38  & 
39  Vict.  c.  63).  On  the  6th  of  July,  1901,  the  information  in 
the  present  case  was  laid  against  the  respondents.  At  the 
hearing  the  justices  were  of  opinion  that  the  prosecution  had 
not  been  brought  in  time  under  11  &  12  Vict,  c  43,  s.  11,  and 
dismissed  the  summons. 

F.  H.  Mellor  (Openshaw  with  him),  for  the  appellant,  con- 
tended that  the  six  months  within  which  proceedings  must  be 
taken  under  11  &  12  Yict  c.  43,  s.  11,  which  is  incDrporated 
with  the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Acts,  ran  from  the  date  of  the 
discovery  that  the  warranty  was  false,  and  that  the  proceedings 
had  been  properly  taken  within  six  months  of  the  sub-sale  by 
Milne  to  the  appellant 

Frank  Mellor,  for  the  respondent,  contended  that  the  offence 
was  the  giving  of  the  waxranty,  and  that  the  proceedings  were 
taken  more  than  six  months  after  the  20th  of  November,  1900, 
when  the  warranty  was  given.  [He  was  stopped  by  the 
Court.] 

The  Coi7BT.(Ijord  Alyerstone  O.J.,  Darling  and  Chancell  J  J.) 
held  that  thej  proceedings  ought  to  have  been  taken  within 


six  months  of  the  giving  of  the  warranty,  and  were  therefore 
out  of  time. 

Appeal  dismissed. 

Solicitors  for  the  appellant :  Snow,  Fox  d:  Co.,  for  Haroourt 
Clare,  Preston. 

Solicitors  for  the  respondent :    Williamson,  Hill  dk  Co.,  for 
Marsden  &  Marsden,  Blackburn, 

W.  J.  B. 
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K.B.  D.  March  8. 

Thi  Kino  v,  Thb  Archbishop  of  Cantebbubt. 

Mandamus — Prerogative  writ — Costs — Jurisdiction  of  Court  to 
order  payment  of  costs  hy  or  to  the  Crown* 

Eules  nisi  had  been  granted  at  the  instance  of  two  different      \ 
prosecutors  calling  on  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and  the 
Vicar-General  of  the  province  to  shew  oau%  why  a  prerogative 
writ  of  mandamas  should  not  issue  commanding  them,  or  one 
of  them,  to  hear  opponents  of  the  confirmation  of  the  bishop-      ^ 
elect  of  Worcester.     Notice  of  the  rales  was  directed  to  be      ^ 
served  on  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Worcester;  there  was  no      ^ 
similar  direction  to  serve  the  Treasury  on  behalf  of  the  Crown, 
but,  as  the  application  affected  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  the  law 
officers  appeared  at  the  hearing  on  behalf  of  the  Crown  withont 
objection,  and  shewed  cause  against  the  rules.    After  argument 
the  rules  were  discharged  and  costs  were  allowed  to  the  Arch- 
bishop, who  was  represented  by  separate  counsel,  the  question 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  to  order  the  prosecutors  to  pay      , 
costs  to  the  Crown  being  reserved  for  further  consideration. 

Feb.  14.  Danckwerts,  K,C.  (Morton  Smith  with  him),  for  one 
of  the  prosecutors,  contended  that  apart  from  statutory  enact- 
ment it  was  an  inflexible  rule  of  the  common  law  that  the 
Crown  neither  paid  nor  received  costs,  and  that  there  was  no 
statutory  provision  relaxing  the  rule  in  the  case  of  a  prerogative 
writ  of  mandamus,  nor  any  decision  questioning  the  applicatioa 
of  the  rule  in  such  a  case,  the  only  reported  cases  in  which 
costs  had  been  given  for  or  against  the  Crown  being  cases  in 
which  it  was  done  without  any  objection  being  raised  on  the 
other  side. 

BramweU  Davis,  K.C.,  and  B.  Wliitehead,  for  the  second 
prosecutor. 

B.  SiUton,  for  the  Crown,  contended  that  under  the  Bules  of 
the  Supreme  Court  the  Court  had  a  discretionary  power  over 
the  costs. 

Cur,  adv,  vult. 

March  3.  Thb  Coubt  (Lord  Alverstone  C.J.,  W^right  and 
Channell  JJ.)  held  that  the  contention  of  the  prosecutors  was 
correct,  and  that  the  Court  had  no  jurisdiction  to  order  them 
to  pay  costs  to  the  Crown.  They  expressed  no  opinion  as  to  | 
their  power  to  order  payment  of  costs  by  or  to  the  Crown  in 
matters  other  than  the  prerogative  writ  of  mandamus,  or  even 
as  to  that  writ  when  it  is  applied  for  by  or  against  the  officers 
of  executive  departments  of  the  public  Eorvice  in  relation  to 
their  statutory  or  other  duties. 

Solicitors  for  the  prosecutors:  liobert  Todd;  WainwrightJtCo. 

Solicitor  for  the  Crown :  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury. 

W.  J.  B. 


March  15,  1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


53 


SOnOE  TO  80UGITOB8. 


WUk  ike  view  ofinmring  Ae  gre(Ue$i  posriUe  o/ocmraeg  and 
rapidiiif  in  ike  varioue  pMieaiume  eanneeUd  wiA  ike  Law 
BiFOBiB,  ike  Oannca  wiU  be  chUged,  if  ike  SoKcUorg  to  tekom 
appUeation  ie  made  by  any  Reporter  acting  for  ike  Oowndl 
M  at  toon  atpoteible  after  applieation  famitk  ike  necettary 
Pofort^  togeiker  mik  any  information  in  tkeir  power  at  to  ike 
namet  of  ike  variout  Solicitort  engaged  in  tke  eate.  At  the 
wme  time^  ike  OonncU  ikankfuUy  acknowledge  ike  cutittanee 
%  kave  already  received  from  eo  many  membert  of  ike  Pro- 
femm  in  fvmiMng  tke  papert  required  to  prepare  aeeurate 
r^portt. 
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OoUiiion — Damage  —  Control  by  doek-ma8ter,  his  deputies,  or 
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Beotifieaiion  of  register— Combination  of  demoes— Essential  par- 
ticulars^Prior  mark—Non^istinctive  addition — Simulta- 
neous  ifieibility — Too  wide  registrcttion — Patents,  Designs, 
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Legaoy^Jharity—Charilable  intention^Non^xistence  of  institu- 
tion named  in  vdU — Lapse — Cypris — Meaning  of  •*  charitable 
institution" 56 


COUET  OF  APPEAL. 


Bscx)SD  07  Business. 


OOXTBT  L 

Batubdat,  March  8. 

hi  rede  Almeda.    Sowrdis  v.  Keyser.    Appeal  from  Gozesa-Hazdy  J. 
Part  heard. 

Monday,  March  10. 

The  King  y.  Dr.  Tristram.    Appeal  from  Darling  and  Ohannell  JJ. 

Altowed. 
Wright  Y.  dyn.    Appeal  from  Grantham  J.    Allowed. 
Doyle  V.  David  Allen  &  Sons,  Limited     Appeal    from  Wright  J. 

Allowed. 
Balntforth  &  Co.  v.  Moffait  dt  Eaetmead,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Jelf  J. 

Diflmiflted. 
HanUyn  v.  John  Houston  &  Go,    Appeal  from  Buoknill  J.    Dismissed. 

Tuesday,  Moroh  11. 
hi  re  de  Almeda.    Sourdis  ▼.  Keyser.    Appeal  from  Oozens-Uardy  J. 

Dismissed. 
ThrusseU  y.  Parsons.     Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  and 

Lawrance  J.    Allowed. 

Wedbesday,  Maroh  12. 
Foulger  v.  Arding.    Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Jui^tioe  and  Law- 

ranoe  J.    Allowed. 
MuUhen  y.  Stewart  A  Co.    Appeal  from  Phillimore  J.    Part  heard. 


OOXTBT  IL         • 

Fbiday.  Maroh  7. 

QuBiirie  y.  North  China  Lteuranoe  Company.   Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 
Partheazd. 

Satvbday,  Maroh  8. 

Guthrie  y.  North  China  Insurance  Company.    Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 
Cur.  adv.  vuU.  .    .  . 
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Monday,  March  10. 

GtAhrie  v.  NorVi  China  Insurance  (Jompany.    Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 

Dismiflsed. 
Eagle  Boti  v.  Matiham,    Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Dismissed. 
Poicer  Die  Printing  Syndicate,  Limited  y.  JohnsUnu    Appeal  from 

Mathew  J.    Part  heard. 

TusBDAY,  March  11. 
Power  Die  Printing  Syndicate,  TAmited  v.  Johnston,    Appeal  from 

Mathew  J.    Allowed. 
Hichelmann  and  Another  v.  Yemen    Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    DLb- 

missed. 

Wednesday,  March  12. 

Iloldnworth  7.  RieJiardson  &  Salmon,  Appeal  from  Blathew  J.  Dis- 
missed. 

Harbnrg  India-Buhber  Conib  Company  and  Ferdinand  Winter  v. 
Browne  Martin,    Appeal  from  Matbew  J.    Part  heard. 

Thubsday,  March  13. 

Harhurg  India-Biiliber  Conib  Company  and    Ferdinand   Winter    v. 

Browne  Martin,    Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Allowed. 
W,  Montgomery  dr  Co,  y.  Indemnity  Mutual  Marine  Company,    Appeal 

from  Mathew  J.    Part  heard. 


EBRATUM. 

In  the  note  of  the  case  of  Jn  re  Hiscoe.  Hitcoe  y.  Waite,  ante,  p.  49. 
the  reference  to  DanielVs  Chancery  Practice,  7th  ed.  vol.  i.  shonld  be 
to  p.  837,  and  not  537  as  printed.  The  name  of  the  junior  counsel  for 
the  annuitant  was  Owen  Thompsouy  and  not  Owen  Thomcu  as  stated. 


During  the siUings of  the  CourU  The  Weekly  NoTBSim'a  heptMished 
on  Saturday,  and  wHl  generally  comprise  Notes  of  DedtUms  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  ^122  eases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  toiU  he  reported  in  full  in  The  Law  Befobtsl 


Supreme  Court  ot  5ubicature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A.  March  5 

In  re  Wbight^  Cbosslxy  &  Co. 

Practice— Costs — TaaxUion — Order  for  payment  of  costs  to  smc- 
cess/tU  party  except  so  far  as  increased  by  certain  issues — Affi- 
davit relating  both  to  general  and  to  excepted  issues. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Byrne  J.  upon  a  summons  to 
reyiew  taxation. 

In  this  case  the  Boyal  Baking  Powder  Company  of  New 
York  appealed  against  the  decision  of  the  Begistrar  of  Trade 
Marks  granting  an  application  by  Wright^  Crossley  &  Co.  for 
r^stration  of  a  trade-mark. 

Byrne  J.  allowed  the  appeal^  and  gave  the  costs  to  the 
appellants,  except  so  far  as  they  had  been  increased  by  certain 
issues  the  costs  of  which  were  to  be  paid  to  the  respondents. 

Upon  taxation  of  the  appellants'  costs,  the  taxing  master 
disallowed  the  costs  of  a  witness  named  Smi* 'i,  who  had  filed 


an  affidavit  upon  which  he  had  been  cross-examined.  The 
appellants  objected  to  (among  other  things)  the  disallowance  of 
these  costs  on  the  ground  that  the  affidavit  did  not  relate 
solely  to  the  excepted  items.  In  his  answer  to  objections,  the 
taxing  master,  after  stating  that  the  main  oontroYcrsy  was  as 
to  how  much  eyidence  was  attributable  to  the  different  issues 
said:— "I  do  not  think  that  the  disallowance  to  one  of  the 
parties  of  the  evidence  of  any  particular  witness  can  be  usefully 
considered  without  at  the  same  time  having  regard  to  what 
evidence  is  allowed  to  that  party  and  to  the  taxation  as  a 
whole.  I  found  it  necessary  to  keep  constantly  in  mind  the 
whole  scops  of  the  evidence  and  the  real  necessities  of  the 
applicants"  (t.e.  the  appellants)  "and  of  the  respondents  ia 
their  respective  cases.  I  was  in  fact  dealing  concurrently  with 
two  taxations.  For  instance,  say  I  disallow  to  the  applicants 
the  costs  of  a  witne^iS  who^e  evidence  looked  at  alone  may  haye 
a  sentence  or  two  which  might  go  to  more  than  the  issues  upon 
which  the  applicants  failed ;  but  then  I  have  already  allowed 
other  witnesses  to  the  applicants  whose  evidence  in  my  judg- 
ment was  sufficient  for  the  applicants'  case — that  is,  the  case  on 
which  they  succeed ;.  and  if  the  only  issues  had  been  those  on 
which  the  applicants  succeed,  I  should  under  Order  lxv.,  r.  27, 
reg.  29,  have  disallowed  on  any  party  and  party  taxation  the 
evidence  now  disallowed  to  the  applicants  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  not  really  necessary  for  their  case,  and  so  comes  within 
the  rule" ;  and  he  overruled  the  objections. 

The  Boyal  Baking  Powder  Company  took  out  a  summons  to 
review  taxation.  Byrne  J.  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  taxing 
master  upon  the  ground  that  the  evidence  in  question  was 
unnecessary  in  any  view  of  the  case.  The  Boyal  Baking 
Powder  Company  appealed. 

8.  Dickinson,  for  the  appellants,  contended  that  this  evidence 
did  not  relate  solely  to  the  excepted  issues,  and  that  con- 
sequently the  whole  costs  of  the  witness  went  to  the  appellants, 
the  successful  parties,  on  the  principle  of  Brown  v.  Houston, 
[1901]2K.B.855. 

Neville,  K,C,,  and  Sebastian,  for  the  respondents. 

Thb  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.  J  J.)  dismissed  the  appeal. 

Yaughak  Williams  L.J.  said  that  in  the  circumstanceB  the 
decision  of  the  taxing  master  was  perfectly  right.  He  however 
did  not  assent  to  that  part  of  the  answers  of  the  taxing  master 
in  which  he  suggested  a  set-off  of  this  kind—"  If  I  am  wrong  I 
have  done  the  same  thing  on  both  sides,  and  what  is  sauce  for  the 
goose  is  sauce  for  the  gander."  He  did  not  think  that  the  taxing 
master  had  any  right  to  say  that.  The  case  of  Brovm  v.  Houston 
did  not  apply,  because  that  was  acommon  law  action  and  the  order 
in  no  way  separated  the  issues,  whereas  in  this  case  the  learned 
judge  had  distinctly  separated  the  issues.  Speaking  for  himself, 
he  still  thought,  as  he  thought  at  the  time  when  Brovm  v. 
Houston  was  decided,  that  the  common  law  rule  with  regard  to 
the  evidence  of  witnesses  and  the  non-splitting  of  issues  in  a 
case  where  the  successful  litigant  had  called  a  witness  who 
gave  hardly  any  evidence  upon  the  point  upon  which  he  had 
succeeded,  and  the  bulk  of  his  evidence  upon  the  point  upon 
which  he  had  ikiled,  worked  injustice;  but  it  was  an  injustice 
which  could  always  be  corrected  by  the  judge  at  the  trial 
making  a  special  order  dealing  with  the  costs  of  the  issues  and 
the  evidence  of  witnesses. 

Stibling  L.J.  entirely  concurred  in  the  observations  with 
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reference  to  Brown  v.  Homton,  Eyen  if  there  had  been  no 
spedalj  direction  in  the  present  order,  he  shonld  be  sorry  to  say 
that  the  rule  which  was  found  applicable  in  common  law 
actions  where  a  witness  was  examined  viva  voce  was  to  be 
applied  to  an  affidavit  the  cost  of  which  was  allowed  at  so  much 
a  folio. 
Solicitors:  Janson,  Cohh,  Pearson  dt  Co. ;  Field,  Roscoe  &  Co. 

H.  B.  H. 


held  that  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  plaintiff  came  within  th® 
terms  of  the  coyenant.    They  therefore  allowed  the  appeal. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiff:  Foulger,  Robinson  A  Miller. 

Solicitor  for  the  defendant :  (7.  Aplin  Nichols.  E.  L. 


C.A. 


In  re  DE  Almbda. 
SouBDis  V.  Kbtseb. 

Domicil — Foreign  residence. 


March  11. 


Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  Cozens-Hardy  J.,  noted  [1901] 
W.N.  142.  '  L       J 

Haldane,  K.C.,  Vernon  Smith,  K,C.,  H.  Fellows,  and  Eustace 
UUls,  for  the  plaintiff. 

NepHle,  K.a,  Macnaghien,  K.C,  and  Jessd,  for  the  defendant. 

Thi  Court  (Collins  M.R ,  Homer  L.  J.  and  Mathew  L  J.)  dis- 
missed the  appeal,  stating  that  the  law  applicable  to  the  case 
was  settled,  and  that  the  decision  of  the  learned  judge  on  the 
fiwts  was  correct. 

Solicitors:  Roojpefr  &  Whateley ;  Montagu,  Mileham  &  Mon- 
^  A.  M. 


Ibfgb  Court  ot  Justice. 

CHANCERY   DIVISION. 


March  12. 


^^  FOULQBR  V.  AbDING. 

1/ndhrd  and  tenant— Lease— Covenant  hy  lessee  to  pay  and  dis- 
charge impositions—Order  hy  sanitary  authority  on  lessor  to 
construct  water-closet  —  FuMic  Health  (London)  Act,  1891 
(54A56Ftc^.c.76>,«.4. 

noff^'  ^^  ^^  jadgment  of  a  Divisional  Court,  reported 

A  Inue  for  years  contained  a  covenant  by  the  lessee  to  ''pay 
Md  discharge  all  taxes  rates  including  sewers  main  drainage 
aoessments  and  impositions  whatsoever  which  now  are  or  may 
lit  any  time  hereafter  during  the  continuance  of  the  said  term 
Jttwby  granted  be  taxed  rated  assessed  charged  or  imposed 
npon  or  in  respect  of  the  said  premises  or  any  part  thereof  on 
the  landlord  tenant  or  occupier  of  the  same  premises  by 
aathority  of  Parliament  or  otherwise  howsoever  (l«wilord's 
iroperty  tax  and  tithe  only  excepted)."  There  was  no  repairing 
coTcnant  in  the  lease.  Notice  was  given  to  the  lessor  by  the 
"JMtary  authority  of  the  district,  under  the  Public  Health 
l^on)  Act,  1891,  to  abate  a  nuisance  caused  by  a  foul  and 
ooaosive  privy  on  the  premises,  by  removing  the  privy,  and 
^>w^cting  a  water-closet  in  accordance  with  the  by-laws  of 
«e  London  County  Council.  The  lessor  thereupon  did  the 
^k  required  by  the  notice,  and  subsequently  sued  the  lessee 
^  tte  county  court  to  recover  the  expense  incurred  by  him  in 
*^r  ?S^  The  counly  court  judge  held  that  the  lessor  was 
oituifid  under  the  before-mentioned  covenant  to  recover  the 
vnoont  claimed. 

On  appeal  the  Divisional  Court  (Lord  Alverstone  C.J.  and 
lAwiance  J.)  reversed  bis  decision. 

^.  if.  Bray,  K.C,  and  Clavell  Salter,  for  the  plaintiff. 

CWoTO,  for  the  defendant. 

The  Court  (Collins  M.R.,  Eomer  L.J.  and  Mathew  L.J.) 


Byrne  J.  March  6. 

In  re  LoNfON  and  Northern  Bank,  Limitbo. 

Haddock's  Case. 

Hotle's  Cass. 

Company — Winding-up — Private  examination — Attendance  of 
solicitor—  Refusal  of  solicitor  to  give  undertaking  not  to  disclose — 
Companies  Act,  1862  (26  <fe  26  Vict.  c.  89),  «.  ll6^Evidence— 
Solicitor  and  client — Privilege. 

The  bank  before  going  into  voluntary  liquidation  commenced 
an  action  against  Sir  George  Newnee,  Limited,  claiming  90,000/. 
damages  for  libel  contained  in  a  paragraph  stating  in  effect  that 
the  bank  was  in  liquidation.     Shortly  afterwards  the  bank 
passed  resolutions  for  a  voluntary  windkig-up.    The  liquidator 
in  the  voluntary  winding-up  obtained  an  order  for  the  private 
examination  under  sect.  115  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  of 
several  persons,  amongst  them  being  Mr.  Haddock,  for  some 
time  secretary  of  the  bank,  and  Mr.  Hoyle,  solicitor  to  Sir 
George  Newnes,  Limited.    At  the  examination  of  Mr.  Haddock, 
counsel  on  behalf  of  the  liquidator  applied  that  Mr.  Hoyle,  the 
solicitor  for  the  witness,  should  not  be  present,  on  the  ground 
tibat  he  was  also  summoned  as  a  witness  in  the  matter,  and 
Mr.  Hoyle  accordingly  withdrew.    Counsel  for  the  liquidator 
then  asked  that  Mr.  Hoyle's   managing  clerk,  an  admitted 
solkitor,   should  also  withdraw.     Counsel  for   the   witness 
objected,  when  the  registrar  stated  that  he  would  only  allow 
Mr.  Hoyle's  managing  clerk  to  attend  on  condition  that  he 
treated  the  matter  as  entirely  private,  and  only  used  the  in- 
formation obtained  fh)m  questions  put  to  the  witness  for  the 
purposes  of  re-examination,  not  communicating  any  part  of  the 
information  thus  obtained  to  any  other  person  or  persons  what- 
soever except  his  counsel,  and  he  required  an  undertaking  in 
these  terms  to  be  given.    Counsel  for  Mr.  Haddock  objected  to 
any  such   limitation   being   imposed,   and   as   the  registrar 
declined  to  allow  him  to  be  present  without  such  an  under- 
taking, and  the  witness  was  advised  to  refuse  to  answer  any 
questions   in  the  absence  of  his   solicitor,  the  matter  was 
adjourned  to  the  judge  for  his  consideration. 

The  facts  as  to  Hoyle's  Case  were  as  follows ;— In  the  course 
of  the  examination  of  Mr.  Hoyle  as  to  certain  documents  belong- 
ing to  the  liquidator  which  he  had  in  his  possession  he  was 
asked,  "  From  whom  did  you  receive  these  documents  ?  "  This 
question  Mr.  Hoyle  declined  to  answer,  claiming  the  privilege 
of  a  solicitor;  and  on  this  point  he  was  supported  by  the 
registrar.  The  liquidator  now  moved  to  discharge  this  ruling, 
and  both  questions  came  on  together  for  argument. 

Tindall  Atkinson,  K.C,  and  Stewart-Smith,  for  the  liquidator. 

Digitized  by  V^OOQ IC 


56 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[March  15, 1902. 


Muir  Mackenzie  and  (7.  Montague  Lush,  for  Haddock  and 
Hoyle. 

Btbnb  J.  said  it  had  long  been  decided  that  the  examination 
of  a  witness  under  sect.  115  must  be  considered  in  the  nature 
of  a  secret  proceeding;  the  general  right  of  a  witness  to  be 
represented  at  these  examinations  by  counsel  and  solicitor  had 
not  been  disputed^  but  it  had  been  argued  for  Haddock  that  he 
had  a  right  to  be  represented  by  a  particular  solicitor  because 
of  the  special  circumstances  of  this  case,  which  might  make  it 
necessary  for  this  solicitor  to  use  the  knowledge  thus  obtained 
for  collateral  purposes,  and  that  the  solicitor  must  therefore  be 
left  free  to  make  what  use  he  thought  proper  of  the  information 
thus  obtained  for  the  subsequent  protection  of  his  client  if 
necessary:  this,  in  his  Lordship's  opinion,  was  putting  the 
rights  of  the  witness's  solicitor  too  high,  and  the  registrar  was 
quite  justified,  in  this  case,  in  ordering  the  managing  clerk  to 
withdraw,  unless  he  gave  the  undertaking  required.  With 
reference  to  EoyWs  Case,  his  Lordship  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  circumstances  of  that  case  to 
depriye  the  soh'citor  of  the  privilege  so  cbunoed. 

Solicitors :  Helder,  Roberts,  Walton  A  Thomas,  for  Simpson  A 
Simpson,  Leeds;  G.  H,  Hoyle.  W.  0.  D. 


Buckley  J. 


In  re  Dayis. 
Hannxn  v.  Hillteb. 


Feb.  26. 


Will — Legacy-^  Charity — Charitable  intention — Non-existence  of 
institution  named  in  mil  —  Lapse  —  Cy^pr^ —  Meaning  of 
*'  charitable  institution  J* 

The  testatrix  by  her  will  gave  pecuniary  legacies  to  charities 
established  for  a  yariety  of  purposes,  e,g,,  to  aid  consumptiye 
persons,  blind  persons,  orphans,  deaf  and  dumb  persons, 
epileptics,  and  paralytics.  One  of  the  legacies  was  of  a  sum  of 
500?.  to  ''  The  Home  for  the  Homeless,  27  Bed  Lion  Square, 
London."  After  providing  that  in  the  event  of  any  question 
arismg  as  to  the  designation  of  any  of  the  charitable  institu- 
tions, or  of  any  doubt  existing  as  to  which  one  of  two  or  more 
of  them  it  was  intended  to  benefit,  the  decision  should  rest 
absolutely  with  her  executor,  and  giving  other  pecuniary 
legacies,  the  testatrix  provided  that  if,  after  payment  of  her 
funeral  and  testamentary  expenses  and  debts  and  of  legacies 
free  of  duty,  there  should  remain  any  funds  derived  from  the 
realization  of  securities  or  any  other  residuary  moneys,  the 
same  should  be  **  divided  rateably  among  the  various  charitable 
institutions  which  are  beneficiaries  under  this  instrument."  At 
the  date  of  the  will  there  was  not,  and  there  never  had 
previously  been  in  London,  any  charitable  institution  known 
as  the  '*  Home  for  the  Homeless."  After  making  the  payments 
above  mentioned,  there  was  a  fand  distributable  as  residue 
among  the  charitable  institutions  which  were  beneficiaries 
under  the  will. 

H,  M,  Humphry,  for  the  executor. 

H  Terrell ,  ^-C,,  and  W,  Jf.  Cann,  for  the  next  of  kin. 

iT*.  M,  Stone,  for  the  School  for  the  Indigent  Blind,  which  was 
one  of  the  charitable  institutions  named  in  the  will. 

5.  J,  Parker,  for  the  Attomey-Gteneral. 

BuoKLST  J.— after  referring  to  Clark  v.  Taylor,  (1853)  1 
Drew.  642;  Bussdl  v.  Kdleit,  (1855)  8  Sm.  &  G.  264;  Fisk  v. 
Attomey-GeneraJ,  (1867)  L.  B.  4  Eq.  521 ;  In  re  Ovey,  (1885) 


29  Gh.  D.  560;  and  In  re  Bymer,  [1895]  1  Ch.  19,  establishing  the 
rule  that  if  there  was  a  gift  to  a  charitable  institution  wbioh 
had  existed  but  had  ceased  to  exist  there  was  a  lapse  — 
said  that  that  was  not  the  case  with  which  he  had  to  deal 
Where,  as  in  this  case,  there  was  a  gift  to  a  charitable  instito- 
tion  which  never  had  existed,  the  Court  always  was  moie 
ready  to  infer  a  general  charitable  intention  than  to  infer  the 
contrary.  Having  regard  to  Loscomhe  v.  WintriTigham,  QS50) 
13  Beav.  87;  Hoare  v.  Hoare,  (1886)  56  L.  T.  (N.S.)  147;  In  re 
Clergy  Society,  (1856)  2  K  &  J.  615;  and  In  re  Maguire,  (1870) 
L.  B.  9  Eq.  632,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  gift  was  found  among 
other  charitable  gifts  to  blind  persons,  orphans,  and  others,  and 
to  the  provision  as  to  the  decision  of  the  executor  in  case  of 
doubt  as  to  which  institution  was  intended  to  be  benefited,  it 
seemed  plain  that  the  testatrix  intended  that  her  charitable 
purposes  should  not  fail  because  she  had  made  some  mistake  u 
to  the  institution  to  which  she  had  directed  a  legacy  to  be  paii 
He  therefore  held  that  there  was  a  general  charitable  intention 
with  reference  to  the  legacy  of  500?.  to  the  "Home  for  the 
Homeless,"  and  that  there  was  not  a  lapse.  His  Lordship  also 
refused  to  give  effect  to  an  argument  that  the  authority  which 
might  have  to  effect  the  general  charitable  purpose  as  regarded 
the  legacy  would  not  be  within  the  words  *'  charitable  instita- 
tions  which  are  beneficiaries  under  this  instrument,"  and 
therefore  that  the  whole  residue  was  divisible  amongst  the 
other  charitable  institutions  named  in  the  will ;  and  he  held 
that  the  residue  went  rateably  among  the  charitable  iostita- 
tions  which  were  beneficiaries  under  the  will,  induding  ibs 
institution  or  authority  that  had  to  administer  the  legaoy 
of  5007. 

Solicitors :  W.  Jessop ;  TippeUs ;  Smith,  Fawdon  A  Low,  Tk 
Treasury  Solicitor.  F.  B. 


Buckley  J.  In  re  Bobbowmak's  Patent.  March  7. 

Practice — Patent — Petition  for  revocation — Transfer  to  general 
list — Time  for  hearing. 

Application  to  fix  a  date  for  the  hearing  of  a  petition  for 
revocation  of  a  patent  which  had  been  transferred  to  the  geneial 
list.    Neither  of  the  parties  were  ready  for  triaL  i 

A.  J.  Walter,  for  the  petitioner,  asked  that  the  petition  should 
be  adjourned  till  the  parties  were  ready. 

J,  C,  Graham,  for  the  respondent. 

BuoKLBY  J.  When  a  petition  is  presented  for  the  revocation 
of  a  patent,  it  simply  goes  to  be  answered  in  the  ordinary  way. 
The  respondent  is  not  there;  therefore,  although  it  may  be 
almost  a  foregone  conclusion  that  it  must  go  into  the  general 
list,  there  is  no  one  there  to  say  so.  I  have  inquired  into  the 
practice,  and  there  seems  to  be  no  means  of  putting  the  matter 
into  proper  train.  The  petition  goes  into  the  petition  list,  and 
counsel  are  instructed  to  appear  and  ask  that  it  should  go  into 
the  witness  list.  I  am  desirous  of  making  that  a  useful  appli- 
cation; and  I  think  that  that  is  the  time  at  which  the  jadge 
should  be  asked  to  fix  a  date  at  which  the  petition  should  be 
put  into  the  witness  list  as  an  effective  cause.  This  was  not 
done  in  this  case,  and  there  is  a  further  application  before  mei 
and  I  am  now  asked  to  direct  that  the  petition  should  not  come 
into  the  list  for  hearing  until  a  fixed  date.  In  other  words,  I 
am  asked  to  do  now  what  might  have  been  done  on  the  first 
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occasion.  That  is  not  a  reasonable  practice.  When  it  comes 
into  the  petition  list,  as  it  must  do,  then  in  the  presence  of  both 
parties  liberty  should  be  given  to  either  of  the  parties  to  put  it 
into  ihe  witness  list  for  trial  on  or  after  a  fatnre  day  to  be 
then  fixed;  that  is,  on  a  day  when  they  are  ready  for  trial. 
That  has  not  been  done,  and  counsel  are  here  now  and  are  not 
XMdy  to  go  on  with  the  petition.  I  therefore  order  the  petition 
to  be  struck  out  of  the  list,  and  I  give  liberty  to  either  of  the 
parties  to  set  it  down  when  it  shall  be  ready  for  trial  on  or 
after  a  day  which  I  will  fix  now,  and  not  before. 
[It  was  arranged  that  the  day  should  be  the  Ist  of  May,  1902.] 
Sdidtors :  Bind  dt  Hobiruon ;  Grossman  <£;  Frichard. 

H.  C.  B. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  March  6. 

I  In  re  A.  &  A.  Cbompton  &  Qo/a  Thadi-Mabk. 

Trade-mark — Bediftcaium  of  register— Combination  of  devices  — 
EsaenUal  particulars — Prior  mark — Non-distinctive  addition 
—SimuUaneous  visibHiiy — Too  wide  registration — Patents,  2>e- 
i^w,  find  Trade  Marks  Acts,  1883  (46  Sb  47  Vict.  c.  57),  ».  64; 
1888  (51  A  52  Vict,  c.  50),  s.  10. 

Motion. 
I    This  was  a  motion  by  the  defendants  to  an  action  for  in- 
fimging  the  pUdntiffiB'  trade-mark,  asking  to  remoye  that  trade- 
mark ton  the  register  on  the  ground  of  insufficient  statement 
of  the  essential  particulars,  want  of  subject-matter,  non-user  as 
\  a  tzade-mark,  and  a  too  wide  registration. 

The  trade-mark  consisted  of  a  combination  of  three  labels, 
the  largest  of  which  was  non-distinctiYe,  and  the  other  two, 
iboogh  oontainiiig  derioes,  were  mere  reproductions  of  a  prior 
Rgistezed  mark  belonging  to  the  plaintiffs. 
:  The  trade-mark  was  registered  on  the  18th  of  June,  1894,  the 
I  apfdieatioD,  to  which  the  labels  were  affixed,  merely  stating, 
Moonling  to  the  form  now  officially  adopted  for  combination 
applications:  ''The  essential  particular  of  the  trade-mark  is  the 
combination  of  devices,  and  we  disclaim  any  right  to  the  ex- 
elndTB  use  of  the  added  matter  except  in  so  &r  as  it  consists 
of  our  own  name  and  address.'' 

l%e  plaintifls  had  hitherto  used  the  trade-mark  by  pasting 
the  largest  and  smallest  labels  on  different  sides  of  the  outside 
^ppers  of  their  bundles  of  yam,  and  the  medium  label  on  the 
inside  wrappers,  so  that  the  whole  combination  was  never 
TisiUe  at  once. 

It  was  also  suggested  that  the  plaintiffs,  while  registering 
tliemark  for  an  entire  class,  only  intended  to  use  it  for  part  of 
that  class. 
Olart  and  Kerly,  for  the  defendants. 
^diastian,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

SwiHjpiH  £ai>t  J.  held  that  the  essential  particulars  were 
BiifficieQtly  stated  within  sect.  64  of  the  Patents,  Designs,  and 
Tiade  Marks  Act,  1888,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  1888,  as  any 
ooeoonld  see  the  ''combination  of  devices"  by  looking  at  the 
^^^  on  the  register. 

The  combination  was  good  subject-matter  of  a  trade-mark 
^ttiin  seci  64,  and  having  been  registered  could  not  be  re- 
*o^ed  at  the  instance  of  a  rival  trader  merely  because  it 
combined  a  prior  mark  with  a  non-distinctive  addition.    In  vc 


Player  &  Sons*  Trade-mark,  [1901]  1  Ch.  882,  did  not  apply  to 
an  application  to  remove. 

The  combination  had  been  properly  used  as  a  trade-mark, 
though,  as  frequently  happened  in  these  cases,  the  whole  com- 
bination was  not  visible  at  once. 

If,  as  suggested,  the  registration  was  too  wide,  the  defen- 
dants' remedy  would  be  restriction,  and  not  removal.  They 
had  made  no  application  to  restrict  the  mark  to  the  articles  for 
which  it  was  used.    The  motion  would  therefore  be  dismissed. 

Solicitors :  W.  J.  dk  E,  E.  Tremdlen,  for  Blair  <fc  Seddon, 
Manchester ;  Woodcock  Byland  &  Parker,  for  Tv>eedcUe,  Sons  & 
Lees,  Oldham.  G.  B.  A. 


KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


KB.D. 


Davibs  v.  Bubnitt. 


Feb.  25. 


Licensing  laws — Offences — Selling  without  licence — ScUe  by  dub  to 
agent  of  member—Licensing  Act,  1872  (85  (fe  86  Viet.  c.  94),  s.  3. 

Case  stated  by  justices  for  Wolverhampton  on  appeal  from  a 
conviction  under  sect.  8  of  the  Licensing  Act,  1872,  for  selling 
intoxicating  liquors  by  retail  without  a  licence. 

The  appellant  was  a  waiter  at  a  working-men's  club,  which 
was  found  by  the  magistrate  to  be  a  bond  fide  dub,  and  was  not 
licensed  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors.  The  appellant 
supplied  a  bottle  of  stout  to  the  wife  of  a  member  upon  a 
written  request  duly  signei  by  the  member;  the  price  was 
handed  to  the  appellant  by  the  wife,  who  took  the  stout  home 
to  her  husband,  and  the  latter  dnmk  it  The  justices  found 
that  there  had  been  a  sale  to  a  non-member,  and  convicted  the 
appellant. 

Hobson,  for  the  appellant,  contended  that  as  the  member  of 
a  bond  fide  club  had  a  right  to  bo  supplied  at  the  club  with 
intoxicating  liquors  for  consumption  off  the  premises  (Qraffy. 
Evans,  (1882)  8  Q.  B.  D.  873),  and  as  the  club  was  found  to  be 
a  bond  fide  club,  the  ordinary  law  of  principal  and  agent  applied, 
and  the  delivery  of  the  stout  to  the  wife  as  the  member's  agent 
was  not  a  sale  to  a  non-member. 

Arthur  Powell,  for  the  respondent,  contended  that  there  was 
no  power  in  a  member  to  send  an  agent  to  the  club  to  fetch 
intoxicating  liquor  for  consumption  off  the  premises,  and  cited 
Woodley  v.  Simmonds,  (1896)  60  J.  P.  150. 

The  Goubt  (Lord  Alverstone  C.J.,  Darling  and  Channell  JJ.) 
held  with  reluctance  that  the  circumstances  shewed  that  there 
had  been  merely  a  transference  of  property  to  the  duly  authorized 
agent  of  a  member,  and  not  a  sale  to  a  non-member,  and  con- 
sequently that  no  offence  had  been  committed  under  sect.  3  of 
the  Licensing  Act,  1872;  they  therefore  allowed  the  appeal. 

Conviction  quashed. 

Solicitors  for  the  appellant :  Indermaur  A  Brown,  for  A.  Turton, 
Wolverhampton. 

Solicitor  for  the  respondent :  W.  B.  Bennett,  for  Hooper  db 
Byland,  Birmingham.  W.  J.  B. 
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PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY 
DIYISTON. 


Adm. 


Thi  Mtbtibt. 


March  4 


Collision  —  Damatje  —  Control  by  dock-inaster,  his  deputies,  or 
cusistatUs — Harbour  Docks  and  Piers  Clauses  Act,  1847(10  Vict, 
c.  27),  5.  S3— Co-de/endanis— Costs, 

On  the  28th  of  October,  1901,  about  2  p.m.— the  weather 
being  fine  and  clear,  with  a  fresh  breeze  from  the  S.W.,  and 
the  tide  the  last  of  the  flocd— the  plaintiffs'  screw  steamship 
William  Adamson,  of  1986  tons  gross  raster,  arrived  off  the 
entrance  of  the  Victoria  Dock,  of  which  the  defendants  the 
London  and  India  Docks  Company  are  the  proprietors.  The 
dock-master  was  standing  on  the  npper  pier-head,  and  gaye 
the  necessary  directions  for  the  yessel  to  enter  the  dock.  At 
the  same  time  a  lock  foreman  in  nniform  on  the  lower  pier 
ordered  the  ketch  Mystery,  belonging  to  the  other  defendants,  and 
which  was  lying,  head  down  river  just  below  the  lower  pier- 
head, to  pass  her  stem  rope  ashore,  so  that  it  might  be  mode 
fast,  and  with  that  rope  over  her  port  quarter,  to  haul  on  it  so 
as  to  swing  round  with  the  tide  and  le  in  a  position  to  enter 
the  dock. 

By  a  second  (and  as  it  was  found,  improper)  order,  the  lock 
foreman  ordered  four  bargep,  outside  which  the  ketch  had 
been  lying,  to  pass  their  stem  ropes  ashore,  and  swing  in  the 
game  way,  with  the  result  that  the  ketch,  being  unable  to 
check  herself  by  the  foiward  rope  which  had  been  fast  to  the 
outermost  of  the  four  barges,  swung  too  rapidly,  and,  being 
caught  by  the  wind  on  her  port  bow,  came  into  contact  with 
the  stem  of  the  William  Adamson,  the  bowsprit  of  the  ketch 
damaging  the  wheel  of  the  steamer. 

The  plaintiffs  commenced  an  action  in  the  City  of  London 


Court  against  the  owners  of  the  Mystery  to  reoover  the  damage 
sustained,  and  the  London  and  India  Docks  Company  were 
subsequently  added  as  second  defendants.  The  learned  judge, 
who  was  assisted  by  nautical  assessors,  gave  judgment  against 
both  defendants,  on  the  ground  of  the  improper  order  of  the 
official  of  the  dock  company,  and  the  absence  of  any  statutory 
exemption  relieving  the  owners  of  the  ketch  from  liability  for 
the  tort  committed. 

On  appeal : — 

The  Coubt  (Sir  F.  H.  Jeune  P.  and  Grorell  Barnes  J.,  ftssisted 
by  two  of  the  Elder  Bretlirea  c  f  the  Trinity  House)  held  that 
the  second  defendants  (the  dock  company)  were  alone  liable 
for  the  damage  sustained  by  the  plaintiffs'  vessel,  on  the 
ground  that  the  lock  foreman  was  a  deputy  or  assistant  of  the  I 
dock-master  within  the  meaning  of  rule  2  of  the  company's  i 
by-laws,  whose  orders  those  in  charge  of  the  ketch  wore  bound 
—under  the  provisions  of  the  Harbour  Docks  and  Piers  Clauses 
Act— to  obey,  and  that  the  relationship  of  master  and  servant 
did  not  exist  between  the  dock  official  and  the  other  defendants, 
the  owners  of  the  ketch,  so  as  to  render  them  responsible  for 
his  negligent  order. 

The  Couet  farther  held— following  The  River  Ixijan,  (1888) 
6  Asp.  M.  L.  C.  281— that  the  plaintiffs  acted  reasonably  in 
joining  both  parties  as  defendants,  and  that,  as  the  defendant 
dock  company  threw  the  blame  on  the  other  defendants,  but 
were  themselves  alone  to  blame,  the  plaintiffs'  costs  ai^ainnt 
both  defendants,  and  the  costs  of  the  owners  of  the  ketch, 
in  the  Court  below  and  on  appeal,  must  fall  on  the  dock, 
company. 

Scruiton,  K,C,,  and  Dawson  Miller,  for  the  appellants  (defeu- 
dants),  the  owners  of  the  ketch  Mystery. 

Pickford,  K.C.,  and  Bucknill,  for  the  appellants  (deftndant5)ii 
the  London  and  India  Docks  Company. 

Aspinall,  K,C,,  and  Balloch,  for  the  respondents  (plaintiffs)^-^ 
the  owners  of  the  William  AdaiMon, 

Solicitors:  Clarkson,  Greenwell  <fc  Co.;  Tamer,  Son  A  Foley i 
Charles  E.  Harvey.  T.  L.  M. 
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NOTICE  TO  80IaICITOB8. 


WUk  Ae  view  ofintming  Ae  grMUit  posrible  accuraey  and 
ng^idi^  in  ike  varunu  pMiocUiom  connected  wiih  the  Law 
Bkpobtb,  ike  ChuncU  wiU  be  obliged^  if  the  Solieitan  to  whom 
appUeation  ii  made  hy  any  Beporter  cicHng  for  the  Council 
wQl  oi  soon  0$  poseiUe  after  a^lication  furnish  &e  necessary 
Papers^  together  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
fMmes  of  the  various  Solicitcrs  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
Mflw  timSf  the  OouncU  thankfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
Aeji  hue  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fsmm  m  furnishing  Ae  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
nports. 
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Batdbdat,  March  15. 

Ford  &  Co.  V.  Bembrose  &  Sons^  Limited.    Appeal  from  Kenaedy  and 
Phillimore  JJ.    Part  heard. 

TuBSDAT,  March  18. 

Sidebottom  ▼.  Uooton  Park  Club,  LUnited.    Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    DU- 

missed. 
Ford  &  Go.  y.  Bemibrose  A  Soni,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Kennedy  and 

Phillimore  JJ.    Allowed. 
Frangopul  &  Co.  y.  Lomas  A  Co.    Appeal  from  Kennedy  J.    Part 

heard. 

Wedmbsdat,  Maroh  19. 

In  re  Trade  Mark  '*  Uneedi,"  No.  221,73a      Appeal  ^m  Cosens- 

Hardy  J.    DiBmissed. 
Smitfi  ▼.  Kerr.    Appeal  from  Oozena-Uardy  J.    Cur.  adv.  vult. 

THUBflDAY,  Maroh  20. 

Smitft  V.  Kerr,    Appeal  from  Gozens-Uardy  J.    DiamiBaed. 
Frangopttlo  A  Co.  y.  Lom%s  A  Co.    Appeal  from  Kennedy  J.  Allowed. 
NiehoUe  y.  Parker  and  Anotlier.    Appeal  from  Wright  J.    Allowed. 
Wallenberg  y.  Payne.    Appeal  from  Bigham  J.    Diamiflsed. 
Noftii  Queentland  Insurance  Company,  Limited  y.  Rhenish  Weetphalian 

Lloyd  Marine  Insurance  Company^  Limited.  Appeal  from  Bigham  J. 

Part  heard. 
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OOUBT  OF  APPEAL. 


BicoRD  ov  Business. 


OOUBT  L 

Thubbdat,  Maroh  13. 
toot  y.  ^ewart  A  Co.    Appeal  from  Phillimore  J.    Dismiosed. 

Fbidat,  Maroh  14. 

Mft  WalM  and  Liverpool  Steam  Ship  Company,  Limited  y.  H.  A  C. 

Grayton,  Limited.    Appeal  i^om  BnokniU  J.    Allowed. 
^mionary  and  General   Securities  Company,  Limited  y.   Gillon. 

Appeal  from  Channell  J.    DiBmiBsed. 
y.  Cook.    Appeal  from  Channell  and  Darling  JJ.    DiBmisBed. 

No.  10.— 1903. 


OOUBT  IL 

Fbidat,  March  14. 

W.  Montgomery  A  Co.  y.  Indemnity  Mutual  Marine  Ineurance  Company 

Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Cur.  adv.  vult. 
Mayor  of  Blackburn  y.  tkinderscn  and  Others.  Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 

Part  heard. 

Satubdat,  Maroh  15. 

Jfayof  of  BladAum  y.  Sanderwn  and  Others.  Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 
Part  heard. 

MoHDAT,  Biaroh  17. 

Mayor  of  Blackburn  y.  Sanderson  and  Others,  Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 

Allowed. 
In  re  National  Company  for  the  Dietribulion  of  Electricity  by  Secondary 

Generators,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Wright  J.    DiamiBBed. 
Inre  H.  HoUand,  junr,     Gregg  y.  Holland.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J. 

Part  heard. 

TuBSDAT,  March  18. 

In  re  H.  Holland,  junr.    Greyg  y.  Holland.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J. 
Part  heard. 

Wbdnbbi>at,  Maroh  19. 

Saunders  y.  Great  Western  Raiheay.    Appeal  from  Swinfen  Kady  J. 

BtandB  oyer. 
In  re  Hill.    Hill  y.  Hill.    Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.   Part  heard. 

THOBdDAT,  Maroh  20. 

In  re  Haslam  and  Evan*.    Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.    DismiBsed. 
In  re  HiU.  HiU  y.  HiU.  Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.  Cur.  adv,  vult. 
Attorney-General  of  Duchy  of  Lancaster  v.  Cliamber  Colliery  Company. 
Appeal  from  Y.-G.  of  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster.  Part  heard. 

.         f ^ 

During  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  Thb  Wikxlt  NorrmwiU  bepubluhed 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thnrsday.  AU  cases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  be  reported  in  full  in  Thb  Law  Bbfobtb. 

Digitized  by  V^OOQ IC 


60 


TME  W^feLY  NOffiS. 


[March  22,  ld02. 


Ibouse  ot  Xotbs* 


March  13. 
Fbtxb  AiTD  Others,  Apps.;  Ewabt  and  Othebs,  Bbbps. 

Lease — Lessor  and  lessee — Limited  com^ny — Re-entry  oti  liquida- 
tion— Solvent  company — Voluntary  liquidation — Public-house — 
Forfeiiurefor  bankruptcy — Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property 
Act,  1881  (44  &  46  Vict,  c,  41),  s.  2,  sub-s.  xv. ;  s.  14,  sub-s.  6. 
Appeal  from  the  Court  of  Appeal,  [1901]  1  Ch.  499. 
Fryer,  the  underlessee  of  the  pablic-hon^e,  having  withdrawn 
from  the  appeal, 

Warmington,  K,C,,  and  J,  D,  Davenport,  for  the  other 
appellants,  the  lessee  company. 

Neville,  K.C,  Bolls  Warrington,  KC,  and  Methold,  for  the 
respondents,  were  not  heard. 

Thb  House  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.G ,  and  Lords  Macnaghten, 
Dayey,  Brampton,  Eobertson,  and  Lindley)  held,  approving  on 
this  point  Horsey  Estate,  Limited  v.  Steiger,  [1899]  2  Q.  B.  79,  that 
the  proviso  in  the  lease  for  re-entry  if  the  lessee  company  should 
enter  into  liquidation  whether  compulsory  or  voluntary  was 
"a  condition  for  forfeiture  on  the  bankruptcy  of  the  lessee" 
within  sect  14,  sub-sect  6,  of  the  Conveyancing  and  Law  of 
Property  Act,  1881,  although  the  company  was  solvent  and  the 
liquidation  was  for  the  purpose  of  amalgamation  only. 

The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  on  this  point  affirmed. 
The  premises  being  a  public^house,  the  application  of  sect  2, 
subHsect.  2,  of  the  Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property  Act, 
1892,  to  the  case  was  excluded  by  sub-sect.  3. 

Solicitors:  Bompas,  Bischoff,  Dodgson,  Coxe  <fc  Bompas;  Bolton 
&  Co.  J.  M.  M. 


Supreme  Court  ot  5ubfcature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A. 


Skene  v.  Cook. 


March  14. 


to  the  plaintiff  the  benefit  of  the  contract  for  redemption  of  the 
land  tax.  No  yearly  sum  having  been  paid  by  way  of  interest 
on  the  money  paid  for  redemption  of  the  land  tax  since  1879, 
the  plaintiff  sued  the  defendant,  to  whom  in  1885  the  lease  of 
the  premises  had  been  assigned,  :n  the  county  court  to  recovor 
9/.  as  an  annual  payment  due  the  Ist  of  January,  1900,  under 
sect  123  of  the  before-mentioned  Act,  by  way  of  interest  on  Hhe 
amount  paid  for  redemption  of  the  land  tax.  The  county  court 
judge  held  that  the  plaintiff's  claim  was  barred  by  lapse  of 
time. 

The  Divisional  Court,  on  appeal  from  the  county  court,  held 
that  the  yearly  sum  payable  under  sect.  123  of  the  Land  Tax 
Redemption  Act,  1802,  by  way  of  interest  on  the  sum  paid  as 
the  consideration  for  the  redemption  of  land  -tax,  was  ''rent" 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Beal  Property  Limitation  Act,  187i 
s.  1,  and  therefore  the  claim  of  the  plaintiff  was  barred  by  that 
Act  Consequently  they  affirmed  the  judgment  of  the  coonty 
court  judge. 

Martelli,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Warrington,  K.C.,  and  Duka,  for  the  defendant 

The  Coubt  (Collins  M.R.,  Bomer  L.J.,  and  Mathew  L.J.) 
held  that  the  case  came  either  within  sect  1  of  the  Beal 
Property  Limitation  Act,  1874,  or  within  sect  8  of  that  Ad 
They  therefore  dismissed  the  appeal. 

Solicitor  for  the  plaintiff:  T.  Parsons. 

Solicitors  for  the  defendant:  Bayley,  Adams,  Hawker  &  iVo6/^ 

E.L 


Jjimitations,  Statute  of — Land  tax — Bedemption — Anntial  sum 
payable  by  way  of  interest — Charge  on  premises — Ijand  Tax 
Beilemption  Ad,  1802  (42  Geo.  3,  c.  116),  ss.  123, 125--Beal 
Property  Limitation  Act,  1874  (37  <fe  38  Vict.  c.  57),  ss.  1,  8. 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  a  Divisional  Court  (Channell 
and  Bucknill  JJ.),  reported  [1901]  2  K.  B.  7. 

The  lessee  of  premises  in  1874,  redeemed  the  land  tax  thereon 
under  the  La^d  Tax  Bedemption  Act,  1802,  which  by  sect  123 
provides  that,  where  any  person  having  an  estate  (other  than 
an  estate  of  inheritance)  in  any  lands,  tenements,  or  heredita- 
ments shall  l^deem  the  land  i&x  charged  thereon,  such  lands, 
tenements,  or  hereditaments  shall  be  chargeable  for  his  benefit 
with  the  amount  of  the  moneys  paid  as  the  consideration  for 
the  redemption  of  such  land  tax,  and  with  the  payment  of  a 
yearly  sum  of  money  by  way  of  interest  thereon,  equal  in 
amount  to  the  land  tax  redeemed.    In  1879  the  lessee  assigned 


Ibtgb  Court  ot  Justice^ 

OHANOEBY   DIVISION. 


Wright  J. 


Mansh  10. 


Li  re  Wallis. 
Ex  parte  Jbmks. 

Bankruptcy — Chose  in  action — Mortgage — Notice — PriorUiu* 

In  March,  1901,  one  Wallis  deposited  a  policy  of  assnranoe 
on  his  own  life  with  his  wife  as  security  for  money  then 
advanced  by  her  to  him.  No  notice  of  this  equitable  mortgage 
was  given  to  the  assurance  company.  In  October,  1901,  Wallis 
was  adjudicated  bankrupt,  and  Jenks  was  appointed  the  trustee 
in  bankruptcy.  Jenks  gave  notice  of  the  bankruptcy  to  the 
assurance  company,  and  now  claimed  a  declaration  that  bj 
virtue  of  the  notice  he  was  entitled  to  the  policy  as  part  of  the 
property  of  the  bankrupt  in  priority  to  the  wife's  mortgage. 

Eve,  K.C.,  and  B,  Nevill,  for  the  trustee. 

Beed,  K.O.,  and  F.  Mellor,  for  the  mortgagee. 

Wbiqht  J.  said  it  was  clear  that  before  the  bankruptcy  the 
wife  had  a  good  equitable  title  to  the  policy  as  an  inoom- 
brancer  for  value.  Under  the  bankruptcy  law  the  policy  no 
doubt  vested  in  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy  as  part  of  the  prth 
perty  of  the  bankrupt,  but  subject  to  all  equities  existing  a^ 
the  commencement  of  the  bankruptcy.  The  trustee  was  onJjj 
a  statutory  assignee,  and  could  not  deprive  the  wife  of  her  righll 
as  an  equitable  mortgagee  by  the  notice  he  had  given  to  W\ 
assurance  company. 

Solicitors :  Pietse  <fe  Co. ;  Wood  <fc  Woottofi.  H.  L.  F. 
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WUk  ike  vim  o/mmrimg  Ae  greaieti  pomUe  aemn»cjf  and 
rqwdj^  im  ike  variome  pMimUom  eomneeUd  wUk  ike  Law 
BMNKO^ike  Oatmea  wmhetAUged^if  Ike  SoUeUan  to  tekom 
appiiooiitm  ie  wuide  if  onjf  Biporiet  meting  for  ike  Oouneil 
M  a»  eoom  aepoeeiUe  after  appUeaium  ftenUek  ike  neeeeearg 
Pepen^  togeiker  wUk  ang  infonutiiom  in  tkeir  power  aeioike 
MiMf  of  Ae  varioue  SoUdtore  engaged  in  ike  eaee.  At  ike 
MM  time^  ike  Oonneil  ikankfnttg  aeknawledge  ike  aemtanee 
(Atfy  have  already  received  from  eo  wumg  membere  of  ike  Pro- 
fmrnm  in  frnmieking  ike  papere  required  to  prepare  aeonrate 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL 


BeCOBD  07  BUSIKKSS. 


OOXTBT  I. 

Batixbdat,  March  22. 

Properly  JCxchange^  Limited  v.  Board  of  WorJu  for  Wandsworth  Dis- 
trict, now  Mayor,  dec,  of  the  Borough  of  Wandsworth,  Appeal 
trom  the  Lord  Chief  Jn^ioo  and  Lawronce  J.    DiamiaBed. 

In  re  an  Arbitration  between '  Cowley  &  Co,  and  ThomcLS  Morrison, 
Appeal  from  Kennedy  and  Phillimoro  J  J.    FUrt  heard. 

Monday,  March  24. 

AlcoU  V.  EUerton  and  Others,    Appeal  from  Baoknill  J.    Varied. 
Comity  Oouneil  of  Middlesex  v.  London  United  Tramufays  Company, 

Limited^  and  the  Acton  Urban  District  Cbunoil.    Appeal  from 

BookniUJ.    Allowed. 
NetCe  ▼.  Lady  Gordoi  Lennox,    Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Justice. 

Part  heard. 


COURT  XL 

Satubdat,  March  22. 

/»  re  London  and  Northern  Bank,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Wright  J. 

Settled. 
Whiibread  A  Co.  ?.  Wait,    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Dismissed. 

MoVDAT,  March  24. 

Jn   re    Tntde   Marks   **Va'sogen^   and  "  FowZtiw."     Appeal    from 

DaokleyJ.    Allowed. 
Jn  re  Mexborough,    Savile  ▼.  Mexb^mgh,    Appeal  from  Farwell  J. 

Allowed. 
In  re  Holland,    Gregg'  v.  HoUand,    Appeal  ftom  Farwell  J.    Part 

heard. 


During  the  siUings  of  the  Courts  Tmi  Webelt  Nomsio^a  bepublished 
on  Saturday,  and  wiU  generaUy  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  cases  of  permanent 
interest  note4  therein  will  be  reported  in  fuU  Im  The  Law  Befobts. 


Supteme  Court  of  Jubicatute. 

OOUBT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A.  March  13. 

Habbubg  India  Bubbeb  Comb  Company  v,  Martin. 

Guarantee — Indemnity — Verbal  promise  "to  answer  for  the  dM 
of  another  "-^Statute  of  Frauds  (29  Car,  %  c,  3),  s,  i. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Mathew  J. 

The  plaintiflfe,  a  foreign  company,  were  judgment  creditors  of 
a  syndicate^  in  which  the  defendant  held  a  large  number  of 
shares,  and  of  which  he  was  a  director.  The  plaintiffs  had 
lodged  a  writ  of  fi,  fa,  with  the  sheriff  to  enforce  their  judg- 
ment. The  defoDdiant  then  had  an  interview  with  a  Mr. 
Winter,  the  plaintiffs'  agent  in  London,  and  represented  to  him 
that,  if  the  plaintiffs  would  forbear  to  levy  execution,  the  sji- 
dicato  would  probably  ba  able  to  pay  the  debt,  and  he  offeztd 
that,  if  the  plaintiffs  would  do  this,  be  would  indorse  two  bilU 
of  exchange,  payable  respectively  at  three  and  six  months,  each 
for  half  the  amount  of  the  debt  On  the  defendant's  verbal 
promise  to  do  this  the  plaintiffs  withdrew  the  writ  The 
action  was  brought  for  breach  of  the  defendant's  agreemeni 
The  defence  was  that  the  agreement  was  *'  to  answer  for  tho 
debt  of  another,"  and  that,  by  sect.  4  of  the  Statute  of  Frsnd^i 
as  the  agreement  was  not  in  writing,  the  action  could  not  be 
maintained.  On  behalf  of  tho  plaintiffs  it  was  contended  tiiat 
tho  agreement  was  not  a  guarantee  of  the  debt  of  the  syndicate, 
but  an  original  contract  of  indemnity,  and  that  tho  defendant's 
main  object  in  making  the  promise  was  to  secure  his  ovn 
interest  as  a  shareholder  in  the  syndicate,  the  payment  of  tlioii 
debt  being  merely  incidental.  Mathew  J.  adopted  this  view, 
and  gave  judgment  for  the  plaintiffs. 

The  defendant  appealed. 

English  Harrison,  K.C,  and  Colam,  for  the  defendant. 

C,  A,  Russell,  K.a,  and  W.  Wills,  for  the  plaintiffo. 

Ths  Coubt  CVaughan  William^,  Stirling,  and  Ck>zen6-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal. 

Yauohah  Williams  L.  J.  was  of  opinion  that  the  oontnct 
was  plainly  to  make  the  defendant  answerable  for  the  debt  of 
another.  The  case  did  not  fall  within  any  of  the  exceptions 
from  scc^.  4  which  had  been  establiahed  by  decided  cases.  This  ^ 
contract  was  clearly  a  personal  guarantee  by  the  defendant  that 
he  would  pay  the  debt  of  the  syndicate,  if  they  did  not,  and  not 
a  new  and  original  promise  to  keep  the  plaintiffs  indemnified. 
It  was  a  contract  of  guarantee,  not  of  iademnity.  The  distinc- 
tion was  clearly  pointed  out  by  Davey  L.J.  in  Guild  &  Co,  y. 
Conrad,  [1894]  2  Q.  B.  886,  at  p.  896.  Nor  could  it  be  said  that 
there  was  a  larger  contract  to  which  the  promise  to  pay  the 
debt  of  the  syndicate  was  merely  incidental  From  the  evidence 
it  was  clear  that  the  defendant's  object  in  giving  the  promiae 
was  to  obtain  the  forbearance  of  the  plaintiffiB.  That  was  tho 
whole  contract.  The  defendant's  motive  in  making  the  pron  is) 
might  have  been  his  own  large  interest  in  the  syndicate,  but 
his  object  was  to  obtain  the  plaintiffs'  forbearance.  The  case 
fell  within  sect.  4,  and  the  defendant  was  entitled  to  judgment. 

Stiblimo  L.J.  and  Gozins-Habdt  L.J.  concurred. 

Solicitors:  West,  King,  Adams  &  Co,;  Sharpe,  Parkers  A  Co. 

W.  L.  C. 
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C.A. 


March  17. 


Matob  or  Blaokbubn  v,  Sakdsbson. 


0.  A. 


In  re  Haslam  &  Himt  Eyaks. 


March  20. 


CorportUion—Boads — Paving  expenses,  Recovery  of— Frontager — 
Noiice^Summary  proceedings — Action  in  High  Court — Limita'' 
Hon  of  proceedings  to  six  months. 

The  action  was  to  recover  from  the  defendants  their  appor- 
tioned share  of  the  expenses  of  paving  a  certain  road  in  Black- 
barn  descrihed  in  the  plaintiffs'  notices  as  a  ''  back  road"  only 
(a  deflnition  used  in  the  plaintiffs'  local  Act),  situate  behind 
some  honses  of  which  the  defendants  were  the  owners.  The 
work  had  been  done,  and  the  action  was  brought  under  the 
Blackbnm  Improvement  Act,  1882.  The  defence  to  the  action 
TO,  first,  that  the  notices  were  misleading,  as  containing  an 
iosDlBcient  description  of  the  road;  and,  secondly,  that  the 
IttocjeediDgs  were  out  of  time,  not  having  been  commenced 
within  Piz  months  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  the  notice 
demanding  payment.  This  latter  question  turned  on  the  oon- 
sfamction  of  sect.  232  of  the  local  Act,  which  provided  that  all 
expenses  recoverable  under  the  Act  might  be  recovered  in  a 
rammaiy  manner  (in  which  case  it  was  admitted  by  the 
plaintiffs  that  the  period  of  limitation  was  six  months,  under 
sect  U  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1848),  "  or,  if  the 
corporation  think  fit,  in  the  snperior  Courts,  or  any  Court  of 
competent  jurisdiction.'*  The  plaintiffs  contended  that,  in  the 
latter  case,  the  six  months'  limitation  had  no  application 
Mathew  J.  held  that  proper  notices  had  been  given,  and  that 
therefore  that  ground  of  defence  failed.  But  as  to  the  neoond 
point  he  held,  on  the  authority  of  Tottenham  Local  Board  v. 
^u?c/f,  (1876)  1  Ex.  D.  514,  and  Vestry  of  Hammersmith  v. 
Lowcnfdd,  [1896]  2  Q.  B.  278,  that  the  six  months'  limitation 
for  takitg  proceedings  applied,  not  only  to  summary  pro- 
ceedings, but  also  to  actions  in  the  High  Court.  The  defence 
sneeeediog  on  that  point,  judgment  was  given  for  the  defen- 
dants, with  costs. 
The  defendants  appealed. 

Macmorran,  K,C.,  Danckwerts,  K,C,,  and  TT.  Mackenzie,  for 
the  plaintiffs. 
C.  A,  Russell,  K^C,  and  8,  O,  Lushington,  for  the  defendants. 
The  Coubt  ^aughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
LJJ.)  agreed  with  Mathew  J.  on  the  first  point  On  the 
second  point  their  Lordships  held  that  there  was  no  good 
reason  for  holding,  on  sect.  282,  especially  when  read  with 
other  sections  of  tbe  Act,  that  the  limitation  of  six  months 
mast  apply  to  the  alternative  proceedings  in  the  High  Court. 
Aa  to  the  Tottenham  Case,  that  was  plainly  distinguishable,  that 
case  being  dependent  upon  special  circumstances.  As  to  the 
Vatry  of  Eammersmith  V.  Lowenfeld,  not  only  did  that  case 
differ  from  the  present,  there  being  no  section  in  the  present 
case  similar  to  the  t ection  in  that  case— sect.  117  of  the  Public 
Health  (London)  Act,  1891 — but  the  decision  in  that  case  could 
not  be  supported  and  ought  not  to  be  followed  by  this  Court, 
although  Mathew  J.  himself  was  bound  by  it  to  decide  the 
ptesent  case  as  he  had  dona  The  appeal  must  be  allowed, 
^th  costs. 

Solicitors:  Robbins,  Billing  &  Co.,  for  K,  l\r,  Blackburn; 
^<W€r,  CiMofti  <fc  Bower,  for  Ainsworth,  Sanderson  dt  Howson, 
Blackburn.  G,  I.  P.  0. 


Solicitor  and  client — Commission — Surcharge — TaxcUion — Agree- 
ment in  writing — Solicitors*  Remuneration  Act,  1881  (44  <fe  45 
Vict.  c.  44),  s,  8. 

Appeal  frcHE  a  decision  of  Eekewich  J.  upon  a  summons  to 
review  taxation. 

In  January,  1899,  Haslam,  a  solicitor,  received  from  Elliot, 
the  owner  of  a  patent,  a  oonomiBBion  note,  by  which  Elliot 
agreed,  in  the  event  of  Haslam  introducing  a  purchaser  whose 
terms  Elliot  might  accept,  to  pay  Haslam  the  sum  of  250/.  out 
of  a  pnrohase  price  of  3750/.,  800/.  out  of  a  purchase  price  of 
4000/.,  and  an  additional  100/.  for  every  1000/.  additional 
purchase  price  beyond  4000/.  Haslam  introduced  the  patent  to 
the  notice  of  a  Mr.  Ohlson,  for  whom  Hash&m  and  his  partner 
Evans  had  been  acting  as  solicitors  in  several  other  matters* 
This  oammiflsion  note  was  handed  to  Ohlson,  and  remained  in 
his  possession  some  days  previonsly  to  the  contract  for  the 
purchase  of  the  patent  by  him  being  entered  into.  The 
tolidtom  explained  to  Ohlson  that  they  were  not  quite  satisfied 
with  this  note;  but  upon  Ohlson  pramising  to  allow  them  a 
reasonable  commission,  in  case  they  were  unable  to  obtain  any 
under  the  original  note,  the  solicitors  agreed  not  to  try  and 
obtain  a  more  satisfactory  note  from  Elliot  The  purchase  of 
the  patent  was  carried  out  for  8000/.,  and  the  solicitors,  with 
Ohlson's  knowledge^  subsequently  recovered  payment  of  210/. 
from  the  vendor  for  conunission.  After  this  Ohlson  died,  and 
subsequently  to  his  death  the  solicitors  delivered  a  bill  of  costs 
to  his  executors,  who  procured  an  order  for  its  taxation.  It 
appeared  from  the  bill  of  costs  that  the  solicitors  received  the 
instructions  of  Ohlson  to  try  and  negotiate  with  Elliot  for  a 
reduction  of  the  price.  The  taxing  master  held  that  the 
solicitors  were  liable  to  account  for  the  sum  of  210/.,  as  received 
by  them  on  behalf  of  Ohlson.  Objections  to  the  allowance  of 
this  surcharge  were  carried  in,  which  were,  however,  disallowed 
by  the  taxing  master  on  the  giound  that  the  solicitors  were  not 
entitled  to  obtain  this  sum  at  the  expense  of  their  client, 
unless  they  had  an  agreement  in  writing  to  that  effect  Eeke- 
wich J.  held  that  the  sum  in  question  was  a  commission 
received  by  the  solicitors  with  the  consent  of  their  client,  and 
remitted  the  bill  to  the  taxing  master  with  an  intimation  that 
die  surcharge  ought  not  to  be  allowed.  Ohlson's  executors 
appealed. 

T.  L.  Wilkinson,  for  the  appellants. 
.  J.  B,  MatJiews,  for  the  respondents,  the  trolicitors. 

Thb  Coubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal  without  costs. 

Yaughan  Williams  L.J.  said  the  claim  on  Elliot  for  com- 
mission ought  never  to  have  been  made;  but  he  did  not  see  how 
the  Court  could  order  money  to  be  paid  by  the  solicitors  to 
Ohlson's  executors  which  the  solicitors  had  wrongfully  obtained, 
to  the  knowledge  of  Ohlson,  from  Elliot;  further,  that  the 
executors  of  Ohlson  were  not  entitled  to  treat  the  210/.  paid  by 
Elliot  to  the  solicitors  as  money  received  to  Ohkon's  use,  or  in 
any  way  to  surcharge  them ;  there  was  no  ground  for  saying 
that  this  210/.  was  a  secret  profit;  the  case,  therefore,  did  not 
fall  within  O'Brien  v.  Lems,  (1863)  82  L.  J.  (Ch.)  569. 

Stibliko  L.J.  was  also  of  opinion  that  the  rule  applied  in 
O'Brien  v.  Leuns  did  not  govern  this  case,  for  the  commission 
was  paid,  not  by  the  client,  but  by  the  vendor,  as  remuneration 
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for  seryioes  rendered  to  him.    In  O'Brien  v.  LttoU  the  promise 
of  additional  remuneration  appeared  to  have  been  Tolnnteered 
by  the  client^  and  Lord  Westbury  said  that  the  eolicitors  ought 
to  have  said  tiiat  they  could  accept  no  such  thing,  and  that  it 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  solicitors  not  to  accept  such  a 
piomise.    Still  more  was  it  the  duty  of  the  solicitors  in  the 
present  case  to  abstain  from  making  such  a  bargain  as  they  did. 
It  was  true  the  bargain  had  not  been  enforced,  and,  in  the 
events  which  happened,  came  to  nothing ;  but  the  fact  of  its 
existence  afforded  some  eyidence  that  the  solicitors  and  their 
client  were  not  dealing  at  arm's  length  and  on  an  equal 
footing:  in  such  circumstances  the  remedy  of  the  client  was, 
not  to  recover  the  amount  of  the  commission  paid  to  the 
soUcitors  by  the  vendor,  but  to  set  aside  the  transaction 
between  hii^lf  and  the  solicitors ;  that  relief  could  not,  how- 
ever, be  given  in  the  present  proceedings.    His  Lordship  said 
he  considered  it  his  duty  to  express  his  great  regret  that  the 
solicitors  should  have  made  a  bargain  which  was  not  merely 
improper  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  but  which  placed  them  in  a 
position  in  which  it  was  scarcely  possible  for  them  to  ftilfil  the 
duties  which  they  had  undertaken  to  both  vendor  and  purchaser 
of  the  patent. 
Solicitors :  Oreenop  A  Bon ;  ffculam  dt  Hier  Evans. 

W.  0.  D. 


0.  A.  Whitbbbai)  &  Co.  v.  Watt.  March  22 

Vendor  and  purchaaei^-CotUraci  for  purchase  of  land—Paymmt 

of  dqtosit— Option  to  purchaser  to  rescind  in  given  event— 

Besciaeion — Lien  for  deposit. 

Appeal  by  the  defendant  from  the  decision  of  Farwell  J., 
[1901]  1  Ch.  9n. 

Brinton,  for  the  defendant. 

Hon,  Frank  Buasell,  for  the  plaintiff^ 

Thjb  Coubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Haidy 
L. JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal,  expressing  their  approval  of  the 
judgment  delivered  by  Farwell  J. 

Solicitors:  H.  P.  Spottiswoode ;  Martineau  &  Beid. 

W.  L.  0. 


1)fab  Court  of  Justice^ 

OHANOEBT  DIVISION. 


Kekewich  J.  March  18. 

GbOUND  BeMT  DsyBLOPMUIT  COMPAHT,  LiMITMD  V.  WbST. 

Land  transfer — Begistration — Conditions  annexed  to  title — 
Building  restrictions— Modification— Consent  of  parties  taking 
with  notice—^'  Persons  principally  interested  "-—Land  ISransfer 
Act,  1876  (88.ife  39  Vict,  c.  87),  s.  84r-Zand  Transfer  Act,  1897 
(60  «fe  61  Vict,  c  66),  s.  18,  Sched.  I. 

This  was  an  application  under  sect  8i  of  the  Land  Transfer 
Act,  1876,  as  amended  by  the  Land  Transfer  Act,  1897,  for  the 
modification  of  certain  restrictions  or  conditions  regis'.ered 
against  the  title  of  the  plaintiff  company  to  a  building  estate 
at  Enfield.  In  1899  the  defendants,  being  the  owners  of  a  large 
estate  at  Enfield,  sold  the  greater  part  of  it  to  the  plaintiff 


company.  The  land  was  registered  at  the  Land  Begistry  with 
an  absolute  title,  and  was  transferred  to  the  plaintiff  compmy 
by  an  instrument  of  transfer,  upon  which  a  land  certificate  wu 
issued  to  the  company.  Upon  the  treaty  for  the  purchase  by 
the  company,  the  defendants,  in  view  ci  the  fact  that  they  wen 
retaining  a  part  of  the  estate,  insusted  upon  the  oonditions  now 
in  question  being  placed  upon  the  register.  These  conditions 
related  to  the  frontage,  the  area,  and  the  value  of  the  houseB 
to  be  built  upon  the  purchased  land.  It  was  now  desired  to 
modify  these  conditions  so  as  to  reduce  the  minimum  froniige 
from  17  feet  to  16  feet,  the  minimum  area  from  160  to  100 
square  yards,  and  the  minimum  value  firom  2602.  to  200/.  It 
was  stated  in  an  affidavit  filed  by  the  pUuntiffo*  sc^citor  that 
this  modification  would  be  beneficial  to  the  estate,  haiiog 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  neighbourhood  was  largely  inhabited 
by  the  working  classes,  because  it  was  found  that  the  houfles 
with  the  larger  frontages  were  inhabited  by  two  families,  and 
it  was  anticipated  that  if  the  size  and  value  of  the  houses  were 
reduced,  one  £unily  only  would  inhabit  each  house,  and  thus  a 
better  class  of  tenants  would  be  secured. 

The  defendants  did  not  oppose  the  application,  and  consents 
had  been  given  or  promised  by  all  the  piurties  interested,  some 
of  whom  had  joined  in  the  application,  except  by  the  purchasers 
from  the  plaintiff  company  of  three  outlying  plots.  Their  con- 
sent had  not  been  applied  for,  but  it  was  not  expected  that 
they  would  raise  any  objection. 

Warrington,  K.C.,  and  B.  J.  Parker,  for  the  pUdntilb. 
Leigh  Clare,  for  the  defendants. 

ExnwiOH  J.  said  that  by  sect  Si  of  the  Act  of  1876  the 
modification  could  only  be  made  upon  proof  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Ck>urt  that  it  would  be  beneficial  to  the  persons  prind- 
pally  interested  in  the  enforcement  of  the  condition.  In  oon- 
struing  this  provision  he  thought  that,  if  the  parties  interested 
being  competent  to  consent  appeared  by  counsel  and  consented 
to  the  proposed  modification,  it  was  unnecessary  for  the  Court 
to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  that  consent,  or  to  insist  upon 
proof  that  that  which  they  testified  by  their  consent  to  be  bene- 
ficial to  them  was  in  fact  beneficial  to  theuL  If  they  did  not 
oonsent,  then  the  Court  had  to  be  satisfied  that  the  modification 
was  in  fiict  benefidaL  Although  he  was  inclined  to  adopt  the 
plain tiffy  view,  others  might  hold  different  views,  and  upon 
this  application  he  could  not  go  into  their  views  if  they  were 
entitled  to  object  Then  who  were  entitled  to  object?  The 
»ns  ''principally  interested."  He  could  not  understand 
what  was  meant  by  "principally  interested,"  and  for  the 
present  purpose  it  was  not  necessary  to  define  those  words 
exactly.  He  thought  that  all  those  who  took  with  notice  of 
the  conditions  were  persons  "principally  interested,"  and  he 
declined  to  draw  any  distinction  between  thenL  The  order 
would  only  be  made  upon  the  consent  being  obtained  of  such 
of  the  persons  referred  to  by  the  plaintiffs  as  had  not  already 
consented. 
Solicitors:  Thorneycroft  di  WUIU,  H.  B.  H. 


Kekewich  J.  In  re  Babmitt's  Trusts.  March  18. 

Bona  vacantia — Bight  of  Crown — Fund  in  this  country  belonging 

to  deceased  person  domiciled  in  Austria. 

A  fund  in  court  devolved  under  a  will  upon  the  deaths  of 
annuitants  on  a  damidled  Austrian  who  was  of  illegitimate 
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Uiih  and  who  died  in  Ansisia  a  bachelor  in  1888.  The  fond 
not  htmng  been  dealt  with  for  fifteen  yeans  the  solicitor  to  the 
Irawazy.on  behalf  of  the  Oiovn,  took  ont  administxation  to  the 
dfioeased,  and  presented  a  petition  for  transfer  of  the  fund  to 
the  down  as  bona  vaciHUia.  The  Anstrian  Goyemment,  repre- 
sented by  the  Ansiiian  Minister  of  Finance,  claimed  to  be 
Qotitted.  By  the  Genend  Oiyil  Oode  for  all  the  German  here- 
ditiiy  prorinces  of  the  Anstrian  monarchy  it  was  proTided  that 
IB  defitnlt  of  xelatiyes  or  sponse  "  the  succession  is  confiscated 
M  heirless  property  either  by  the  JUcub  or  by  those  persons 
who  acoording  to  the  political  ordinances  are  justified  in  con- 
flfoating  heirless  estates." 

Sir  B.  B.  Finlay,  A.'G.,  Sir  E.  Canon,  JS.-G.,  and  B.  J. 
Parker,  for  the  Grown,  submitted  that  the  rule  "  MobUia 
ftiMuniur  penonam"  had  no  application  to  the  case,  which  was 
not  one  of  suooesdon  at  all,  it  being  clear  that  by  Austrian  as 
wll  as  by  English  hiw  the  goods  of  the  "  heirless"  person 
were  treated  as  bona  vacantia. 
Warrington,  K.C.,  and  Adams,  for  the  Austrian  Qoyemment, 

I  CQotended  that  the  rule  "  MobHia  tep^untur  personam  "  applied, 
and  that  the  succession  was  regulated  by  the  Austrian  Oode 
Qoder  which,  in  the  eyent,  the  succession  deyolyed  on  the 

:  /km. 

I      T.  T.  Methold,  for  the  (^cial  solicitor. 

!     ^o^ertocw,  for  the  representatiye  of  the  testator. 

I  ^  KnwwiOH  J.  held  that  the  Grown  was  entitled.    The  maxim 

I  "MMia  eequuniur  personam'*  applied  to  a  case  of  distribution, 

I  Ivat  the  Court  was  dealing  here  with  a  case  where  there  was  no 
dtttnbntion  at  all,  and  no  persona  to  be  followed.  In  a  case 
nioh  as  the  present  the  Grown  took  the  prcyperty  as  bona 
««»«<«i,  ».e.,  property  at  laxge  and  claimed  by  no  one;  the 
<^nnni  did  not  claim  it  by  succession  at  all,  but  because  there 
JM  no  succession.  In  this  respect  there  appeared  to  be  no 
oifcience  between  the  kw  of  Austria  and  that  of  England.  It 
might  he  that  in  a  case  hereafter  where  there  was  a  conflict 
oetwten  the  laws  of  two  countries  a  more  difficult  question 
jDight  haye  to  be  dedded  on  grounds  of  international  law;  but 
mthe  present  case  it  was  clear  that  there  was  no  scope  for  the 
application  of  the  doctrine  contended  f<Mr  on  behalf  of  the 
Anstrian  Goyenunent. 

SolidtorB:  Botioitor  to  the  Treasury;  Tatham  <fe  Lousada;  The 
QJWoi  Solicitor;  Francis  Fearon.  G.  G.  M.  D. 


for  taxation  of  the  bill.    The  costs  of  this  application  were 
reseryed. 

The  taxing  master  struck  out  of  the  bill  an  item  of  117/.  is.  id. 
charged  for  probate  duty,  leaying  101/.  Is.  5d.,  and  he  then 
taxed  o£f  242.  lis.  lOd,,  which  was  more  than  one-sixth  of  the 
bill  as  reduced.  The  solicitors  objected  to  the  disallowance  of 
the  probate  duty  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a  disbursement, 
and  was  properly  paid  by  them  in  the  ordinary  course  of  their 
duty.  The  master  oyerruled  the  objection,  and  stated  in  answer 
to  it  that  estate  duty,  not  probate  duty,  was  payable  on  Mrs. 
Boss'  estate,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with  as  a  cash  item, 
and  not  inserted  in  the  bill ;  and  he  urged  that  the  decision  in 
In  re  Lamb,  (1889)  23  Q.  B.  D.  5,  to  the  etSfici  that  probate 
duty  should  be  included  in  the  bill,  had  gone  too  far,  or  that 
at  least  it  ought  not  to  be  extended  so  as  to  coyer  estate  duty. 

T.  K  Bees'  representatiyes  took  out  a  summons  for  an  orider 
that  the  solicitors  should  pay  to  them  the  2^.  17«.  lOd.,  and 
also  should  pay  the  reseryed  costs  of  the  application  for 
taxation  and  of  the  present  summons;  but  the  first  part  of 
this  summons  was  abandoned.  It  was  stated  that  the  solicitors 
had  repaid  the  2i/.  lis,  lOd.  to  Mrs.  Bees'  executors. 
Norton,  K.C.,  and  A.  P.  Foley,  for  the  solicitors. 
Levett,  K.C,  and  Eon.  T.  H.  Watson,  for  T.  K  Boss' 
representatiyes. 

Btbni  J.  said  that  he  should  follow  the  decision  in  In  re 
Lamb.  There  was  no  distinction  in  principle  between  probate 
duty  and  estate  duty.  Under  sect.  6,  sub-sect.  2,  of  the 
Finance  Act,  1894,  the  estate  duty  which  the  executors  must 
pay  appeared  to  be  a  stamp  duty  collected  in  respect  of  that 
property  on  which  duty  must  be  paid  before  probate  was 
granted.  It  was  a  payment  necessary  to  obtain  probate,  and 
fell  exactly  within  the  analogy  of  the  old  probate  duty.  The 
summons  must  be  allowed. 

On  the  second  summons  his  Lordship  said  that  he  had  made 
inquiries,  and  had  ascertained  that  there  was  no  general  rule 
that  the  costs  of  special  applications  for  taxation  followed  the 
result  of  the  taxation;  but  in  the  present  case  he  held  that  the 
reseryed  costs  of  the  application  for  taxation  and  the  costs  of 
the  second  summons  ought  to  follow  the  result  of  the  taxation, 
and  be  paid  by  T.  E.  Boas'  representatiyes. 

Solicitors:  Kingdon,  Wilson  A  WM;  Colly er-Brisiow,  Hilh 
Curtis  ^  Dods.  H.  G.  B. 


^yn»J.  March  11, 16, 19. 

In  re  EiHGDOH  &  Wilson,  Solicitors. 

Pndiee-~Costs — Solicitor  and  client— -TaaxUionr— Disbursement— 
S^Me  daty^Finanoe  Act,  1894  (67  <fe  68  Vict.  e.  30), «.  6,  suh-s. 
^-Applioation  by  third  parties— Solicitors  Act,  1843  (6  dt  7 
''w*.c.78),w.88,39. 

Summons  by  solicitors  for  a  reyiew  of  the  taxation  of  their 
bill  of  costs. 

Mn.  Boss,  who  died  in  1899,  by  her  will  appointed  executors 
»nd  trastees  and  bequeathed  the  residue  of  her  estate  to  them 
m  trust  for  T.  K  Boss.  The  executors,  to  obtain  probate  of  the 
^ill  and  realize  the  estate,  employed  Messrs.  Kingdon  &  Wilson, 
^ho  completed  the  work  and  deliTcred  a  bill  of  costs  amounting 
*JJ1K.  5«;9d.,  which  was  paid  by  the  executors.  T.  K.  Boss 
w,  and  his  representatiyes  took  out  a  summons  under  sects. 
«  and  89  (rf  the  Solieiton  Act,  1843,  and^obtained  an  order. 


Fabiebb  V.  Pitt. 


March  20. 


Byrne  J. 

Mortgage— Legal  mortgage — Subsequent  equitable  mortgage  of 
different  property  to  the  same  mortgagee— Agreement  to  execute 
legal  mortgage  as  the  mortgagee  may  require — Clause  excluding 
sect.  17  of  the  Conveyancing  Act,  1881  (44  dt  46  Vict.  c.  41)— 
Consolidation — Bedemption. 

Mrs.  Fanner  mortgaged  freeholds  belonging  to  her  to  F.  T. 
Pitt  by  a  deed  which  contained  no  proyision  excluding  the 
operation  of  sect.  17  of  the  Conyeyancing  Act,  1881,  which  does 
away  with  consolidation  of  mortgages.  She  subsequently  made 
an  equitable  mortgage  of  other  property  to  the  same  mortgagee, 
and  signed  a  memorandum  whereby  she  agreed  at  any  time 
during  the  continuance  of  the  security  to  execute  a  legal 
mortgage  "with  such  powers  and  proyisions  and  in  such  form 
as  the  said  F.  T.  Pitt  may  require  for  further  securing  the  said 
principal  moneys  and  interest." 
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Mrs.  Farmer  desired  to  pay  off  the  first  mortgage,  and 
tendered  the  principal  and  interest  due  thereon ;  but  F.  T.  Pitt, 
declin^  to  give  up  the  deeds  or  execute  a  reconyeyance  •  and  he 
(Maimed  to  have  executed  by  Mrs.  Farmer  a  legal  mortgage  of 
the  property  comprised  in  the  equitable  mortgage,  and  that 
that  mortgage  should  contain  a  clause  expressly  providing  that 
sect.  17  should  not  apply  to  it,  his  object  being  to  consolidate 
the  mortgages  so  that  Mrs.  Farmer  should  not  be  able  to  pay 
off  one  without  tlie  other.  Mrs.  Farmer  took  out  a  summons 
for  redemption  and  reconveyance  of  the  property  comprised  in 
the  first  mortgage. 

Levett,  K.C.,  and  A,  Underhill,  for  the  summons. 

Bowden,  K.C,  and  MarielU,  for  the  mortgagee. 

Btbnb  J.  said  that  it  had  been  contended  that  the  effect  of 
the  covenant  in  the  memorandum  was  to  make  the  mortgagee 
master  of  what  powers  and  provisions  were  to  be  inserted  in 
the  legal  mortgage,  although  it  was  admitted  that  they  must 
be  reasonable.  The  true  meaning  of  such  agreements  was  ex- 
plained in  Whitley  v.  Challis,  [1892]  1  Oh.  64,  where  it  was 
stated  that  they  were  not  intended  to  enlarge  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  security.  That  was  a  different  case  from  the 
present,  but  the  same  principle  a|^lied.  A  right  of  consolida- 
tion gave  the  mortgagee,  in  the  event  of  redemption,  a  control 
over  property  not  included  in  his  security,  and  the  covenant  in 
the  memorandum  did  not  enable  the  mortgagee  to  insist  on  the 
insertion  of  a  clause  permitting  consolidation.  Further,  the 
practice  of  conveyancers  seemed  to  be  not  to  insert  as  a  common 
form  in  mortgages  a  clause  excluding  the  operation  of  sect.  17. 
The  summons  must  be  allowed. 

Solicitors:  RowcUffes  &  Co.,  for  J.  F,  Addisoti,  Walsall; 
i?.  ff,  Bmtley,  for  S.  Ward,  Dudley.  H.  C.  B. 


Byrne  J. 


Walter  v.  Ashton. 


March  20. 


was;  a  shadowy  probabiliiy  of  actions  being  btovigfat  enougfa. 
His  Lordship  having  coma  to  the  conolwon  that  the  defendant 
had,  as  a  fact,  held  out  the  proprietors  of  The  Times  as  eithor 
being  principals  or  responsibly  connected  with  him,  was  also 
of  opinion  that  there  was  such  reasonable  probability  of  Tht 
Times  being  exposed  to  litigation,  and  possibly  being  made 
responsible,  had  they  not  taken  steps  to  disoonnect  tlieix  nanw 
from  the  advertisements  and  circulars  that  were  issued  by  the 
defendant,  that  the  case  was  within  the  authority  of  Btmth  v. 
Webster,  (1847)  10  Beav.  561,  and  that  an  interim  iajnnctioii 
ought  to  be  granted  restraining  the  defendant  from  in  any  vay 
representing  that  the  cycles  offered  by  him  for  sale  were  in 
feet  offered  for  sale  by  the  proprietors  of  The  Times  newspaper, 
or  that  he  was  carrying  on  business  as  a  department  of  Tht 
Times,  or  in  any  way  holding  out  The  Times  to  be  the  owners  of 
his  business. 
Solicitors :  Soames,  Edwardes  &  Jones ;  B(xte  S  Co. 

W.  C.  D. 


If^funetion—  Unauthorized  vse  of  name — Holding  out  cu  partner — 
Beasonahle  probability  of  risk  and  liabUUy. 

This  was  an  application  for  an  interim  injunoidon  to  restrain 
the  defendant  from  advertising  his  "Times "cycles  in  such  a 
way  as  to  suggest,  or  represent,  that  be  was  carrying  on 
business  as  a  department  of  or  in  connection  with  The  Times 
newf paper.  Having  regard  to  the  circulars,  advertisements, 
and  general  conduct  of  the  business  carried  on  by  the  defen- 
dant, the  Court  came  to  the  conclusion  upon  the  evidence  that 
the  defendant  intended  to  induce  people  to  think  that  the 
proprietors  of  The  Times  newspaper  were  either  the  vendors, 
for  whom  the  defendant  acted  as  manager  of  this  department, 
or  that  they  were  partners,  or  in  some  way  pecuniarily,  and 
with  responsibility,  connected  with  the  sale  of  the  defendant's 
cyclcf,  and  the  question  was  whether,  on  these  facts,  the 
plain',  ffd  were  entitled  to  an  injunction, 

Levett,  K.C,  and  MacSvnnney,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Norton,  K,C,,  and  E,  Ford,  for  the  defendant. 

Btbnb  J.  said  that  to  entitle  the  plaintiffs  to  an  interlocutory 
injunction  they  had  to  establish,  first,  that  the  defendant  had 
represented  the  plaintiffs  as  his  principals  or  partners,  or,  at 
least,  as  responsibly  connected  with  his  venture ;  and,  secondly, 
that  there  was  tangible  probability  of  injury  to  the  property  of 
the  plaintiffs  in  consequence  of  such  representations.  Mere 
annoyance  was  not  enough,  nor  libel  not  being  trade  libel;  nor 


Farwell  J.  Match  18. 

FnroHLVT  Elbotbio  Light  Ck>MPANT  v.  Fikohley  Ubbak 

DiStBIOT  COUNOIL. 

Local  government — Street — Urban  authority — Turnpike  trustees- 
Road  originally  conveyed  in  fee — Overhead  wires — Public  Health 
Act,  1875  (88  <fc  39  Vict.  c.  65),  «.  Ud—Turnpike  Roads  Btgu- 
lotion  Act,  1822  (3  Geo.  4,  c.  126). 

The  plainti£fo  were  a  limited  company  incorporated  under 
the  Companies  Acts  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  electric  ligbt 
in  the  district  of  Finohley.  They  had  carried  a  wire,  intended 
to  support  an  electric  cable,  over  Begent's  Park  Boad,  a  high- 
way within  the  defendants'  district,  at  a  height  of  thirty-foor 
feet  The  defendants  cut  the  wire,  and  the  plaintifb  bronght 
this  action  to  restrain  them.  The  defendants  claimed  that  they 
were  owners  in  fee  simple  of  the  soil  of  Begenf  s  Park  Boad, 
and  the  only  question  at  the  trial  was  whether  the  fee  was 
vested  in  them.  The  road  had  been  originally  made  under  t 
local  Turnpike  Act.  A  part  of  its  site,  at  the  point  where  the 
wire  crossed  it,  was  glebe  land,  and  had,  in  1828,  been  conToyed 
by  the  rector  of  the  parish  to  the  turnpike  trustees  in  fee 
simple.  This  conveyance  was  made  under  the  Turnpike  Beads 
Begulation  Act,  1822,  which  empowered  the  trustees  to  pur- 
chase, and  limited  owners  to  convey,  any  lands,  tenements, 
hereditaments,  and  premises  which  the  trustees  should  deem 
necessary  to  purchase  for  the  purpose  of  "  widening,  diverting, 
altering,  and  improving  any  such  road."  The  turnpike  trust 
came  to  an  end  in  1872,  and  the  road  thereupon  became  a  main 
road  repairable  by  the  inhabitants.  The  district  of  Finchl^ 
was  made  an  urban  sanitary  district  in  1878,  and  the  road 
then  vested  in  the  defendants'  predecessors  in  title  under 
sect.  149  of  the  Public  Health  Act.  The  defendants  had  duly 
given  notice  under  the  Local  Government  Act,  1888,  to  retain 
the  powers  and  duties  of  maintaining  and  repairing  the  road, 
and  it  had  not,  therefore,  vested  in  the  county  council  as  a 
main  road  under  that  Act. 

Jenkins,  KG,,  and  Buckmaster,  for  the  plaintiffe,  contended 
that  the  case  of  Mayor,  <fec  of  Tunbridge  Wdls  v.  Baird,  [1896] 
A.  C  434,  and  similar  cases  applied,  and  that  only  the  street 
as  there  defined,  «.e.,  only  the  surface,  and  so  much  aboTe  and 
below  it  as  was  necessary  to  enable  the  council  to  perform 
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their  dntieB,  was  vesied  in  the  <lef6ndant8,  not  the  fee  simple 
lad  the  space  wgue  ad  cesium. 

Ufjohn,  K.0,9  and  Lyitkton  Chubb,  for  the  defendants,  con- 
tended  that  eyerything  which  was  conyeyed  to  the  turnpike 
trnslees  was  vested  in  the  defendants. 

Fabwbll  J.  said  that  as  the  result  of  all  the  cases  the  best 
definitioQ  of  what  passed  to  the  local  authority  tuider  sect.  149 
of  the  Pablio  HeiJth  Act  was  ''  so  much  as  is  necessary  to 
enable  them  to  do  their  duties  under  that  Act."  In  this  case 
the  whole  fee  was  oonveyed  to  the  turnpike  trustees  under 
powers  which  only  enabled  them  to  acquire  what  they  deemed 
neeessary  for  the  purposes  of  the  road.  No  Oourf;  could  now 
saj  that  the  fee  so  couToyed  to  them  was  not  necessary.  He 
was  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  all  which  passed  to  the  turnpike 
troBiees  was  Tested  in  the  defendants,  and  they  were  entitled 
to  prevent  the  plaintiff  company  carrying  wires  across  the  road. 
He  thought  the  conyeyanee  to  the  turnpike  trustees  distin- 
guished this  case  from  all  the  cases  cited,  and  pointed  out  that 
tho  reasoning  on  which  those  cases  rested  was  that  the  Court 
Toold  not  construe  the  Act  so  as  to  take  anything  away  from 
the  owners  without  compensation ;  but  in  this  case  the  whole 
fee  had  been  paid  for. 

Solicitors:  Bmham  &  Meyer;  A.  M.  M.  Forbes. 

J.  B.  B. 


Buckley  J.  March  11. 

FLiTCHsn  v.  Lanoashibk  akd  Toakshibb  Bailwat. 
BaUioay  company — Mines  under   and  adjoining  candle-Mine- 

ovmer  stopped  from  working  mines  toithin  prescribed  distance — 

Isiemt  en  compensation  moneys. 

The  defendant  company  was  the  owner  of  a  canal,  and  the 
I^tilGs  were  the  owners  of  mines  under  the  canal  and  the 
■djacent  land.  Under  the  proyisions  of  a  private  Act  passed  in 
1^2,  when  the  workings  of  a  mine-owner  in  the  position  of  the 
plaintiffs  approached  within  a  prescribed  distance  of  the  canal 
he  was  to  giye  a  two  months'  notice  to  the  company  of  his 
mtantion  to  proceed  with  the  work,  and  within  the  two  joionths 
vas  not  to  continue  working  within  the  prescribed  distance- 
If  the  company  considered  that  the  further  working  was  likely 
to  damage  the  canal,  and  was  willing  to  purchase  and  make 
oompengation  for  the  seam,  it  could  give  a  counter-notice  to 
that  effect,  and  then  the  seam  was  not  to  be  wrought  or  gotten, 
hot  was  to  be  purchased  and  paid  for  by  the  company,  the 
•moimt,  if  not  agreed  upon,  being  settled  by  arbitration. 

The  mine-owner's  notice  haying  been  given,  the  company's 
ooonter-notice  was  giyen  on  the  19th  of  November,  1892. 
After  some  abortive  attempts  at  agreement,  an  arbitrator  was 
ippoiated  in  November,  1897.  It  Was  subsequently  agreed 
^t  a31  questions  between  the  parties  should  be  left  to  the 
arhttntor,  and  that  his  decision  should  be  accepted  without 
diqmte,  except  that  on  the  question  of  interest  on  the  amount 
^nmd  due  for  purchase-money  and  compensation  either  party 
might  obtain  the  deeision  of  a  Court  of  law. 

The  arlntrator  awardel  16,665^.  for  purchase-money  and 
oognpensatioD,  on  the  footing  of  tiie  plaintiffs'  seam  having 
heen  purchased  on  the  19th  of  November,  1892,  and  that 
i&texest  at  4  per  cent  on  the  amount  should  be  calculated  from 
that  date  until  the  date  of  payment. 

The  oompany  paid  the  compensation  money,  but  disputed 
thedaim  to  interest,  and  in  the  present  action  tiie  judge  held 


that  the  only  question  open  for  decision  was  with  reference  to 
the  interest. 

The  phuntiffs  ^ifere  the  executors  of  the  mine-owner  who  had 
grven  notice. 

Astbury,  K.C.,  and  0,  Leigh  Clare,  for  the  plaintiffe, 

LiUkr,  K.C.,  H.  TerreU,  K.C.,  and  A.  M.  L.  Langdon,  for 
the  defendant  company. 

Booklet  J.  said  that  from  the  time  wh^n  the  mine-owner 
gaye  his  notice  he  was  precluded  from  enjoying  his  property  in 
the  only  way  in  which  an  underground  seam  could  be  enjoyed 
by  him— namely,  by  working  it.  The  suspension  of  the  right 
to  work  was  continued  by  the  company's  countei^nofeice,  and 
after  the  receipt  of  that,  the  seam  could  not  be  wrought  or 
gotten,  but  was  to  be  purchased  by  the  company.  The  mine- 
owner  then  ceased  to  enjoy,  and  the  company  had  to  pay  eom« 
pensation.  The  principle  laid  down  in  Birch  v.  Joy^  (1851) 
3  H.  L.  G.  565,  was  that  when  as  between  yendor  and  pur* 
chaser  the  latter  had  become  entitled  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
thing  purchased  there  was  a  correlative  right  in  the  yendor  to 
have  interest  on  bis  purchase-money.  The  company's  mode  of 
enjoying  the  seam  was  by  retaining  it  and  using  it  by  way  of 
support.  From  the  19th  of  November,  1892,  the  company  had 
so  enjoyed  the  seam,  and  had  deprived  the  mine-owners  of  their 
enjoyment  of  it  in  their  way.  From  that  date  the  company 
had  been  in  possession,  80  far  as  there  could  be  possession  of  a 
subterranean  seam.  From  the  same  date  the  company  had 
continued  to  enjoy  the  purchase-money.  Since  the  counter- 
notice  the  vendors  had  not  had  the  enjoyment  of  either  the 
6eam  or  the  purchase-money.  His  Lordship  distinguished 
Caledonian  BaUway  v.  Carmichad,  (1870)  2  H.  L.  go.  66,  and 
held  that  on  equitable  principles  the  plahitiffs  were  entitled  to 
interest  from  the  19th  of  November,  1892. 

Solicitors :  Bowdiffes,  Bawle  db  Co,,  for  Feace  db  Ellis,  Wigan ; 
Woodcock,  Byland  &  Parker,  for  Moorhouse,  Manchester. 

F.  E. 


Buckley  J.  McCHiiANn  v.  Gtlbs  (No.  2).  March  12. 

Practice — Breach  of  trufit — Joint  and  several  liability — Action 
against  one  trustee  only — Application  hy  Kim  for  joinder  of 
other  trustee  as  co-defendant — Bules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1888, 
Order  XVL,  r.  11. 

'  ^e  plantiff  was  the  sole  beneficiary  under  a  settlement 
executed  in  Ireland,  and  all  of  the  parties  to  which  were  resident 
in  Ireland,  and  he  allied  that  the  trustees  of  the  settlement, 
Walter  Gyles  and  John  Gronyn,  both  of  whom  were  resident 
in  Ireland,  had  committed  a  breach  of  trust  by  making  an 
improper  investment,  whereby  the  trust  fund  had  been  lost. 
Gronyn  had  died  in  1877,  and  Garoline  E.  Gronyn,  who  lived  in 
Dublin,  was  his  executrix.  In  1901  Gyles,  who  then  happened 
to  be  in  England,  was  served  with  the  writ  of  summons  in  the 
present  aotion,  in  which  the  plaintiff  sought  to  make  him  liable 
for  the  breach  of  trust.  Gyles  obtained  leaye  to  issue  a  third 
party  notice  against  G.  K  ChK>nyn  (claiming  contribution  from 
her  as  the  executrix  of  John  Cbconyn  to  the  extent  of  one-half 
of  anything  recovered  in  the  action  on  the  ground  that  John 
Gronyn,  as  one  of  the  settlement  trustees,  was  equally  liable 
with  Gyles  for  the  breach  of  trust)  and  to  serve  the  notice 
out  of  the  jurisdiction.  G.  E.  Gonyn  was  served,  and  applied 
to  have  the  notice  set  aside  and  the  order  discharged.    This 
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application  failed^  but  the  Ckrart  of  ApgM  disohaiged  both  the 
notice  and  the  order  for  serrioe  "without  prejudice  to  any 
application  which  the  defendant  may  make  for  the  purpose  of 
adding  the  appellant  as  defendant":  McCheane  t.  Oyles,  [1902] 
1  Oh.  287. 

AusUn-CartmeU,  for  Gyles,  applied  for  an  order  that  G.  E. 
Cronyn  might  be  added  as  a  defendant,  and  that  the  trial 
might  be  stayed  for  twenty-eight  days  after  her  appearance. 

DougloB,  for  the  plaintiff,  opposed  the  application. 

BuoKLKT  J.  said  that  against  the  wish  of  the  plaintiff  he 
could  not  make  the  order.  There  were  cases  in  which  a  person 
might  be  added  as  a  defendant  against  the  wish  of  the  plaintiff, 
Tiz.,  where  the  plaintiff  professed  to  be  suing  as  representing  a 
class,  and  one  of  the  class  objected  that  the  plaintiff  did  not 
represent  him,  and  asked  to  be  joined  as  a  defendant:  see 
Wihon  T.  Cfhurch,  (1878)  9  Oh.  D.  562.  The  case  of  Mantffomery 
y.  Foy,  Morgan  A  Co.,  [1895]  2  Q.  B.  321,  was,  if  anything,  an 
authority  against  the  applicant  There  was,  in  fact,  no 
authority  for  the  proposition  that  if  two  persons  were  under  a 
joint  and  seyeral  liability,  and  the  person  to  whom  they  were 
liable  elected  to  sue  one  of  them,  the  one  sued  was  entitled  to 
haye  the  other  one  brought  in  fbr  the  purpose  of  making  him 
contribute.  Moreoyer,  it  was  obyious  that  if  0.  E.  Oronyn  was 
joined  as  a  defendant,  and  the  plaintiff  did  not  make  any  alle- 
gati<m  against  her,  she  might  ask  to  be  dismissed  firom  the 
action.  Another  ground  for  refusing  to  make  the  order,  eyen 
if  there  was  power  to  make  it,  was  that  the  writ  was  issued  in 
March,  1901,  the  statement  of  claim  was  deliyered  in  May,  and 
the  defence  in  August,  and  the  order  ought  not  to  be  made  in 
an  action  when  it  was  ready  to  be  set  down  for  trial  in  order 
that  it  might  be  set  down  against  0.  E.  Oronyn  also.  The 
application  must  be  dismissed  with  costs  to  the  ^aintiff  in  any 
eyent. 

Solicitors :  Bireham  dc  Co. ;  Atkimon  A  Dresser,  F.  K 


Buckley  J. 


In  re  SsTON-SmTH. 
BuBNAND  V.  Waits. 


March  12. 


Will—ConstrucHon — Oift  of  "  Furniture  and  other  personal 
effectM:* 

The  testator,  who  kept  the  Boebuck  Hotel,  Tilehurst,  died  on 
the  11th  of  May,  1901,  and  his  will,  dated  as  of  the  preyious 
day,  contained  the  following  bequest:  "1  bequeath  all  the 
fiirniture  and  other  effects  belonging  to  me,  and  which  at  the 
date  of  my  death  are  at  the  Boebuck  Hotel  aforesaid,  to 
Qerirude  Alexandra  Waite,  who  is  now  residing  at  the  said 
hoteL**  He  gaye  his  residuary  personal  estate  upon  trusts  in 
fayour  of  Joan  Ohard  and  Ethel  Ohard.  Testator  had  no  lease 
of  the  hotel,  but  was  <mly  tenant  thereof.  In  the  hotel  were 
furniture  and  effects  used  independently  of  the  business  of  the 
hotel ;  trade  or  tenant's  fixtures  and  trade  implements ;  and 
linen,  plate,  glass,  china,  and  other  effidcts  used  in  connection 
with  the  hotel  business.  Waite  acted  as  manageress  of  the 
hotel,  without  salary  but  on  the  terms  of  recdying  a  share  of 
the  profits. 

The  trustees  of  the  will  took  out  an  originating  summons  fbr 
the  determination  of  the  question  whether  (a)  the  trade  or 
tenant's  fixtures  and  trade  implements,  (b)  the  fdmiture  and 


personal  effects  not  connected  with  the  hotel  business,  (c)ihe 
linen,  plate,  glass,  china,  and  other  effects  used  in  connectioQ 
with  the  business,  passed  to  G.  A.  Waite  or  under  the  reddnii; 
gift 

Oeorge  Lawrence,  for  the  trustees. 

W.  Jf,  Cann,  for  G.  A.  Waite. 

Christopher  James,  for  the  reaidaary  legatees. 

BuoKLST  J.  said  that  G.  A.  Waite  was  not  entitled  to  the 
fixtures.  These  belonged  to  the  testator,  but  it  was  improbable 
that  he  intended  to  giye  G.  A.  Waite  the  right  to  take  down 
roller-blinds,  gas-fittings,  and  things  of  that  kind.  It  made  no 
difforence  that  the  testator  had  only  a  short  tenancy  of  the 
hotel  In  Finney  y.  €hice,  (1878)  10  Oh.  D.  18,  Jessel  MJL 
held  that  a  bequest  of  "  household  furniture  "  did  not  pass  the 
tenant's  fixtures  in  a  leasehold  house  occupied  by  the  teststnr. 
In  the  present  case  neither  the  trade  nor  the  tenants  fixtnreB 
passed  to  G.  A.  Waite.  There  was  furniture  in  the  hotel,  some 
of  which  was  use  i  by  the  testator,  some  by  Waite,  and  soma  by 
the  yisitors  to  the  hotel.  There  were  also  linen,  ohina,  pbtei 
and  other  effects.  The  residuary  legatees  contended  that  the 
only  things  that  passed  to  Waite  were  the  things  which  be- 
longed to  the  testator  in  the  sense  that  they  were  used  bj  him 
personally,  and  not  merely  in  the  hotel  business.  Bat  that  wm 
not  so.  The  things  passed  whether  they  were  used  for  trade 
purposes  or  not.  His  Lordship  referred  on  this  point  to  sod 
distinguished  Pratt  v.  Jackson,  (1725)  2  P.  Wnos.  303,  revened 
on  appeal,  (1726)  1  Bro.  P.  0.  222;  2/d  Farrant  y.  Spencer, 
(1748)  1  Yes.  Sen.  96 ;  and  Manning  y.  Furcell,  (1853)  7  De  G.  M. 
&  G.  55,  and  held  that  what  passed  to  Waite  consisted  of  the 
furniture,  lines,  plate,  china,  glass,  and  other  effects  bekmg;i]ig 
to  the  testator  at  the  time  of  his  death,  and  which  were  then  ti 
the  hotel,  whether  the  same  were  used  in  the  trade  or  not,  bot 
not  tenant's  or  trade  fixtures. 

Solicitors:  Morris  dk  Bristow;  Qribble  dh  Co.,  for  C.  E.  HewUi, 
Beading.  F.  £. 


Joyce  J. 


Easton  v.  Isted. 


March  19, 20,31. 


Ancient  lights— Prescription  Act,  1882  (2  <fe  8  WHL  4,  c  71), 
f.  8 — Consent  or  agreement  cu  to  "  windotos  overlooking"'' 
BhylighU 

In  1878  the  plaintiff  erected  upon  his  property  adjoiniDg  tbt 
of  the  defendant  a  oonseryatory  with  a  sloping  glazed  roof,  the 
lower  edge  of  which  was  in  a  line  with  the  boundary  between 
the  two  properties.  The  side  of  the  oonseryatory  abutting  on 
the  defendant's  premises  was  glazed,  and  portions  of  it  were 
hung  on  hinges  from  the  top  and  made  to  open  outwards  oTor 
the  defendant's  property.  The  plaintiff  signed  an  agreexnent  to 
pay  It.  a  year  "  as  an  acknowledgm^t  for  allowing  the  windows 
in  my  oonseryatory  adjoining  to  open  on  to  and  oyeriook"  the 
defendant's  property,  and  also  to  close  the  same  when  w^vaA 
to  do  sa  The  annual  payments  under  the  i^gieement  weie 
made  down  to  1888,  when  the  side  of  the  conserratory  was 
bricked  up,  leaying  l^e  glazed  roof  in  its  original  position  sod 
forming  a  sl^light  to  what  thus  became  a  corridor  in  the 
plaintiff's  premises.  In  1901  the  defendant  built  a  wall  on  hie 
boundary  and  carried  it  aboye  the  plaintiff's  skylight  bo  as  to 
obstruct  the  access  of  light  thereto.  The  plaintiff  alleged  that 
his  skylight  was  an  ancient  light,  and  that  the  free  and  tin- 
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obstmotod  aooeas  of  light  thereto  had  been  enjoyed  as  of  right 
for  twenty  years  and  npwards  prior  to  action  Inronght 

The  defendant  contended  that  the  right  to  the  access  of  light 
to  the  skylight  had  been  enjoyed  by  consent  or  agreement  in 
writing.  The  question  was  whether  the  skylight  was  a 
''window*  within  the  terms  of  the  agreement 

Bughes,  K.C.,  and  Coldridge,  for  the  plainti£f. 

JTmyon  Farker,  for  the  defendant 

JoTon  J.  said  that  the  agreement  applied  to  the  sloping 
skylight  as  mnch  as  to  the  glazed  side  of  the  conservatory. 
A  window  was  not  the  less  a  window  because  it  was  not  capable 
of  being  opened,  nor  because  it  was  not  fixed  in  a  yertical 
plana.  Inasmuch  as  the  8]i;ylight  received  light  over  the 
defendant's  property,  it  overlooked  that  proper^  in  the  sense 
in  which  that  term  was  used  in  the  agreement  Consequently 
the  right  to  the  access  of  light  to  the  skylight  had  been  eiyoyed 
1^  oQosent  or  agreement  in  writing  within  sect  8  of  the 
FreKripUon  Act,  2  &  8  WiU.  i,  c.  71,  and  the  plaintiTs  action 
Ailed. 

SolieitorB:  James,  Mdlcr  A  Coleman,  for  Hobb§  A  BruUan, 
Pdrtamouth ;  A.  W.  MUU,  for  CotMtfu  A  Burhidge,  Portsmouth. 

a  A.  S. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  March  14. 

8TA6G  V.  MSDWAT  UfPSB  NaYIGATIOV  Ck^MPAlTT. 

Company  inoorporaUd  hy  statute— Poufer  to  mortgage  under- 
tMnff — Existing  debt — Charge  upon  surplus  lands — Ultra  vires. 

The  defendant  company  was  originally  incorporated  under  a 
slightly  different  name  by  Act  of  Parliament  in  1661  This 
Aot  oontained  no  power  to  borrow  moneys  or  to  mortgage  any 
of  the  company's  property.  The  company  had  borrowed  6000?. 
which  had  been  spent  upon  its  undertaking,  and  had  in  1878 
eBeeuted  a  mortgage  purporting  to  charge  all  its  property  with 
the  repayment  of  this  sum.  In  1892  an  Act  was  passed 
reiocorporating  the  company  under  its  present  name  and  with 
new  powers.  This  Aot  contained  a  provision  that,  notwith- 
standing any  question  as  to  the  legality  of  the  power  of  the  com- 
pany to  borrow  the  moneys  secured  by  the  mortgage  of  1878, 
the  company  should  be  at  liberty  to  repay  the  moneys  so 
secured,  and  for  that  purpose  to  borrow  6000/.  on  mortgage  of 
tlieir  undertaking.  In  exercise  of  this  power  the  company  had 
in  1898  executed  a  mortgage  to  W.  Levett  for  60007.  upon  the 
undertaking  ol  the  company.  It  was  now  proposed  to  transfer 
this  mortgage,  and  a  draft  had  been  prepared  giving  the  trans- 
ferees a  chaige  upon  "  all  the  lands  for  the  time  being  belong- 
ing to  tiie  company  which  in  their  opinion  shall  not  be  required 
for  the  purposes  of  their  undertaking." 

One  ci  the  directors  brought  this  action  to  restrain  the  com- 
pany from  executing  this  mortgage  as  being  ultra  vires,  and 
now  moved  for  an  iiyunction. 

Vernon  Smith,  K.C.,  and  Leeke,  for  the  motion. 

TfistMd,  K.C.,  and  Dunham,  for  the  company. 

Swunriv  Eadt  J.  said  that  this  was  not  a  case  of  fresh 
honowing,  but  of  an  arrangement  with  a  creditor  of  the  com- 
psoy  as  to  an  existing  debt.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
U>t  was  due;  and  the  creditor  could  by  taking  proceedings 
hare  xeoorered  judgment,  and  then  taken  the  surplus  lands  in 
cxecuti<m  under  a  writ  of  elegit:  see  Gardner  t.  London, 
Chatham  and  Dover  Bailway  Company,    Ex  parte  Grissdl,  (1867) 


L.  B.  2  Ch.  385.  Therefore  the  principle  of  Blackmore  y.  Fates, 
(1867)  L.  B.  2  Ex.  225,  applied,  and  the  company  could, 
under  its  general  powers,  anticipate  this  pi-ocess  by  giving  a 
charge  upon  their  surplos  land,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
their  Act  did  not  specially  author'ze  such  a  charge. 

The  motion  was  refused. 

Solioitors:  Bouth,  Stacey  dt  Castle,  for  Stenning,  Knockers  A 
Thompson,  Tonbridge ;  Tarry,  Sherlock  A  King,  J.  B.  B. 


Swinfon  Eady  J.  March  6,  7, 19. 

In  re  HiaHRT  AKD  Bibd's  Oontbaot  AKD  THl 

YmrnoB  ahd  Pubohasie  Aot,  1874. 

Vendor  and  purchaser — Leasehold  house — TUls — Open  contract — 
Breach  of  covenant  to  repair — Production  of  receipt  /or  rent- 
Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property  Act,  1881  (44  <fe  45  Vict, 
c  41),  s.  8,  subs.  4. 

On  the  Ist  of  July,  1901,  an  open  contract  contained  in  letters 
was  entered  into  between  William  Highett  (vendor)  and  Alfred 
John  Bird  (purchaser)  for  the  sale  of  a  leasehdd  house  in 
Dulwich,  held  for  an  unexpired  term  of  about  eighty  years  at 
a  ground-rent  of  7/.  par  annum.  No  time  was  fixed  for  com- 
pletion in  the  contract,  but  the  27th  of  September  was  after- 
wards agreed  on.  On  the  27th  of  September  the  vendor  was 
served  with  a  notice  by  the  London  Oounty  Coundl  under  the 
London  Building  Acts  to  repair  the  house  as  being  a  dangerous 
structure.  This  notice  was  not  complied  with,  and  on  the  Ui 
of  November,  1901,  an  order  was  made  by  the  Lambeth  Police 
Court  requiring  the  owner  or  occupier  to  do  the  work  men- 
tioned in  this  notice  within  fourteen  days  from  the  service  of 
the  order.  This  order  was  served  on  the  vendor  on  the  9th  of 
November,  1901.  This  was  a  summons  taken  out  by  the 
vendor  for  a  dedaxation  that  the  purchaser  was  not  entitled  to 
have  the  expense  of  complying  with  the  order  borne  by  the 
vendor. 

The  Oourt  held  that  the  time  at  which  the  requisitions  had 
all  been  cleared  up,  and  the  purchaser  might  safely  have  taken 
possession,  was  the  6th  of  November,  1901.  A  great  part  of 
the  argument  turned  upon  the  question  whether  the  expense  in 
question  was  an  outgoing  before  or  after  that  date;  but  the 
case  was  decided  upon  another  point 

Eve,  K.C.,  and  E.  Ford,  for  the  vendor. 

Vernon  Smith,  K.C.,  and  Spence,  for  the  purchaser. 

Cur.  adv.  vult. 

March  19.  SwniFXir  Eadt  J.  said  that,  as  the  sale  was  by 
an  open  contract,  the  purchaser  was  entitled  to  proof  that  all 
the  covenants  in  the  lease  had  bean  performed.  Section  8,  sub- 
sect  4,  of  the  Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property  Act,  1881, 
provided  that  on  production  of  the  receipt  for  the  hist 
payment  due  for  rent  before  completion,  the  pnrchaser  is  to 
assume,  unless  the  contrary  appears,  that  all  the  covenants 
have  been  duly  perfonned.  But  in  this  case  the  contrary  did 
clearly  appear.  There  was  no  dispute  that  on  the  6th  of 
November  the  covenant  to  repair  had  been  broken,  and  that  a 
portion  of  the  building  was  so  much  out  of  repair  as  to  be 
dangerous,  and  to  justify  the  action  taken  by  the  county 
coundl.  The  cases  of  Bull  v.  Hutchins,  (1863)  82  Beav.  615, 
and  Lawrie  v.  Lees,  (1881)  7  App.  Oas.  19,  were  distinguishable. 
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because  there  the  contracts  made  production  of  the  receipt 
conclosiye  evidence  that  the  covenants  had  been  performed. 
Solicitors:  J,  Bartlett;  J.  0,  Anthmy.  J.  B.  B. 


March  19. 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 

In  re  HuNLOofs  Sittled  Estates. 
FrrzBoT  v.  Hunloeib. 

Tenant  for  life  and  remainderman — Capital  or  income — Fine  on 
surrender  of  lease. 

Originating  summons. 

The  legal  life  tenant  in  possesdonof  estates  devised  by  will 
in  strict  settlement  granted  a  mining  lease  under  a  power  in 
the  will.  The  lease,  which  was  for  a  term  of  twenty-two  years 
from  the  1st  of  July,  1898,  reserved  a  dead  rent  and  royalties, 
both  of  which  were  to  cease  as  soon  as  the  minerals  were 
worked  out. 

The  lessees  were  entitled  to  determine  the  lease  on  giving 
six  months'  notice  expiring  at  the  end  of  any  half-year  of  the 
term,  paying  the  rent  and  royalties  and  performing  the  cove- 
nants np  to  that  time,  and  also  paying  the  lessor  the  dead  rent 
for  the  whole  residue  of  the  term. 

The  lessees  having  determined  the  lease  on  the  Ist  of  July, 
1901,  and  liaving  paid  the  life  tenant  the  sum  of  1462?.  10s., 
being  the  dead  rent  for  the  current  half-year  and  the  unexpired 
nineteen  years  of  the  term,  this  summons  was  issued  to 
determine  whether  the  life  tenant  was  entitled  to  retain  that 
sum  as  income,'  or  whether  any  part  ought  to  be  paid  to  the 
trustees  of  the  will  as  capital. 

Beaumont,  for  the  trustees. 

Vaugkan  Hawkins,  for  the  life  tenant. 

SwnnrKN  Eadt  J.  held  that  the  ordinary  common  law  rule, 
that  money  paid  to  a  legal  life  tenant  as  the  consideration  fo^ 
accepting  the  surrender  of  a  lease  belongs  to  that  life  tenant, 
applied  to  the  present  case.  The  life  tenant  was  consequently 
entitled  to  retain  the  money. 

Solicitors:  TyUeis  Go.  Or.  B.  A. 


application  was  that  the  petitioner  was  an  undischaxged 
bankrupt. 

The  matter  first  came  before  the  registrar,  who  ordeied  the 
petitioner  to  give  security. 

The  petitioner  appealed. 

Sib  F.  H.  Jbune  P.  dissented  from  the  decision  in  SiMy, 
Smith  and  Folk,  (1882)  7  P.  D.  227,  rescinded  the  registrar's 
order,  directed  that  the  co-respondent  should  pay  the  ooste  of 
the  rehearing  in  Couit,  but  ordered  that  the  costs  in  chambeis 
and  before  the  registrar  should  be  costs  in  the  cause. 

Barnard,  for  the  petitioner. 

J.  H.  Murphy,  for  the  co-respondent. 

Solicitors  for  the  petitioner:  Collyer-Bristow,  HUl,  Curtis  i 
Dods, 

Solicitors  for  the  co-respondent :  Woodcock,  Byland  &  Parker, 

H.  D.  G. 


PROBATE,  DIVOROB,  AND  ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION 


Divorce.  Blaokett  v.  Blaokett  and  Frail.  March  17. 
Costs — Security  for. 
This  was  a  summons,  adjourned  into  Ck)uxt  for  further 
argument,  as  to  the  liability  of  the  petitioner  to  be  ordered  to 
give  security  for  the  costs  of  the  co.re8pondent,against  whom 
damages  were  claimed  in  the  petition.     The  ground  of  the 


Adm. 


The  Dxjkottab  Oastle. 


March  17. 


Satvage—Apportionment—Classijioaiion  of  salvors— Engineentag. 

On  the  24th  of  November,  1901,  in  lat.  10*6  N.  and  long. 
17 '9  W.,  the  Bunic,  belonging  to  the  Ocean  Steam  Navigation 
Company,  Limited,  of  12,482  tons  gross  register,  with  engines 
of  5000  horse-power  actual,  and  149  hands  all  tp)d,  from  Lim- 
pool  to  Australia,  with  a  general  cargo  and  438  passengers, 
fell  in  with  the  Union  Oastle  mail  steamship  Dunottar  CasHe, 
running  between  the  Cape  and  this  country,  disabled  by  the 
breaking  of  her  crank-shafL  The  Bunic  took  the  Duncttar 
CasUe  in  tow,  and^  the  weather  being  fine,  brought  her  by  the 
following  evening  to  Dakar,  on  the  west  ooast  of  Africa,  the 
distance  towed  being  i^  miles,  and  the  speed  maintained 
about  9  knots.  A  sum  of  4600^.  was  agreed  upon  by  waj  of 
salvage  remuneration,  and  au  application  was  now  made  to  the 
Court  to  apportion  that  amount  amongst  the  owners,  master, 
and  crew  of  the  Bunic. 

GoBXLi.  Bashes  J.  held  that^  considering  the  great  value  of 
the  Bunic  (the  ship,  cargo,  and  freight  amounting  to  d06,386LX 
the  delay  of  two  and  a  half  days  during  which  the  passoDgeis 
and  crow  had  to  be  maintained,  and  the  fact  that  the  service 
was  mainly  performed  by  the  steam-power  of  the  vessel,  the 
owners  were  entitled  to  8750/.  (they  paying  the  costs  of  the 
apportionment),  the  master,  upon  whom  a  great  responsibili^ 
rested,  800/.,  and  the  balance,  450/.,  to  be  divided  amon^Bt  the 
crew,  aocordiing  to  their  rating;  but,  following  The  Minnea^if, 
[1902]  P.  80,  the  non-navigating  portion  (surgeon,  purser,  oookB, 
atewards,  and  stewardess)  to  share  as  if  rated  at  one-third  of 
their  actual  rating,  whilst  the  share  of  the  members  of  the 
engineers'  department,  who  were  all  on  double  watdies  during 
the  towage,  ahould  be  increased  so  as  to  reckon  them  as  if  rated 
at  ono^and-a-half  times  their  actual  rating. 

Dawson  Miller,  for  all  parties. 

Solicitors :  Thomas  Cooper  A  Co.  T.  L.  M. 
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NOTICE  TO  SOLICITOBB. 


WtA  ihe  view  ofinmring  the  greatest  poeetble  aecwracy  and 
rapiditif  in  ike  variaue  puhlieatums  connected  trith  the  Law 
BiPORTS,  the  Council  will  he  chliged^  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
afpHeation  is  made  hy  any  Reporter  acting  for  (he  Council 
wUl  as  soon  as  possible  after  appliccUion  furnish  the  necessary 
Pap&rSf  together  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
wmes  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  ease.  At  the 
•ame  time,  the  Council  thankfully  acknowledge  the  assistance 
iksy  kaoe  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fmion  t»  fiumishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 
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I      Mm  to  set  aside  Judgment — Alleged  fraud — Revocation  of  pro- 

!  haUofwill 72 
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COURT  L 

Wednesday,  Marob  26. 

man  Y.  Broume.    Appeal  from  Oozens-Hardy  J.    DismiflBed. 
Murchison  v  Routh.    Appeal  from  Bttcknill  J.    Allowed. 

Tuesday,  April  8. 

Nea^e  y.  Lady  Crordoa  Lennox.    Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Jastioe. 

Allowed. 
Neteell  v.  Pomh.    Appeal  from  Bruce  J.    Allowed. 

Thubsday,  April  10. 

Batten,  Carne  and  Came**  Banking  Company,  Limited  v.  Reed,  Appli- 
cation for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Part  heard. 


COURT  IL 

Fbiday,  Bfarch  21. 

Attorney-General  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  y.  Chamber  Colliery  Com- 
pany, Limited.  Appeal  from  Y.-G.  of  County  Palatine  of  Lan- 
caster.   DismiBied. 

In  re  London  and  Northern  Bank,  Limited.  Appeal  from  Wright  J. 
Part  heard. 

TxTESDAY,  March  25. 

W.  Montgomery  &  Co.''9,  Indemnity  Mutual  Marine,  dc.  Limited. 

Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Dismissed. 
In  re  Holland,  dec.      Gregg  y.  Holland.      Appeal  from  Farwell  J. 

Cur.  adv.  vult. 
In  re  Henry  Lawrence,  dec.    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Dismissed. 

Wednesday,  March  26. 

Birch  y.  Birch.    Appeal  from  Gorell  Barnes  J.    Allowed. 

In  re  Hill.    Hill  y.  HiU.    Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.    Dismissed. 

Hogg  y.  Gray.    Appeal  &om  Kekewioh  J.    Dismissed. 

Tuesday,  April  8. 

Saunders  y.  (Weat  Western  Railway.    Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J. 

Stands  oyer. 
Isadi  Hassan  y.  Abdu  Harari  atul  Others.      Appeal  from  Swinfen 

Eady  J.    Stands  oyer. 
In  re  Thomas  Downs,  dec.     W.  H.  Qillett  y.  R,  H.  Barker.    Appeal 

from  Kekewioh  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  Adam»on.     Leigh  y.  Adamson.     Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J. 

Settled. 

1  Linotype  Company,  Limited  y.  Johnston  Die  Press  Company,  Limited. 
Same  y.  Same. 
Johnston  Die  Press  Company,  Limited  y.  Linotype  Company,  Limited. 
Appeals  from  Buolmili  J.     Dismissed. 

Wednesday,  April  9. 

Great  Central  Railway  Company  y.  North  Eastern  Railioay  Company. 

Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Dismissed. 
Home  y.  Jewell.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Compro^p^ 
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In  re  Khooth,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Wright  J.    DiBmiaeed. 
InreScfiolefleld.     Turner  y.  SehoUfield,     Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Part 
heard. 

Thursday,  April  10. 

In  re  SehoUfleld,    Turner  v.  Soholefleld.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Dia- 

miBsed. 
Bateman  ▼.  Fdber.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Dismisaed. 
Trustees,  Exe&utors  and  Securities  Corporation  v.  Armstrong,    Appeal 

firom  Farwell  J.    Part  heard. 


Dwringihe  sittings  of  the  Courts  Thi  Wuklt  NorMtwH  hepMishsd 
on  Saturday,  and  wiU  generaUy  comprise  Notes  of  Deoisims  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  cases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  he  reported  infuU  in  Thi  Law  Rkport8. 


Supreme  Court  of  5ubf  cature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


CA. 


BiBOH  V.  BiBOH. 


March  26. 


Res  Judicata— Action  to  set  aside  judgment— Alleged  fraud- 
Revocation  of^obate  of  wilh 

Appeal  against  the  refusal  by  Barnes  J.,  [1902]  P.  62,  of  a 
motion  by  some  of  the  defendants  to  stay  the  proceedings  and 
to  dismiss  the  action,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  frivolous  and 
vexatious,  and  that  the  statement  of  claim  shewed  no  good 
cause  of  action,  the  matter  being  already  res  judicata. 

The  action  was  brought  to  set  aside  the  judgment  of  Jeune  P. 
in  a  former  action  establishing  the  validity  of  the  will  of  a 
testator  named  Birch,  and  granting  probate  of  it.  The  plaintiff 
alleged  that  since  the  former  judgment  he  had  discovered  new 
facts  which  shewed  that  the  will  was  a  forgery. 

C.  A.  Russell,  K.C.,  and  Whitmore  L.  Richards,  for  the 
appellants. 

Inderwick,  K.C.,  and  Willock,  for  the  plaintiff. 

A.  H.  Chaytor,  for  another  defendant. 

Fresh  evidence  was  adduced  upon  the  appeal. 

The  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal,  and  ordered  the  proceedings  to  be 
stayed,  holding  that  the  plaintiff  was  bound  to  shew  and  had 
not  shewn  a  reasonable  probability  of  the  success  of  the 
action. 

Solicitors :  E.  W.  Reeves ;  J.  W.  Reid.  W.  L.  0. 


Thb  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal,  holditig  that  the  point  was 
governed  by  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  ToUemache  y. 
Earl  of  Coventry,  (1834)  2  CI.  &  F.  611 ;  87  B.  B.  260. 

Solicitors :  Chester  in  Co.,  for  Lucas  &  Salt,  Wem ;  UpperioR 
^  Cb.  ^^  L.  C. 


Ibfeb  Court  of  Justice. 

OHANCIERY  DIVISION. 


Eekewich  J. 


March  25. 


In  re  Tongb's  Settlbd  Estate. 


Practice— Sale  out  of  court— Settled  Estates  Act,  1877  (40  ife  41 
Vict.  c.  18),  s.  16-  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1888,  Order  Li., 
r.  lA. 

This  was  a  petition  under  the  Settled  Estates  Act,  1877,  for 
the  sale  of  an  estate  settled  by  a  will. 

Henry  Johnston,  for  the  petitioners,  asked  the  Court  to  order 
a  sale  out  of  court,  and  direct  payment  of  the  purchase-money 
to  the  petitioners  as  tnistees  of  the  will.  He  referred  to  sect  16 
of  the  Act,  providing  that  every  sale  shall  be  conducted  in  the 
same  manner  as  by  the  rules  and  practice  of  the  Court  "for  tiie 
time  being"  is  or  shall  be  required  in  the  sale  of  lands  sold 
under  a  decree  of  the  Court,  and  to  Order  li.,  r.  1a. 

J.  C.  Rogerson,  and  W.  S.  Sherrington,  for  the  respondents. 

Eekbwigh  J.,  being  satisfied  that  all  the  proper  parties  weie 
before  the  Court,  made  the  order  for  sale  out  of  court  as  asked, 
and  observed  that  the  words  "  for  the  time  being  "  in  the  section 
appeared  to  him  to  have  the  effect  of  incorporating  any  roles 
which  might  from  time  to  time  be  made  to  govern  the  practiee 
of  the  Ck>urt.  It  was  certainly  convenient  to  extend  the  practice 
under  the  Act. 

Solicitors:  G.  Henry  Daniell,  for  J.  Brooks,  Stockport; 
Qrundy,  Kershaw,  Samson  <fe  Co.,  for  Ortindy,  Kershaw,  Samson 
A  Co.,  Manchester;  Peacock  &  Qoddard.  C.  C.  M.  D. 


C.  A. 


March  26. 


In  re  HiLL. 
Hill  v.  Hill. 

Heirlooms— Bequest  to  descend  with  dignity—Period  of  absolute 
vesting. 

Appeal  by  the  defendant  from  the  decision  of  Swinfen  Eady  J 
ante,  p.  26 ;  [1902]  1  Ch.  537. 
Brinton,  for  the  defendant. 
Mickhm,  K.C,  and  Errington,  for  the  plaintiff. 


Buckley  J. 


In  re  SOOTT. 

SOOTT   V.   SoOTT. 


March  24. 


Infant — Maintenance — Accumulations — Contingent  life  interest- 
Right  to  accumulations — Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property 
Act,  1881  (44  &  46  Vict.  c.  41),  s.  43,  sub-s.  2. 

A  testator  gave  his  residuary  property  to  trustees,  upon  truat 
for  conversion  and  to  hold  a  portion  of  the  proceeds  upon  tmsfc 
for  his  children  who  being  sons  should  attain  25,  or  being 
daughters  should  attain  21  or  marry,  to  be  divided  between 
them  in  equal  shares,  and  he  directed  his  trustees  to  retain  the 
share  of  each  daughter,  upon  trust  to  pay  i^e  income  to  her  for 
life,  and  after  her  death  for  her  children. 

Two  of  the  daughters,  having  attained  21,  claimed  payment 
of  the  accumulations  of  such  part  of  the  income  in  the  mean- 
time, of  their  shares,  as  had  not  been  applied  for  their  main- 
tenacoe.  . 
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8.  0,  Buckmatter,  for  the  daughters. 

fieddalf,  for  the  trustees  of  the  will,  and  as  Tepreseuting  the 
posaible  children  of  the  danghtezs. 

BvcsLSY  J.,  in  a  considered  judgment^  said  that  the  con- 
tingency was  that  of  attaining  21,  and  under  such  a  gift  the 
income  was  accessory  to  the  capital  and  belonged  contingently 
to  the  legatee  in  whose  favour  the  gift  was  made.  The  inten 
tion  of  sect.  43  of  the  Conyeyancing  Act  was  not  to  affect  the 
coMtmction  of  wills :  In  re  Dickson,  (1886)  29  Oh.  D.  331, 
338.  The  object  of  the  Act  was  to  shorten  and  simplify  con- 
Trances,  and  not  to  alter  the  devolution  of  property.  Frimd 
fade,  therefore,  a  daughter,  on  attaining  21,  was,  as  tenant  for 
life,  entitled  to  the  income  accrued  up  to  that  date.  For  the 
respondents  it  had  been  contended  that,  under  sub-sect  2  of 
sect.  43,  the  aocumuUitions  were  to  be  held  as  corpus  settled  for 
all  the  persons  entitled  in  succession  under  the  settlement  of 
I  the  share.  Another  argument,  too  extravagant  for  serious  con- 
ndeiaiion,  would  be  that  the  accumulations  were  held  for  the 
persons  entitled  to  the  corpus  after  the  daughter's  death. 
Neither  contention  could  be  sustained.  If  in  sect.  43  "  pro- 
perty" was  read  as  equivalent  exclusively  to  *' corpus"  or 
"capital,"  its  use  was  far  from  exact.  If  so  read  to  the 
exchision  of  income  the  language  was  not  apt;  but  if  read 
to  mean  "corpus  or  its  income  as  the  nature  of  the  gift 
may  require,"  the  language  became  appropriate.  Sub-sect.  2 
was  to  be  read  thus :  "  And  shall  hold  these  accumulations  for  the 
benefit  of  the  person  who,  in  the  events  which  happen,  becomes 
ntitled  to  the  property— namely,  the  income— from  the  aocumu- 
lation  of  which  the  accumulations  arise."  After  referring  to 
In  re  Buckley's  Trusts,  (1883)  22  Oh.  D.  683;  /n  re  Wells,  (1889) 
43Ch.  D.  281;  and  In  re  Humphreys,  [1893]  3  Ch.  1,  in  the 
last  of  which  cases  the  Court  of  Appeal  left  this  point  open,  he 
held  that  each  daughter  was  entitled  to  the  accumulations  of 
the  income  of  her  share. 

Solidtors:  Stevens,  Bawtree  Jb  Stevens,  F.  E. 


person  who  sliould  offend  against  any  of  them  should  be  liable 
for  every  such  offence  to  a  penalty  of  5/.,  which  was  to  be 
recovered  by  proceedings  before  the  justices  as  therein  men- 
tioned; and  that  if  any  work,  to  which  any  of  the  by-laws 
relating  to  new  streets  and  buildings  might  apply,  were  begun 
or  done  in  contravention  of  any  such  by-law,  the  authority 
might,  subject  to  any  statutory  provision  in  that  behalf,  remove, 
alter,  or  pull  down  such  work. 

Macinorran,  K,C,,  Hughes,  K.C.,  and  B,  J,  Parker,  for  the 
plaintifiis. 

Danckwerts,  K,C.,  and  A,  Glen,  for  the  defendants. 

JoYOB  J.  held  (1)  that  the  defendants  were  not  laying  out 
or  intending  to  lay  out  or  construct  the  highways  as  new 
streets  within  the  meaning  of  the  by-laws ;  and  (2)  assuming 
that  there  jiad  been  an  offence  against  the  by-laws,  they  could 
not  properly  be  enforced  by  an  action  for  an  injunction,  but 
only  by  the  special  remedies  thereby  provided,  or  otherwise 
by  way  of  iuformation  by  the  Attorney -General ;  and  (3)  that 
no  such  declaration  ought  to  be  made  as  was  asked  for.  He 
accordingly  dismissed  the  action  with  costs. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiffs :  Cunliffes  cfc  Davenport,  for  A,  IJ, 
Pilling,  Devonport. 

Solicitors  for  the  defendants:  Surr,  Orihhh  d-  Olirvr,  for 
/.  Walter  Wilson,  Plymouth.  G.  A.  S. 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


In  re  GoBSLi^o. 
GOSSLINQ  V.  ELOOOE. 


March  22. 


Joyce  J.  Feb.  14, 16,  24,  26 ;  March  26. 

Match,  &c.,  of  Dkvonfobt  v.  Tozsb. 

Local  government — Local  authority — By-laws — Infringement — 
Erection  of  houses  fronting  public  highway— Laying  out  new 
ttrta^InJuTUstion — Special  remedy — Proceedings  before  jus- 
iicet— Jurisdiction. 

The  defendants  were  the  owners  of  a  triangular  piece  of 
Ittd  ntoated  within  the  limits  of  the  plaintiffs'  borough.  The 
land  on  two  sides  of  the  triangle  abutted  upon  public  high- 
vays  within  the  borough.  The  defendants,  in  pursuance  of  a 
plu  for  the  development  of  their  property  as  a  building  estate, 
^OBuoeneed  to  erect  houses  fronting  the  two  highways.  The 
plaintiis  alleged  that  the  defendants  were  in  effect  laying  out 
the  highways  as  new  streets  which  did  not  comply  with  the 
raqniiements  of  the  borough  by-laws  as  to  width,  and  they 
hnmgfat  this  action  for  an  injunction  to  restrain  the  dtfen- 
^ts  from  laying  out  the  two  highways  or  either  of  them 
Knew  streets  or  a  new  street  so  as  to  contravene  the  by-laws ; 
^  alternatively  for  a  declaration  that  the  plaintiff  were 
entitled  to  remove,  alter,  pull  down,  or  otherwise  deal  with 
>ny  woik  begun  or  done  by  the  defendants  in  contravention 
of  the  by-laws.    The  by-laws  provided  (inter  alia)  that  every 


Will — Construction — Oift  to  individuals  at  twenty^ne — Gift  of 
income  for  maintenance — Vested  or  contingent  gift, 

A  testator  gave  all  the  residue  of  his  estate  to  his  trustees 
upon  trust  to  pay  the  income  to  A.  B.  during  her  life,  and  after 
her  death  to  pay,  transfer,  and  divide  his  said  residuary  real 
and  personal  property  "unto  and  equally  between  his  two 
children,  Ellen  Gossling  and  John  Tom  Gossliug,  on  their 
severally  attaining  the  age' of  21  years,  their  heirs,  executors, 
administrators,  and  assigns,  as  tenants  in  common,  the  income 
during  the  respective  minorities  of  his  said  two  children  to  be 
applied  in  or  towards  their  maintenance  and  support. 

Tlie  cbilJren  were  illegitimate.  Both  survived  the  testator. 
John  Tom  Gossling  died  under  21  in  the  lifetime  of  the  tenant 
for  life.  On  the  death  of  the  tenant  for  life  this  petition  was 
presented  by  Ellen  Gossling  and  the  persons  interested  in  her 
share  under  her  marriage  settlement,  asking  for  the  transfer  of 
her  share  to  the  trustees  of  her  settlement  and  a  declaration 
who  were  entitled  to  John  Tom  Gossling's  share. 

J,  G.  Wood,  for  the  petitioners. 

L,  Vernon  Harcourt,  for  the  testator's  next  of  kin. 

B.  J,  Parker,  for  the  Crown. 

G.  Henderson,  for  the  trustee  of  the  testator's  will. 

SwiNFBN  Eady  J.  said  that  the  interest  taken  by  J.  T.  Goss- 
ling under  the  will  was  contingent  on  his  attaining  21.  The 
cases  must  be  taken  to  have  established  the  rule  that  where 
there  is  a  contingent  gift  of  shares  of  residue  or  of  a  fund  to 
several  persons  on  their  attaining  21,  and  a  direction  to  apply 
the  income  of  the  whole  fund  in  maintenance  of  all  the  persons, 
in  such  terms  that  more  than  an  aliquot  share  of  income  might 
be  employed  in  the  maintenance  of  any  of  them,  the  direction 
as  to  maintenance  will  not  vest  the  gift,  thpuglya  direction  to 
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apply  the  income  of  each  donee's  preeuniptive  share  in  his  or 
her  maintenance  would  yest  the  gift.  Fox  v.  Fox,  (1875) 
L.  B.  19  Eq.  286,  is  distingnishable,  and  the  approval  of  that 
case  by  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  In  re  Tumey,  Turriey  v.  Turney, 
[1899]  2  Cli.  739,  cannot  be  taken  to  have  altered  this  rule. 

Solicitors :  Bird  tfc  Eldridges,  for  Moore,  Bawlius  t&  Vores,  Lym- 
ington ;  and  for  Burt  &  Havtiand,  Ohristchurch ;  Solicitor  to  tJie 
Treasury.  J.  R.  B. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  March  26. 

GoPHiB  Diamond  Company  v.  Wood. 

Restraint  of  trade— Contract  of  service — Construction — "Interested 
in  similar  business  " — Salaried  salesman. 

Motion. 

This  was  a  motion  by  the  plaintiffs,  who  carried  on  a  large 
jewellery  business  with  several  branch  estaWisbments  in  Regent 
Street,  to  restrain  the  defendant,  who  was  recently  a  manager 
of  one  of  those  branches,  from  l)eing,  during  three  years  from 


the  termination  of  his  managership,  directly  or  indiiectlj 
interested  in  a  similar  business  to  that  of  the  plaintiffs  within 
twenty  miles  of  Regent  Street,  in  breach  of  a  coyenant  in  that 
behalf  in  his  managership  agreement  contained. 

After  the  termination  of  his  managership  the  defendant  hid 
become  a  junior  assistant  or  counter  salesman  to  other  jeweUeo 
in  Regent  Street  at  a  salary  of  2/.  a  week  without  oommisdoii 
or  any  other  direct  or  indirect  interest  in  the  business. 

The  question  was  whether  this  was  a  breach  of  the  covensnt. 

Buckmaster,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Martelli,  for  the  defendant. 

SwiNDEN  Eadt  J.  As  the  defendant's  salary  in  no  wiy 
depends  on  the  profits  or  gross  returns  of  the  business  in  whieh 
he  is  now  employed,  he  has  no  proprietary  or  pecuniary  interest 
in  the  success  or  failure  of  that  business,  and  has  conseqnentlj 
not  broken  the  coyenant :  Smith  v.  Hancock,  [1894]  2  Ch.  377. 
The  motion  will  therefore  be  refused. 

Solicitoi*8:  Downey  dr  Liiniell ;  E,  W.  Pheasant. 

G.  R.  A. 
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fmim  in  fwrmMng  tke  papers  required  to  prepare  acemraie 
Hforis^ 


I  TABLE  OF  CASES. 

I  

PAOI 

Binnr,  1% ».    Bbinxlow  r.  Singleton    .  .     Byrne  J.      76 

Etais  r.  Chafmax  and  Othbbs      ....      Joyce  J.      78 

HoUiAND  r.  Bbnnktt     ......         .0.-4.^76 

i  KuniTON  V,  NoBTHBBN  Emfloters'  Mutual  Indemnity  CJom- 

1       PANT jr.  J.  D.      78 

I  NlWCABTLE  (DUKX  OP)  V.  WORK8OF  UrBAN  DiflTRIOT  COUNCIL 

FatvMUl  J,      77 

I  PiAOTicB  Nora BueUey  J.      77 

,  SoDAinoBST,  In  re.    Sandxubl  r.  Sohnadhobst    .        ,  C.A,      76 


INDEX  OF  SUBJECT-MATTER. 


COXPAKY. 

I  irtieles  of  auodaticn —Mistake — Rectification — Juriedidum — 
Cmpanie$  Act.  1862  (25  dt  26  Vict.  c.  89),  «.  tO— Companies 

-^  1900  (63  A  64  Ftci.  c  48),  ».  4 78 

V^ndko-up^Pettttanr—Stalement  a$  to  assets — Supervision  order 
—Se-advertisement  of  petition—File  of  proceedings      .         ,       77 

YAIB. 

^ntidtise— Market — Fair  and  market  held  on  same  day — Merger 
I       --Change  of  days  named  in  dharter— Tolls—Stallage   •         .      77 

F&AOnOE. 

^fpealr-Comiy  eourt^Order  under  sect  5  of  Workmen^s  Com- 
tensation  Act,  1897  (60  <fc  61  Vict.  c.  Biy—Appecd  to  High 
Court-^Couniy  CourU  Act,  1888  (51  A  52  Vict,  e.  43^  «.  120        78 

^^--AdwMutraHon— Insolvent  estate— Claim  of  creditor  — 
CoettofsueeesefullUsgationaUouiedinfuU.        ...      76 

^rit  for  service  out  ^/  the  jurisdiction — Breach  of  contract, 
vkeiher  tmihin  or  ^^  of  (he  jurisdiction — Wrongful  dismissal 
"Letter  toritten  abroad 76 

WILL. 

ft/^  to  o  dass^Gift  over  on  death  coupled  with  a  contingency— 
''Die  leaving  issue'' •^Divesting— Period  of  defeasibility— 
Contiruetionofwai.        .......      76 

Ko.  13.-1902. 


COURT   OF  APPEAL. 


Record  of  Business. 


COURT  L 

Fbidat,  April  11. 
Batten,  Came  &  Came's  Banking  Company,  Limited  v.  Reed,     Appli- 
cation  for  jadgmeiit  or  new  triaL    Part  heard. 

Saturday,  April  12. 
Batten,  Came  &  Game's  Banking  Company^  Lin^ited  v.  Beed,    Appli- 
cation for  jndgment  or  new  trial.    DiBmiased. 
Smith  ▼.  Moir  and  Others.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 
Allowed. 

Monday,  April  14. 

HoUand  r.  Bennett    Appeals  from  Bucknill  J.    DismisBed. 

Mis  y.  Neck.    Appeal  from  Bucknill  J.    Bismissed. 

Robinson  v^  WalUm  and  Another.     Appeal  from  Bucknill  J.     Dis- 

miBsed. 
Lan^  T.  Pine  Coffin.    Appeal  from  Bucknill  J.    DiBmiflsed. 
NesbiU  v.  ParreU  and  Mercer.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 

Part  heard. 

Tusbday,  April  15. 

Nesbitt  ▼.  Barrett  &  Mercer.    A  pplication  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 

Dismiflsed. 
Vicars  ▼.  Hydro  Incandescent  Gas  Light  Company,  Limited,  and  Others 

Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    DiBmissed. 
White  V.  Bennett.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Allowed. 

Wednesday,  April  16. 
Barker  y.  Sullivan  and  Others.    Application  for  judgment  or  new 

trial.    Judgment  varied. 
Smith  &  Co.,  Limited  t.  Humphries  &  Co.,  Limited.    Application  for 

judgment  or  new  trial.    Part  heard. 

Thursday,  April  17. 
Smith  &  Co.,  LimiUd  t.  Humphries  &  Co.,  Limited.    Application  for 
judgment  or  new  tria/.    Allowed. 


COURT  n. 

Friday,  April  11. 

In  re  a  Debtor.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor.    No.  116  of  1902.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  Begistrar  Linklater.    DismiBsed. 
In  re  a  IM>tor.    Ex  parte  the  Beibtor.   No.  1490  of  1899.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  BegiBtrar  Brougham.    Stands  oyer  for  three  months. 
In  re  Betty,  A.  T.  H.  K.    Ex  parte  the  Bankrupt.    No.  351  of  1900. 

Appeal  firom  Mr.  Begistrar  Giffiaird.    DismisBed. 
In  re  Trustees,  Executors  and  Securities  Insurance  Corporation,  Limited 

y.  Armstrong.    Appeal  from  FarweU  J.    Part  heard. 

Monday,  April  14. 
Trustees,  Executors  and  Securities  Insurance  Corporation,  Limited  v. 

Armst/rong.    Appeal  i^m  FarweU  J.    DismiBBcd. 
In  re  Yorkshire  Investment  and  American  Mortgage  Company.    Appeal 

from  Wright  J.    DismiBsed. 
In  re  Schnadhorst.    Sandkuhl  v.  SdmadhorsL    Appeal  fiom  Joyce 

Part  heard. 
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Tuesday,  A]>ril  15. 
In  re  SehnadJiorst,    Sandkuhl  v.  Sokmdhorst,    Appeal  from  Joyce  J. 

DiBmiflSAd. 
In  r$  Aldam'9  SeUUd  EtialeM  and  SeUUd  Land  Ads,    Appeal  from 

Bjme  J.    Part  heard. 

WiOMBSDAT,  April  16. 
Donovan  y.  Donovan,    Appeal  ftom  Jeune  P.    DismisBed. 
And^non  ▼.  TarhtUi  and  Qaeniin.  Appeal  fiom  Kekewioh  J.  Allowed. 
In  re  Aldam'a  SetOed  Estates  and  Settled  Land  AcU,    Appeal  fiom 
Byrne  J.    Part  heard. 

Thubbdat,  April  17. 

In  re  Aldam^e  Settled  Estates  and  Settled  Land  Acts.    Appeal  firom 

Byrne  J.      Cur.  adv,  vult. 
Bellerhy  ▼.  Rowland  &  Marvoood^s  Company^  Limited,    Appeal  from 

Kekewioh  J.    Part  heard. 


During  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  The  Wbeklt  Notks  wiU  he  published 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  (he  previous  Thursday.  AU  cases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  be  reported  infuU  in  Thx  Law  Repobts. 


Supreme  Court  of  Jubtcature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


0.  A. 


Holland  v.  Bennett. 


April  14. 

Fractiit — Writ  for  service  out  of  the  jurisdiction — Breach  of  con- 
tract, whether  within  or  out  of  the  jurisdiction — Wrongful 
dismissal — Letter  written  abroad. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  Bucknill  J.  at  chambers  as  after 
mentioned. 

The  action  was  for  wroogfal  dismissal. 

The  plaintiff  was  employed  by  the  defendant^  a  foreigner 
resident  abroad,  as  the  London  correspondent  of  the  New  York 
Herald,  of  which  the  defendant  was  the  proprietor.  The  defen- 
dant gave  notice  of  dismissal  to  the  plaintiff  by  a  letter  written 
and  posted  abroad  to  the  plaintiff  in  this  country.  Leave 
haying  been  obtained  for  the  issue  of  a  concurrent  writ  of 
which  notice  was  to  be  served  out  of  the  jurisdiction,  notice 
thereof  was  served  upon  the  defendant  abroad.  Application 
being  made  at  chambers  by  the  defendant  for  an  order  setting 
aside  the  writ  and  service,  the  master  made  the  order  applied 
for,  and  on  appeal  the  learned  judge  affirmed  his  decision. 

E.  Tindal  Atkinson,  K,C,,  and  F.  Rose  Innea,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Nonnan  Craig  {Bankes,  K,C.,  with  him),  for  the  defendant. 

The  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams  L.J.  and  Mathew  L. J.)  held, 
on  the  authority  of  Cherry  v.  Thompson,  (1872)  L.  E.  7  Q.  B. 
578,  that,  the  alleged  breach  of  oontract  having  taken  place  out 
of  the  jurisdiction,  the  order  of  the  learned  judge  was  right, 
and  dismissed  the  appeaL 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiff:  Spencer  Gridland  A  Co. 

S alici tors  for  the  defendant :  Lewis  dh  Lewis.  E.'L. 


0.  A.  In  re  Schkabhobst.  April  16' 

Sandkuhl  v,  Sohkadhobst. 

Will — Construction — Oi/t  to  a  class — Qi/t  over  on  death  ewflei 
with  a  contingency — "Die  leaving  issue" — Divesting^Period 
of  de/easibiliiy. 

Appeal  from  Joyce  J.,  [1901]  2  Ch,  338;  [1901]  W.  N,  W. 

Francis  Schnadhorst  by  liis  will  gave  his  residuary  estate 
upon  trust  for  his  widow  for  life  or  widowhood,  and  after  her 
decease  or  second  marriage  to  apply  the  income  for  the  muD- 
tenance  and  education  of  his  children  until  the  youngest  who 
should  be  living  being  a  son  should  attain  twenty-one^  or 
being  a  daughter  should  attain  that  age  or  marry.  Subject 
thereto  he  directed  that  the  trust  fund  and  the  income  thenoC 
and  any  accumulations  not  vested  or  applied  under  his  iriD, 
should  be  held  in  trust  for  all  his  children  who  being  sons  should 
attain  twenty-one,  or  being  daughters  should  attain  that  age  or 
marry,  to  whom  he  gave  his  residuary  estate  in  equal  shan& 
And  he  directed  that  if  any  of  his  children  should  die  lesTing 
issue,  such  issue  should  take  his  or  her  deceased  parent's  shan 
equally  as  tenants  in  common. 

Joyce  J.  held,  upon  the  construction  of  the  will,  that  the» 
was  nothing  in  the  will  to  limit  the  contingency  of  death  leayiiig 
issue  to  less  than  the  whole  life  of  the  first  taker,  whether  son 
or  daughter ;  and  that  the  divesting  clause  or  gift  over  might 
operate,  not  only  during  the  lifetime  of  the  testator's  widow, 
but  also  after  her  death ;  and,  therefore,  that  children  who  sio- 
vived  the  testator  only  took  indefeasible  interests  if  and  wba 
they  should  die  without  leaving  issue. 

The  plaintiff,  a  married  daughter  of  the  testator  vho  hal 
attained  twenty-one,  and  contended  that  her  interest  became 
indefeasibly  vested  when  she  attained  twenty-one,  appealed. 

Younger,  K.C.,  and  Peterson,  for  the  plaintiff. 

W.  H.  Cozene-Hardy,  for  the  defendant,  a  son  of  the  testator, 
who  had  also  attained  twenty-one. 

Dibdin,  K.C.,  and  R.  J.  Parker,  for  the  defendants,  the  infifflt^ 
children  of  that  son,  were  not  called  upon. 

The  Cotjbt  (Collins  M.R.,  Stirling  and  Oozens-Hardy  UJi 
agreed  with  Joyce  J.'s  view  of  the  construction  of  the  will,  vi 
dismissed  the  appeal. 

Solicitors :  Swann,  Green  <fc  Co. ;  Flux,  Leadbitter  <fc  ^^V*" 
bour.  G.LF.a 


Ibigb  Court  of  Justice. 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Byrne  J. 


ApollOi 


In  re  Dukk. 
Bsnsnaiow  v.  SnrGLBTOK. 

Practice — Costs — Administration^ Insolvent  esUUe—Claifi^  ^ 

creditor — Costs  of  successful  litigation  aUowed  infuU. 
A  claim  having  been  made,  in  an  action  for  the  admimsttaboi 
of  an  insolvent  estate,  for  commission  for  the  introdiutioa  to 
the  deceased  of  a  purchaser  of  a  public-house,  the  sale  of  wM* 
was  not  completed,  an  issue  was  directed  whether  the  sale  weai 
off  through  the  default  of  the  yendor  or  his  l^gal  pen^o^ 
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lepneentiYee.  On  the  trial  of  ihiB  u»ae  the  Court  foand  that 
the  pzuchase  went  off  through  the  default  of  the  lepreeentatiYeB 
of  the  vendor,  and  that  the  claimant  was,  therefore,  entitled  to 
his  oommiBsion. 

Norton,  K.C., and  P.  Wheeler,  for  the  claimant,  asked  that  the 
costs  of  the  trial  of  this  issue,  in  which  the  claimant  had  been 
sncoessftil,  might  be  paid  in  full  out  of  the  assets,  following  the 
analogy  of  the  practice  in  bankruptcy :  In  re  National  Whole 
Meal  Bread  and  Biscuit  Company,  [1892]  2  Ch.  467;  and  the 
analogy  of  winding-up  cases  where  leave  had  been  given  to  a 
claimant  to  bring  an  action :  In  re  Trent  and  Humber  8hip- 
Mding  Company,  (1869)  L.  R.  8  Eq.  94. 

Levett,  K,C.,  and  Jason  Smith,  for  the  representatives  of  the 
tendor. 

Btbite  J.  held,  that  the  claimant  was  entitled  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  assets  the  full  costs  of  the  trial  of  the  issue  which  had 
faeea  directed,  and  in  which  he  had  been  successful. 

Solicitors:  J.  B.  Roberts  &  Wrightson;  Crawford  &  Chester. 

W.  0.  D. 


ftrwell  J.  March  24. 

BUKB  OF  NkWOASTLE  V,  WORKSOP  UBBAN  DISTRICT  CoUNdL. 

franchise — Fair — Market — Fair  and  market  held  on  same  day — 

MergtT — Change  of  days  named  in  charter — Tolls — Stallage. 

In  1851  the  lord  of  the  manor  of  Worksop  granted  to  trustees 
Jbr  the  Worksop  Com  Exchange  and  Market  Company  a  lease 
for  ninety-nine  years  at  a  nominal  rent  of  "All  those  tolls 
stallage  piccage  and  all  and  singular  other  the  market  dues 
now  receiyable  and  payable  at  the  market  held  in  the  town 
of  Worksop  belonging  to  the  said  lord  but  excepted  always 
out  of  the  aforesaid  grant  or  demise  and  reserved  unto  the  said 
lord  his  heirs  and  assigns  all  fairs  courts  perquisites  of  Courts 
cojralties  jurisdictions  franchises  and  other  manorial  rights 
whatsoever  other  than  the  said  tolls  or  premises  hereinbefore 
granted  or  demised  to  the  said  market  belonging  or  in  anywise 
appertainiDg  or  incident." 

The  defendant  council  were  the  assignees  of  this  lease,  and 
the  plaintiff  was  the  lord  of  the  manor  and  entitled  to  the 
lereisioQ  expectant  thereon. 

By  two  charters  in  the  reigns  of  Edward  I.  and  Charles  II. 
two  weekly  markets,  one  for  provisions,  &c.,  and  one  for  cattle, 
hoth  held  on  Wednesday,  aud  three  annual  fairs,  had  been 
Snnted  to  the  lords  of  the  manor.  It  appeared  from  certain 
pvooeedings  in  quo  warranto  in  the  reign  of  Edward  HE.  that 
tollB  were  then  taken  at  the  fair  granted  by  the  earlier  charier ; 
but  there  was  no  evidence  that  any  tolls  had  been  taken  at  that 
i^  after  that  date,  or  at  the  additional  fairs  granted  by  the 
clurtflr  of  Charles  n.,  at  any  time.  Up  to  the  date  of  the  lease 
^  markets  had  been  r^ularly  held  in  the  streets.  Two  fairs 
^  up  to  1845  been  held  on  the  days  appointed  by  tiie  charters. 
^  that  year  the  lord,  without  any  fresh  charter  or  licence  from 
the  Crown,  changed  the  days  for  holding  the  fairs  to  the  second 
Wednesday  in  March  and  the  second  Wednesday  in  October, 
^  market  days.  After  the  date  of  the  lease  the  markets 
were  held  in  buildings  or  on  land  belonging  to  the  defendants 
tt  their  predtcessors  in  titla  On  fair  days  the  fair  was  duly 
JwdMmed  by  the  lord's  crier  at  the  market,  but  the  lord  had 
>0^  appointed  a  collector  of  tolls  or  done  anything  except 
pnxilaim  the  fair.  The  defendants  or  their  predecessors  in 
title  had  taken  the  market  tolls. 


They  had  issued  a  list  of  toUsTiu'which  higher  tolls^lrere  fixed 
for  fair  days  for  stalls  and  for  baskets  of  eggs.  The  latter  had 
neyer  been  oUected;  but  for  stalls  a  higher  toll  had  been 
charged  to  persons  who  only  attended  on  fair  days;  those  who 
attended  the  market  regularly  got  their  stalls  at  the  same  toll. 
The  plaintiff  brought  this  action  for  an  account  of  the  tolla 
taken  on  fair  days.  He  contended  that,  a  fair  being  ''a  great 
sort  of  market"  (Gunning  on  Tolls,  p.  ^),  a  fair  and  a  market 
could  not  be  h^ld  on  the  same  day,  in  the  same  place ;  that  the 
market  would  be  absorbed  in  the  flair;  and  that  all  tolls  taken 
on  a  fair  day  must  be  held  to  be  fair  tolls  and  excepted  from 
the  lease. 

ffaldane,  K,C,,  Butcher,  K,C.,  and  Vatighan  Hawkins,  for  the 
plaintiff. 

Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  Herbert  ChUty,  for  the  defendants. 

Fabwill  J.  said  that  there  was  no  impossibility  that  a  fair 
and  a  market  should  be  held  in  the  same  manor  on  the  same 
day.  No  fair  tolk  had  been  taken  for  centuries,  and,  whether 
the  lord  had  lost  the  right  to  take  them  or  not,  the  fact  that 
they  were  neyer  taken  was  present  to  the  minds  of  both  parties 
when  they  n^otia^ed  the  lease ;  on  the  construction  of  the 
lease  the  omission  of  any  mention  of  tolls  in  the  exception  of 
fairs,  dec,  was  significant  as  to  the  intention  of  the  parties;  and 
on  the  facts  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  tolls  taken  were  staUage, 
not  fair  tolls.  He  also  held  that  the  change  of  days  without 
licence  was  a  ground  of  forfeiture  of  the  fair;  and  though  this 
could  not  be  taken  advantage  of  except  by  the  Crown,  the  lord 
could  not  legally  recover  tolls  on  the  new  days.  Further,  the 
loixl  had  no  right  to  hold  the  fair  on  the  land  of  the  defendants. 
The  action  must  therefore  be  dismissed  with  costs. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiff:  Richard  J,  &  C.  8,  Smith,  for 
Marshalls  &  Bate,  East  fietford. 

Solicitors  for  the  defendants :  Baker,  Lees  <k  Co. 

J.  R.  B. 


Buckley  J, 


PsAOTiOB  Note. 


April  9, 10. 


Company — Winding-up —Fetitum — Statement  as  to  assets  — 
Supervision  order — Re^idveriisement  of  petitiot^—FUe  of  pro- 
ceedings. 

Several  petitions  for  the  winding-up  of  companies  omitted 
any  allegation  shewing  that  the  company  had  any  uncalled 
capital,  works,  book  debts,  or  other  assets  upon  which  a  wind- 
ing-up order,  if  made,  could  operate. 

BuoELET  J.  directed  the  petitions  to  stand  over,  with  liberty 
to  amend  by  shewing  that  the  companies  had  something  to 
wind  up;  and  he  stated  that  he  should  always  look' to  see 
whether  there  was  anything  belonging  to  the  company  peti- 
tioned against  sufficiently  substantial  to  produce  something  if 
realized. 

BuoEXSY  J.  also  said,  that  where  a  petition  for  a  compulsory 
order  had  been  advertised,  and  at  the  hearing  the  petitioner 
asked  for  a  supervision  order  only,  the  petition  ought  as  a 
general  rule  to  be  re-advertised.  This  appeared  to  be  the 
practice  more  recently  adopted,  the  reason  for  it  apparently 
being  that  persons  who  would  be  satisfied  with  a  compubory 
order  would  not  take  the  trouble  to  appear  if  they  thought  such 
an  order  would  be  made,  but  might  appejur  and  object  to  a 
supervision  order  only  being  made. 

His  Lordship  also  said  that  he  did  not  intend  to  look  at  the 
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files  of  proceedings,  but  that  parties  must  come  famished  with 
office  copies  of  affidavits,  Ac.,  as  in  other  cases  in  the  Chancery 
Piyifiion,  and  that  the  costs  of  snch  copies  would  be  allowed. 

P.  R 


Joyce  J.  Eyans  v.  Chapman  and  Others.  April  11. 

Company  —  Articles  of  association  —  Mistake  —Rectification — 
Jurisdiction— Companies  Act,  1862  (25  Jb  26  Vict.  c.  89),  s.  60 
--Companies  Act,  1900  (68  <fe  64  Vict,  c.  48),  s.  4. 

The  Sulphides  Seduction  (New  Process),  Limited,  was  formed 
to  acquire  and  take  over  the  aesets  and  certain  of  the  liabilities 
of  a  former  company  of  the  same  name  in  pursuance  of  resolu- 
tions for  reconstruction  passed  and  confirmed  by  the  share- 
holders of  the  old  company.  The  prospectus  of  the  new 
company  stated,  in  conformity  with  the  requirements  of  sect.  4 
of  the  Companies  Act,  1900,  that  the  minimum  subscription  on 
which  the  directors  nught  proceed  to  allotment  was  "seven 
shares  of  1^.  each.''  The  articles  of  association  as  originally 
drafted  provided  that,4f  the  company  should  offer  any  of  its 
shares  to  the  public  for  subscription,  the  directors  should  not 
make  any  allotment  thereof  unless  and  until  at  least  seven  of 
the  shares  so  offered  should  have  been  subscribed,  and  the 
sums  payable  on  application  should  have  been  paid  to  and 
received  by  the  company.  A  copy  of  the  articles  in  this  form 
was  produced  at  the  meeting  of  tiie  old  company  at  which  the 
scheme  of  reconstruction  was  approved.  In  consequence  of  a 
printer's  error  the  articles,  as  ultimately  printed  and  signed  by 
the  signatories  of  the  memorandum,  provided  that  the  mini- 
mum subscription  should  be  "  7  per  cent,  of  the  shares."  There 
was  evidence  that  all  the  signatories  intended  to  subscribe 
articles  which  fixed  the  minimum  subscription  at  seven  shares, 
and  that  the  insertion  of  the  words  "  per  cent."  was  a  mistake 
common  to  all  the  parties.  Since  the  issue  of  the  prospectus 
numerous  applications  for  shares  had  been  received,  but  none 
had  been  allotted. 

1^  This  was  a  motion,  in  an  action  by  one  of  the  signatories  of 
the  memorandum  and  articles  iigainst  the  other  signatories  and 
the  company,  asking  that  the  articles  might  be  rectified  by 
striking  out  the  words  "  per  cent" 

Mughes,  K,C.,  and  M.  Romer,  for  the  plaintiff 

Cassel,  for  the  defendants,  supported  the  application. 

JoTOB  J.  said  that  the  proper  mode  of  rectifying  the  mistake 
in  the  articles  was  by  special  resolution  of  the  company  under 
sect,  50  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862.  The  general  jurisdiction 
of  the  Court  to  rectify  instruments  of  all  kinds  on  the  ground 
of  mistake  did  not  apply  to  an  instrument  like  articles  of 


association,  which  had  only  a  statutory  effect, 
refused  the  application. 
Solicitors:  ChcsUm  Jb  Sons. 


He  therafoio 
G.AS. 


KING'S  BBNOH  DIVISION. 


-] 


E.B.  D.  April  9. 

Enivkton  v.  Nobthbbn  Emplotebs'  Mutual  iNDBioirrT 
Company. 
Practice — Appeal — County  court — Order  under  sect,  6  of  Wark- 

men's  Compensation  Act,  1897  (60  <fc  61  Vict,  c.  dfiy—Apped^io 

High  Court— County  Courts  Act,  1888  (51  «fe  62  Vict,  c  4S), 

8.120. 

Appeal  from  Bolton  County  Court 

In  proceedings  for  compensation  under  the  Workmen's  Com- 
pensation Act,  1897,  by  Eniveton  against  the  Daicy  Lever  OmI 
Company,  an  award  was  made  in  favour  of  the  plaintiff  for  the 
payment  of  14^.  9d.  a  week  during  incapacity.  The  accident 
occurred  on  the  18th  of  December,  1900,  and  the  award  was 
made  on  the  8th  of  May,  1901.  The  Darcy  Lever  Coal  Com- 
pany was  being  wound  up,  and  no  payments  were  made  to 
Eniveton  under  the  award.  Eniveton  therefore  applied  for  an 
order  that  the  Northern  Employers'  Mutual  Indemnity  Com- 
pany should  pay  him  the  weekly  sum  of  148.  9d.  in  acoordaacs 
with  the  award,  under  sect.  5  of  the  Workmen's  CompensatiaQ 
Act,  1897,  allegiog  that  the  coal  company  were  entitled  to  the 
amount  of  the  weekly  payments  from  the  insurance  company. 
The  county  court  judge,  on  the  4th  of  December,  1901,  made  an 
order  that  the  insurance  company  should  pay  to  EnivetoH  the 
arrears  of  the  weekly  payments,  and  should  continue  the  pay- 
ments under  the  award. 

The  insurance  company  appealed,  and  the  objection  wis 
taken  that  there  was  no  right  of  appeal  to  the  Sing's  Beush 
Division  from  an  order  made  imder  sect  5  of  the  Workmen^ 
Compensation  Act,  1897. 

ffaldane,  K.C,  and  Chester  Jones,  for  the  appellants. 

F,  E,  Smith,  for  the  respondent. 

The  Coubt  (Lord  Alverstone  C  J.,  Darling  and  Channell  JJ.) 
held  that  there  was  a  right  of  appeal  to  the  High  Court  under 
sect.  120  of  the  County  Courts  Act,  1888,  from  an  order  made 
under  eect.  6  of  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897. 

Objection  overruled ;  appeal  dismissed. 

Solicitors  for  tlie  appellants :  Chester  A  Co,,  for  Fidding  * 
Femihough,  Bolton. 

Solicitors  for  the  respondent :  RowcHffes,  for  Peace  &  SRis, 
Wigan.  J.  F.  a 
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NOTICE  TO  SOIiIOITOBa 


WUk  the  view  ofimmring  iks  greate8t  patiible  acenracif  and 
mfidiiff  in  ike  various  pMioaHom  connected  with  the  Law 
SiF<mT8»  the  CkmneU  wtU  he  obliged,  if  the  Sdieiton  to  whom 
appUcaHon  i$  made  by  any  Beporter  acting  for  the  Oouncil 
mil  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  ihe  necessary 
Papers,  iogeiher  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
vames  of  ihe  various  SoUdtors  engaged  in  ihe  ease.  At  the 
MM  IMM,  ihe  OounoU  ihankfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
(ksffhave  aUready  received  from  so  many  menAers  of  the  Pro- 
fmsion  tn  ftsmiihing  ihe  papers  required  to  prepare  aeemraie 
reports. 
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COURT   OF  APPBAL. 


RSCORD  OF  Busivssf>. 


COURT  I. 

FuDAT,  April  18. 

Aithen  v.  London  and  North  Western  Railway  Company,    Application 

for  judgment  or  new  triaL    DlBmiwod. 
Knight  v.  Viekerman,    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    DIb- 

miieed. 
Taylor  ▼.  London  and  Yorkshire  Bank,  Limited,    Application  for 

judgment  or  new  trial.    Part  heard. 
Philips  Y.  PlwMy,    Application  for  judgment  or  new  triaL    But- 

miflted. 

Satubdat,  April  19. 

Taylor  t.  London  and  Yorkshire  Bank,  Limited,     Application  for  . 
judgment  or  new  trial.    Part  heard. 

Tuvdat,  April  22. 

Viekers  y.  Lady  Emily  Gold  Mining  Company,  Limited.    Application 

for  jadgment  or  new  triaL    DiBmissed. 
CocUbum  and  AnUher  y.  Tajft,     Application  for  judgment  or  new 

trial.    DismiBaed. 
Loftus  Y.  Roberts.  Application  for  judgment  or  new  triaL   Part  heard. 

Wbdnibdat.  April  23. 

Loftus  Y.  Roberts.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Allowed. 
Spero  Y.  Cresswell  and  Othen^.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 

DiBniaaed. 
BaUs  Y.  North  Metropolitan  Tramway  Company.     Application  for 

judgment  or  new  trial.    Allowed. 


COURT  II. 

Fbidat,  April  18. 

Bdlerby  y.  Rowland  &  Marwood^s  Company,  Limited,    Appeal  froai 

Kekewich  J.    Cur.  adv.  vuU. 
In  re  Tiemann*s  Patent.    Appeal  ftom  CoienB-Hardy  J.    Struck  out, 

no  one  appearing. 
Tebb  Y.  Cave.   Appeal  from  Buckley  J.   Struck  out,  no  one  appearing. 
Holly  Y.  Rumsey,    Green  y.  Rumsey.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Dia- 

miB8«d. 
Picture  Post  Card  Company  y.  Ross.    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Difl- 

miflsed. 
In  re  Brighton  HoteU,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Wright  J.    DismisBed. 
Trantvaal  Exploring  Land  and  Minerals  Company^  Limited  Y.  Trans- 

oaal  Lands  Company,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Part 

heard. 

Satubdat,  April  19. 

Transvaai  Exploring  Land  and  Minerals  Company,  Limited  Y.  Trans- 
vaal Lands  Company,  Limited.  Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.  DIb- 
mlBBed. 

MoffaU  A  Paige,  Limited  y.  George  GiU  &  Sons,  LimUed.  Appeal 
from  Kekewich  J.    Part  heard. 

Monday,  April  21. 

MofaU  A  Paige,  Limited  y.  George  Gill  &  Sow,  Limited.  Appeal 
firom  kekewich  ^.    Part  heard, 
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TciBDAT,  April  22. 

UojfcM  A  Paige,  Limited  v.  Qeorge  Gill  &  8(m%  Limited,  and  Marshall' 
Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.    Part  heard. 

Wbditmdat,  April  23. 

Lt  re  Lwdon  and  Northern  Bank,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Byrne  J. 

DismlBsed. 
In  re  Kingdon  A  Wihony  Solimtors,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    "Pait 

heard. 


EBRATA. 

In  re  Schkadhobst.    Sahdkuhl  v.  Sohnadbobst,  supra,  p.  76. 

The  oounael  for  the  defendant,  a  son  of  the  testator,  who  had 
attained  twenty-one,  Bbould  have  been  stated  to  be  Middem^  K,C.f 
and  W,  W.  Cotens-Hardy. 


Knivbtov  v.  NoftTBKRN  Bmplotkbs'  Mcttdal  Indsmwitt  OoMPAirr, 
supra,  p.  78. 

In  this  case  the  appeal  was  allowed,  and  not  dismissed  as  there 
stated. 


During  (he siUings  of  (he  Courts  Tn  Wuklt  NonstoOI  hepMished 
on  Saturday,  and  wiU  generaUy  comprise  Notes  of  Deaisions  up  to  and 
induding  (hose  of  (he  prevUms  Thursday.  AU  eases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  (herein  wiU  he  reported  in  fuU  in  Thi  Law  Bepobtc. 


t)ou6e  of  Xorb6. 


April  22. 
Law  Union  aend  Obown  Insubanov  Company,  Apps.  ;  Hill 

AND  AnOTHBS,  BbSPS. 

Will — Construction— -LimitcUions  of  real  estcUes — Shifting  clause 
— Succeesive  life  estates — Exception  of  eldest  son  entitled  to  other 
estates. 

Levett,  K.C,  and  Vernon  Smith,  K.C,  {E,  S,  Ford  with  them), 
for  appellants. 

Haldane,  K.C,  {Eon,  E.  C,  Macnaghten,  K.C,  and  Hon.  T.  H, 
Watson  with  him),  for  respondents. 

Thb  House  (£^rl  of  Halsbury  L.O.,  and  Lords  Macnaghten, 
Shand,  Davey,  Brampton,  Bobertson,  and  Lindiey)  afl&rmed  the 
decision  of  the  Oonrt  of  Appeal,  reported  as  Shuttleworth  y. 
Murray,  [1901]  1  Oh.  819,  holding  that  the  testator's  great- 
nephew  Bichard  Norton  Atkinson  was  not  npon  the  natural 
and  true  construction  of  the  will  "entitled"  at  the  time  in 
question  to  the  possession  or  the  receipt  of  the  rents  and 
profits  of  the  Oockerham  estate,  since  he  had  sold  his  interest 
in  them  and  disposed  of  the  proceeds,  and  that  he  was  there- 
fore not  within  the  exception  clause  of  the  will. 

Solicitors:  Bohins,  Hay,  Waters di  Hay;  R.  B.  Bods. 

A.  H.  NL 


Supreme  Court  of  JuMcature^ 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.A. 


NiALi  V.  Labt  Gobdon  Lnmox. 


Apcfla 


Fradice — CwmeePs  authori(y-^Com>promise  of  action — AgreemoA 

to  refet" — Authority  eocoeeded  by  counsd^IAmitaHon  of  counsd^s 

authority  unknown  to  other  aide — Interlocutory  order— Ahsem 

of  mistake. 

Appeal  from  an  otdar  of  Lord  Alverstane  C.J.  as  after 
mentioned. 

The  plaintiff  in  an  action  of  slander  authorized  her  oouxisel 
to  agree  to  a  reference  of  the  action,  but  only  on  condition  that 
the  defendant  made  a  statement  disclaiming  all  imputations 
upon  the  plaintiff's  character.  This  limitation  of  the  ostensible 
authority  of  the  plaintiiTs  counsel  was  not  communicated  to 
the  other  side.  Counsel  subsequently  agreed  to  a  refeienoeof 
the  action  without  any  statement  disclaiming  impntatianB  by 
the  defendant ;  and,  when  the  case  was  called  on  for  trial,  an 
order  of  reference  by  consent  was  accordingly  made.  Li  assent- 
ing to  the  reference,  the  plaintiff's  counsel  acted  under  no  mia- 
take  or  misapprehension  as  to  the  extent  of  the  authori^ 
actually  given  to  him.  The  plaintiff,  who  was  present  in  oonrt 
when  the  order  was  made,  shortly  afterwards,  and  before  the 
order  was  drawn  up,  communicated  with  her  counsel  with  a 
view  to  getting  it  set  aside,  and  an  application  on  her  behalf 
was  on  a  subsequent  day  made  to  the  Lord  Chief  Jnatioej 
asking  him  to  rescind  the  order.  After  hearing  argument  on 
the  matter,  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that,  the  order  being 
interlocutory,  he  could  rescind  it  on  the  ground  that  the  plain- 
tiff's counsel,  in  assenting  thereto,  had  exceeded  the  authority 
actually  given  to  him  by  the  plaintiff,  and  accordingly  he 
granted  the  application. 

Bufus  Isaacs,. K.C,  and  Norman  Craig,  for  the  defendant. 

Sir  E.  Clarke,  K.C,  and  B.  J.  Drake,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Thb  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  Bomer  L.J.  and  Mathew  L.J.) 
held  that  in  such  a  case  the  same  principle  applied  to  a  com- 
promise of  an  action  resulting  in  an  interlocutory  order  as 
would  apply  to  a  compromise  which  residted  in  a  final  order; 
and  that,  the  limitation  of  counsel's  ostensible  authority  bsTing 
been  unknown  to  the  other  side,  the  mere  fact  that  the  plain- 
tiff's counsel  had,  in  agreeing  to  the  reference,  exceeded  the 
authority  actually  given  to  him,  did  not,  in  the  absence  of  mis- 
take or  anything  analogous  thereto,  afford  any  ground  J^ 
setting  aside  the  order  of  reference.  They  therefbre  allowea 
the  appeal. 

Solicitor  for  the  plaintiff:  W.  H.  Jamieson. 

Solicitors  for  the  defendant :  Letvis  A  Lewie.  £-  ^• 


C.  A.  In  re  Oathoast.  April  ffl- 

Lunacy — Practice — Alleged  lunatic — Inquiry  into  mental  condUw» 

— Beceiver — Documents — Frdduction — Appeal — Judicature  Adi 

1873  (36  <fe  37  Vict.  c.  66),  s.  18,  sub-s.  6. 

In  this  case  an  inquiry  was  pending  as  to  the  aHeged  laitfpy 
of  Mrs.  Cathcart    The  99oial  solicitor  had  i9  the  ^eiititid^ 
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been  appointed  receiver  of  her  estate,  and  in  that  capacity  he 
had  in  his  possesdoo  a  large  mass  of  documents  belonging  to 
ber.  Upon  an  application  made  on  her  behalf  to  Mathew  L.  J. 
fitting  in  Lnnacj,  for  liberty  to  inspect  and  take  copies  of  such 
of  the  docoments  as  she  might  require  for  her  defence  on  the 
ioqniiy,  his  Lordship  m<ide  an  order  directing  that  the  official 
niioitor  should  furnish  within  seven  days  copies  of  such  docu- 
ments only  as  he  intended  to  use  against  her. 

Mrs.  Cathcart  now  appealed. 

T,  Terrell,  K.C„  and  Cflavdl  Salter,  for  Mrs.  Cathcart,  con- 
tmded  that  ICathew  L.J.'s  order  was  too  limited,  and  that  she 
was  entitled  to  have  immediate  access  to  the  whole  of  the  doon- 
ments,  and  judge  for  herself  what  documents  would  assist  her 
case.  An  appeal  from  a  Lord  Justice  sitting  in  Lunacy  would 
lie  to  the  Court  of  Appeal :  Judicature  Act,  1878,  s.  18,  sub-s.  6 ; 
hft  Caihcart,  [1898]  1  Ch.  466. 

ImA,  K,C.,  for  the  official  solicitor. 

Tin  OouBT  (Oollins  M.B.,  Stirling  and  CozenchHardy  L. JJ.) 
hald  that  the  appellant  had  a  right  to  appeal  to  this  Court. 
The  proper  course  would  be  for  the  Master  in  Lunacy,  who  had 
ehaige  of  the  inquiry,  to  look  through  the  documents  himself 
aod  ascertain  what  were  relevant  to  the  inquiry ;  but  the 
parties  were  not  at  liberty  to  go  before  the  master  for  the 
porpose. 

Solicitors:  Foster  Grave;  The  Official  Solicitor. 

G.  L  P.  C. 


ftfeb  Court  ot  Justice^ 


CHANCERY    DIVISION. 


Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  Le  Biche,  for  the  defendants,  argued 
contn  that,  having  regard  to  the  diminished  rate  of  interest 
obtainable  for  trust  investments,  the  rate  should  be  reduced 
from  5  to  4  per  cent.,  and  that  the  current  of  recent  authoritiea 
tended  in  that  direction :  Lewin  on  Trusts,  10th  ed.  p.  883. 

Fabwsll  J.  said  that  he  was  bound  by  the  rule,  as  stated  by 
James  L.  J.  in  Vyae  v.  Foster  Csuprd),  that  if  a  trustee  employs 
trust  moneys  in  business  he  must  account  for  the  profit  made 
by  such  employment,  or,  at  the  option  of  the  cestui  que  trwt,  ho 
must  account  for  trade  interest,  t.e.,  5  per  cent.  That  rule  had 
not  been  altered  by  any  direct  authority.  Although  the  defen^ 
dants  had  acted  honestly  and  with  a  view  to  benefit  the  trust 
estate,  they  had  acted  improperly  in  lending  the  money  to  their 
firm,  and  they  must  be  charged  with  5  per  cent  interest— that 
was  to  say,  they  must  pay  l^  per  cent.,  being  the  difference 
between  8|  and  5  per  cent,  interest;  but  under  the  circum^ 
stances  he  should  not  order  them  to  pay  any  costs. 

Solicitors :  Gedge,  Kirhy  &  Millett ;  Joseph  &  Hyam, 

H.  L.  P. 


FarweUJ. 


April  17. 


In  re  DaviA. 
Davis  v.  Dayis. 

Breach  of  trust — Trust  moneys  employed  in  trade — Rate  of 
interest. 

This  was  an  aotion  by  the  beneficiaries  against  the  trustees 
of  a  settlement,  alleging  several  breaches  of  trust  by  the  defen- 
<iuita,and  claiming  an  account  on  the  footing  of  wQful  default. 
Ooe  of  the  matters  ccnnphunei  of  was  the  following.  In  March, 
1899,  the  defendants  received  a  sum  of  6400?.,  the  proceeds  of 
Mieof  part  of  the  trust  estate.  At  this  date  the  bank  rate  on 
^^POQts  was  \k  per  cent,  and  no  trust  investment  to  pay  more 
tiian  3  per  cent,  was  available.  The  defendants  thereupon,  in 
Kood  faith  and  as  a  temporary  investment,  lent  the  64007.  at 
n  per  cent  interest  to  a  firm  in  which  one  of  the  defendants 
*ss  a  pirtner.  The  firm  was  solvent,  and  was  paying  the  same 
ate  of  interest  to  their  bankers  on  an  overdraft  which  was 
Wly  seemed.  About  AprU,  1900,  the  defendants  withdrew 
^  6i00/.  from  the  firm  and  invested  it  in  proper  securities. 
The  question  was,  what  3»te  of  interest  was  to  be  charged 
^9iM  the  defendants  for  the  period  during  which  the  64007. 
WIS  invested  with  the  firm. 

Bramwdl  Davis.  K.C.,  and  Dunham,  for  the  phuntiffe,  con- 


Joyce  J.  AiiBrasoH  v.  Bkbxlbt.  April  19. 

Will — Construction — Misdescription-^Named  legatee  described  as 
wife  of  third  party — Reputed  wife* 

A  testator,  who  died  in  1898,  by  his  will,  dated  in  1892, 
bequeathed  the  sum  of  50007.  upon  trust  to  invest  the  same  and 
to  pay  the  income  to  arise  therefrom  "  to  my  said  son  Francis 
during  his  life,  and  from  and  after  his  death  to  pay  such  income 
to  his  wife  Letitia  during  her  life  if  she  shall  survive  him,  and 
after  the  death  of  the  survivor  of  my  said  son  Francis  and 
Letitia  his  wife"  upon  trust  for  the  children  of  Francis  as 
therein  mentioned,  and  the  will  contained  a  gift  over  on  the 
failure  of  this  bequest. 

Prior  to  the  date  of  the  will  the  testator^s  son  Francis  har^ 
migrated  to  New  Zealand,  and  in  1888  he  wrote  from  Bunjs^Q 
to  some  members  of  his  family,  including  his  father,  inlating 
that  he  had  married  Letitia  0.  At  that  time  Letitia  W49  livi.'g 
with  Francis  as  his  wife,  and  continued  so  to  live  ,until  his 
death  in  1899.  They  were  not,  in  fact,  lawfully  n^n^rried,  but 
they  were  reputed  to  be  married.  The  testator  jjrevti  saw  or 
had  any  direct  communication  with  Letitia. 

This  action  was  brought  by  a  mortgagee  of  Letitia :.  u.,  >rest 
under  the  will  to  enforce  his  security,  and  for  thi    pu    ,,  ,<.  ; 
was  necessary  to  determine  the  validity  of  the  bequest  to    <  i^-. 
Hughes,  K.C.,  and  A.  H,  Jessd,  for  the  plaintiff. 
IT.  F,  Hamilton,  K»0,,  for  the  person  entitled  under  the  gift 
over. 

Whinney,  for  the  trustees  of  the  will. 

JoYOi  J.  said  that  if  he  was  entitlad  to  conjecture  what 
induced  the  testator  to  confer  a  benefit  on  this  lady,  it  was 
probably  his  belief  that  she  was  the  wife  of  the  son;  but  the 
bequest  was  not  to  a  pjrdon  described  as  his  son's  wife 
simpliciter,  bat  to  a  namel  legatee  with  an  additional  descrip- 
tion which  was  not  satisfied.  There  was  no  question  here  of 
any  fraud  practised  on  the  testator  by  the  legatee.  The 
question  was  whether  upon  the  true  construction  of  the  will 


^w.*.,  ^.^.,  iisuv^  ^^.^^„^,  x^/A  vu«  ^uuumuD,  wur  thc  gtft  was  iu  cffdct  oojditional  upoa  Letitia  being  the  lawful 

*^  that  they  were  entitled  to  interest  at  Q  per  cent. :  Vyse  wife  of  the  testator's  s ju.     It  was  a  rule  that  where  the 
^f  'W,  (187?)  ^u  B.  8  qh.  309,  8?9.  |<!Lefloriptio 


don  w^B  made  up  of  more  than  one  part,  and  one  p^r( 
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was  true  but  the  other  false,  then  if  the  part  which  was  true 
described  the  subject  or  object  of  the  gift  with  sufllcient 
certainty  the  untrue  part  would  be  rejected  and  would  not 
Titiate  the  gift.  Jarman  on  Wills,  p.  742,  approved  by  Lord 
Lindley  in  Cowsny,  Truefitt,  Limited,  [1899]  2  Ob.  309, 311 ;  and 
see  per  Lord  Cottenham  in  Bishton  v.  Cobb,  (1839)  5  My.  &  Or. 
146, 161.  He  therefore  held  that  the  gift  did  not  fail.  This 
was  in  accordance  with  Turner  v.  Brittain,  (1868)  3  N.  E.  21. 

Solicitors:  McDiarmid  &  Hill,  for  Manley,  Hull;  Markby, 
Btewart  &  Co.  H.  B.  H. 


Joyce  J. 


In  re  SpiBAL  Globi,  LiMrrsD.  April  19. 

Watson  &  Co.  v.  Spibal  Globb,  Ldcitbd. 

Company — Debentures — Beyistration — Creation  of  Charge — Be- 
solution  to  issue  series  of  debentures — Sealing — lisue — Com- 
panies  Act,  1900  (63  *  64  Vict.  c.  48),  s.  14. 

In  August,  1900,  the  defendant  company  resolved  at  a 
meeting  of  its  directors  to  issue  at  par  twenty  debentures  of 
IQO^.  each,  bearing  interest  at  6  per  cent,  and  redeemable  at 
twelve  months  from  date  of  issue.  On  the  3l8t  of  August, 
1900,  the  twenty  debentures  were  sealed  with  the  company'8 
yn&tkh  By  the  debentures  the  company  charged  with  the  pay- 
vment  of  principal  and  interest  thereon  its  undertaking  and  all 
^Ite  property,  including  its  uncalled  capital.  On  the  24th  of 
^September,  1900,  the  company  issued  ten  of  the  debentures  to 
[the  plaintiffs,  its  bankers,  in  consideration  of  an  advance,  the 
^remaining  ten  being  retained  by  the  company's  solicitors.  On 
tihe  6th  of  January,  1901,  the  remaining  ten  debentures  were 
;depo8ited  with  the  plaintiffs  as  security  for  an  overdraft.  On 
ifthe  18th  of  April,  1901,  the  company  passed  resolutions  for  a 
^voluntary  winding-up. 

>  This  was  a  debenture-holder's  action  in  which  the  question 
^acKnkised  whether  the  debentures  issued  on  the  6th  of 
^anuar)S  ^^h  required  registration  under  sect.  14  of  the 
KlompaniC^  Act,  1900,  which  came  into  operation  on  the  1st  of 
^January,  iPOl. 

Mark  BdV^^>  ^ov  the  plaintiffs,  contended  that  the  charge 
jeffected  by  ti^  debentures  was  created  before  the  commenoe- 
^^ent  of  the   Act,  and  that,  therefore,  registration  was  not 


Joyce  J. 


In  re  Gbhenwood.  April  19. 

GOODHABT  V.  WOODHIAD. 


8imm^^9,  for  the  liquidator,  contended  that  no  charge  was 
^reat^  by  the  debentures  until  they  were  actually  issued,  and 
jtl>al  the  debentures  issued  on  the  6th  of  January,  1901,  required 
^registration  under  the  Act. 

JoTOB  J.  held  on  the  construction  of  the  Act  that  no  registra- 
*4ion  was  necessary. 

Solicitor:  John  J,  Bands.  G.  A.  S. 


Will— Devise  of  real  estate — Condition  that  devisee  should  take 
and  use  testator's  name — Preceding  life  estate — Lvnacy  aid 
death  of  devisee  duritig  life  of  tenant  for  life — Non-'per' 
formance  of  condition — Condition  precedent  or  subsequent^ 
Bemainder  in  fee — Vesting. 


The  testator  by  his  will  dated  in  1863  devised  his  real  estate 
to  his  daughter  for  life,  and  after  her  death  for  her  ohildno. 
And  if  she  should  have  no  child  the  testator  devised  his  real 
estate  to  W.  A.  Newsome  on  condition  that  he  take  and  use  the 
name  of  Greenwood  only.  The  testator  di^  in  1863. .  His 
daughter  was  now  the  wife  of  J.  W.  Woodhead.  She  was  io 
her  fifty-ninth  year,  and  had  no  issue.  W.  A.  Newsome  died 
intestate  in  1866  without  having  iakan  the  name  of  Greenwood. 
For  eighteen  months  previous  to  his  death  he  had  saffiszed 
from  insanity,  and  for  six  months  previous  to  his  death  had 
been  detained  in  an  asylum.  This  was  a  smnmons  in  an 
action  by  the  administrator  with  the  will  annexed  of  OdoDel 
Newsome,  his  heir-at-law,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the 
value  of  the  interest,  if  any,  which  Oolonei  Newsome  took  in 
the  real  estate  devised  by  the  will  of  the  testator. 

Badcoch,  K,C.,  and  E,  8/ Ford,  for  the  plaintiff,  contended 
that  the  condition  was  subsequent;  that  the  remainder  in  fee 
to  W.  A.  Newsome  was  vested  in  him,  subject  to  the  possihility 
of  its  being  divested  by  the  birth  of  issue  to  Mrs.  Woodhead, 
and  to  the  consequences  of  the  condition  not  being  perfonned; 
and  that,  by  the  lunacy  and  death  of  W.  A.  Newsome  dniing 
the  life  of  Mrs.  Woodhead,  the  performance  of  the  condition 
had  become  impossible  by  the  act  of  God,  so  that  the  remainder 
in  fee  to  W.  A.  Newsome  could  not  fail  or  be  divested. 

Hughes,  K.C,  and  Clayton,  for  Mrs.  Woodhead,  who  was  the 
testator's  heiress-at-law,  contended  that  the  condition  was  a 
condition  prteedent ;  that,  inasmuch  as  it  had  not  been  pe^ 
formed,  the  remainder  in  fee  to  W.  A.  Newsome  could  nerer 
become  vested;  and  that  she  would  be  entitled  to  the  revemoD 
in  fee  upon  her  own  life  estate  in  default  of  the  birth  of  iflsne 
to  her. 

0.  Leigh  Clare,  for  the  trustees  of  the  will. 

JoTOE  J.  held  that  the  plaintiff  could  not  succeed  nnleas  he 
could  shew  each  of  two  things,  viz.  (1)  that  the  condition  was 
a  condition  subsequent,  and  (2)  that  the  performance  of  it 
became  impossible  by  the  act  of  God.  Whatever  might  be  the 
true  view  as  to  the  former,  assuming  that  the  devisee  had  not 
been  afflicted  by  lunacy  before  his  death,  the  plaintiff  could 
not  shew  the  latter ;  and  the  fact  of  the  lunacy  having  sape^ 
vened  made  no  difference  in  this  respect.  The  action  failed,  and 
must  be  dismissed. 

Solicitors:  Bobins,  Hay,  Waters  ds  Hay;  Jaques  A  (?o.,  fcf 
Watts  &  Son,  Dewsbury.  G.  A  S. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


May  3,  1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


83 


NOnOJ^TO  SOLICITORa 


WUkikenew  o/imwring  (ke  greaieH  poMtUa  aomrac^  and 
npiditf  in  ike  varumB  pMieaiiom  connected  wUh  the  Law 
Iimn,  the  Oonmea  mU  he  Miged,  if  the  SoUcitcr$  to  whom 
ippUeoHon  i$  made  l^  mjf  Reporter  acting  for  the  Oonneil 
willai$oona$  poeeihle  after  application  furnish  (he  neeeuary 
hfen,  togeOer  with  any  information  in  their  power  a$toihe 
MM  of  the  vortow  SoUcitore  engaged  in  (he  ca$e.  At  the 
mm  timcy  the  OotmcQ  tkai^ftMy  acknowledge  the  aeeiatance 
4f9^  abready  received  from  eo  many  menAere  of  the  Pro- 
JMm  m  fitrmekmg  ike.  papere  required  to  prepare  accurate 


GSmVAL  LAW. 

Ecidence—Prtionera  Jointly  ii.  dieted— Bight  of  one  priioner  to 
eroit-examine  the  other— Cnminal  Ecidenne  Act,  1898  (61  A 
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COURT  I. 

Friday,  April  25 

Salle  y.  Midg^ey.    Applioatlon  for  new  trial.    Allowed. 

Fedend  Steam  Navigation  Company,  Limited  v.  Sleigh  and  Others. 

Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Settled. 
Gahb  A  Gosney  T.  Lovibond  and  Another.    Application  for  judgment 

or  new  trial.    Part  heard. 

Saturday,  April  26. 

Gulb  &  Gosney  v.  Lovibond  and  Another.    Application  for  judgment 

or  new  trial.    Allowed. 
Bleiek  and  Another  y.  Jerram  and  Otherf.    Application  for  new  trial. 

Part  heard. 

MovDAY,  April  28. 

Bleiek  and  Another  v.  Jerram  and  Others.    Application  for  new  trial. 

Allowed. 
Foster  v.  Turner.    Application  for  new  triaL    Allowed. 
Hart  y.  Sogers.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Dismined. 
Lamboume  y.  Shrimpton,    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 

DiimiMed. 

TuKDAY,  April  29. 

Baitee  ▼.  Norwich  Electric  Tramwiy  Company.    Application  for  judg- 
ment or  new  trial.    DlBnuBsed. 
Lang  v.  Looatt.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  (rial.    Dismiised. 
Gamer  y.  Wesley.     Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Dib- 


Appli- 


Wbdhbeday,  April  30. 

Purvis  ▼.  NetecasCe-upon-Tyne  Cooperative  Society,  Limited. 

cation  for  judgment  or  now  trial.    DismiflBed. 
In  the  Matter  of  B.  W.  W.  Huff.    Appeal  ham  the  Lord  Chief  Justioe 

and  Darling  and  Channell  J  J.    Allowed. 
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Kingham  Y.  Giddy.    Application  for  judgment.    Allowed. 
Duckes  Y.  Strong  db  Ob.    .^pjdioation  for  jadgment  or  new  trial.  Part 
heard. 


Thubsdat,  May  1. 
Applioation  for  judgment  or  new  trial 


DiB- 


iJuckes  V.  Strong  &  Co, 

miased. 

Lavsihor  y.  Boss,    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.   Dinniued. 
Van  Qrutten  nnd  Anothef  y.  Trovoner.    Applioation  for  jadgment  or 

new  trial.    DiBmiased. 


COURT  IL 

Thubsdat,  April  24. 

In  re  Kingdon  &  WU90n,  Solicitors,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Our. 

adv,  vult 
MofaU  &  Paige,  LirnUsd  y.  George  GiU  A  Son$,  LimUed.    Appeal  ftom 

Kekewich  J.    Allowed. 

Fbidat,  April  25. 

In  re  DMors.  Ex  parte  the  Dthtors,  No.  288  of  1902.  Appeal  from 
Mr.  Begistrar  Gii&rd.    Beferred  badk  to  Begistrar. 

In  re  a  Vdjtor.  E»  parte  the  Judgment  Creditor.  Appeal  from  Mr. 
Begistrar  Giffard.    Stands  oYer. 

In  re  C.  Bur/ord  A  Co.  Ex  parte  the  Truitee.  Appeal  from  Divi- 
sional Oonrt.    Part  heard. 


t)ouse  of  X0tb6* 


Satubdat,  April  26. 
In  re  C,  Bur/ord  d:  Co.    Ex  parte  the  Trustee. 

and  Phillimoro  J  J.    Dismisaed. 
Jn  re  CriMon*8  OH  Company.    Appeal  from  Wright  J. 


Appeal  from  Wright 


Part  heard. 


MOHSAT,  April  28. 

In  re  CriMon'eOa  Company.    Appeal  from  Wright  J.    Dismissed. 
Bath  Y.  Bath.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Part  heard. 

TUB8DAT,  April  29. 

In  re  H.  Holland,  junr.    Gregg  v.  HoUand.    Appeal  fifom  Farwell  J. 

AUowed. 
In  re  Calheart.    In  Lnnaoy.    Stands  OYer. 
Bath  Y.  Bath.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Dismissed. 
In  re  Swan.  Marshall  y.  HunUr.  Appeal  from  Baokley  J.  iDismisBed. 
In  re  Ward.    PoUoek  y.  Moore.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  Maddoek    Llewelyn  y.  Washington.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J. 

Part  heard. 

Wedhssdat,  AprQSO. 

In  re  T.  C.  JoJmson  &  Co.,  TAmOed*   Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.   Order 

varied. 
BlaekeU  y.  BladceU.    Appeal  from  the  President    Dismissed. 
Hartopp  y.  Hartopp.    Appeal  from  Gorell  Barnes  J.    Allowed. 

Thubsdat,  May  1. 
Llewelyn  y.  Washington.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J> 


In  re  MaddoeHc. 

Cur.  adv.  vtilt. 
Anger  v.  Aftger.    Appeal  from  Gorell  Barnes  J. 


Part  heard. 


During  the  sittings  of  iheOourU  The  Wxiklt  JUarwawiU  hepMished 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Deeisions  up  to  and 
including  ihose  of  the  previous  Thursday.  All  eases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wUl  he  reported  infuU  la  Turn  Law  Bbfobts; 


April  2!l. 
WBiaLET,  Afp.  ;  Whittakbb  &  Som,  Bmn. 

Employer  and  workman — Compensaiion — Employment  on  or  %% 

or   about  a  factory  —  Workmen's   Compensation   Act,  1897 

(c.  87),  s.  7. 

In  Francis  v.  Turner  Brothers,  [1900]  1  Q.  B.  478,  the  Conit 
of  Appeal  held  that  the  enactment  "  This  Aot  shaU  apply  only 
to  employment  by  the  undertakers ....  on  or  in  or  aboat  a 
. . .  .^factory"  in  sect.  7,  sub-aeci  1,  of  the  Workmen's  Com- 
pensation Act,  1897,  means  employment  on,  in  or  about  their 
own  factory;  and  that  a  workman  who  was  sent  by  his  em- 
ployers on  their  business  to  a  iactory  in  reegpect  of  which  th^ 
were  not  the  occupiers,  and  therefore  not  the  undertakers 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act,  was  not  entitled  to  oompeDtt- 
tion  from  them,  for  an  injury  which  he  there  received.  In  ihfi 
present  case  compensation  wsfi  claimed  against  Whittaker  & 
Sons,  engineers,  who  employed  the  woribnan,  and  also  against 
the  owners  of  the  cotton-spinning  factory  where  the  aocidoit 
happened.  The  Oonrt  of  Appeal  held  (without  argnmeDt) 
that  the  employers  were  not  liable,  and  the  present  appeal 
was  brought  against  that  part  of  their  decision,  [1901]  1 K.  & 
780.  They  also  held  that  the  owners  of  the  ootton-spinmng 
factory  were  not  liable.  Against  this  part  of  their  dedsion 
there  was  no  appeal 

Asquith,  K.C.,  and  John  Mont^fiore  (-4.  Clement  Edwards  with 
them),  for  appellant 

Cripps,  E.G.,  and  F.  E.  MeUor,  for  respondents,  were  not 
beard. 

Thb  Housi  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  MJacnaghtcn, 
Shand,  Davey,  Brampton,  Bobertson,  and  Lindley)  approTed 
the  proposition  laid  down  in  Francis  v.  Turner  Brothers,  aa^ 
affirmed  the  decision  of -the  Gourt  of  Appeal  on  that  point 

Solicitors:  Mills,  Lochyer  &  MiUs;  B.  B.  Wheatly,  Son  S 
Daniel,  for  Cobbett,  Wheder  ^  Cohbett,  Manchester, 

J.  M.1L 


Supreme  Court  of  JuMcature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


0.  A.  April  23, 

In  re  London  and  N<»THUtN  Bank,  Limitxd. 
Haddock's  Cask. 

Company — Winding-up — Private  examination — Attendance  rf 
solicitor — Befusal  of  solicitor  to  give  undertaking  not  to  disdoss 
—Companies  Act,  1862  (25  <£;  26  Vict,  c  89),  s.  115. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Byrne  J.,  noted  ante,  p.  55. 
The  bank  before  going  into  yolontary  liquidation  commenced 
an  action  against  Sir  George  Newnes,  Limited,  claiming  90,00(V^ 
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cbuna^  for  libel  oontained  in  a  paragraph  stating  in  effect 
{hat  the  bank  iras  in  liqnidation.    Shortiy.  afterwards  the  bank 
pttsed  resolations  for  a  volnntary  winding-up.    The  liquidator 
in  the  Tolnntary  winding-np  obtained  an  order  for  the  private 
examination  under  seoi  115  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862^  of 
fle?aral  persons,  amongst  them  being  Mr.  Haddock,  for  some 
time  secietaiy  of  the  bank,  and  Mr.  Hoyle,  solicitor  to  Sir 
George  Newnes,  Limited.    At  the  examination  of  Mr.  Haddock 
oomiflel  on  behalf  of  the  liquidator  applied  that  Mr.  Hoyle,  the 
solicitor  for  the  witness,  should  not  be  present,  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  also  summoned  as  a  witness  in  the  matter,  and 
Ifr.  Hoyle  accordingly  withdrew.    Counsel  for  the  liquidator 
tiien  asked  that  Mr.  Hoyle's  managing  clerk,  an  admitted  soli- 
citor, should  also  withdraw.    Counsel  fat  the  witness  objected, 
when  the  registrar  stated  that  he  would  only  allow  Mr.  Hoyle's 
managing  clerk  to  attend  on  condition  that  he  treated  the 
matter  as  entirely  private,  and  only  used  the  information 
I  obtained  from  questions  put  to  the  witness  for  the  purposes  of 
I  le^xamination,  not  communicating  any  part  of  the  informa- 
'  tion  thus  obtained  to  any  other  person  whatever  except  his 
connsel,  and  he  required  an  undertaking  in  these  terms  to  be 
^TOL   Counsel  for  Mr.  Haddock  objected  to  any  such  limita- 
tion being  imposed,  and  as  the  r^strar  declined  to  allow  him 
i  to  be  present  without  such  an  undertaking,  and  the  witness 
'  vas  advised  to  refuse  to  answer  any  questions  in  the  absence 
ef  his  flolicitor,  the  matter  was  adjourned  to  the  judge.  Byrne  J. 
iffinned  the  ruling  of  the  registrar.    Mr.  Haddock  appealed. 
\    Montague  Lush,  K,  C,  and  Muir  Mackenzie^  for  the  appellant. 

Tindal  Atkinson,  K,C.,  and  Stetvari-Smith,  K.C,,  for  the 
!  respondent,  the  liquidator. 

I    Tn  OovBT  (Collins  M.B.,  and  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 
I  L.J J.)  dismissed  the  appeal. 

;     OoLUKs  M.£.  said  that  the  right  of  this  witness  to  be  pro- 
tected by  the  presence  of  a  solicitor  on  this  inquiry  had  abso- 
Hxteiy  no  relation  to  the  rights  of  Sir  George  Newnes,  Limited, 
I  in  this  litigation^  and  if  the  same  solicitor  represented  both 
I  Pwties  the  witness  must  dispense  with  that  solicitor.    The 
(  examinatiwi  provided  by  sect  115  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862, 
I  »«8  a  private  examination  under  the  sanction  of  the  Court,  and 
i  it  was  most  undesirable  that  the  opposing  party,  or  his  advisers, 
!  Aonld  be  present  at  an  examination  the  essential  object  of 
i  which  was  to  inform  the  liquidator  what  proceedings  should  be 
tiken  in  the  liquidation.    It  was  not  as  though  the  seal  of 
privacy  was  incapable  of  removal,  because  by  the  Companies 
wiading-up  Bules  of  November,  1895,  machinery  was  provided 
for  enabling  the  Court  in  a  proper  case  to  allow  disclosure 
<rf  the  mformation  obtained  upon  an  examination  under  this 
•wtion.   But  the  examination  had  not  yet  been  held,  and  the 
^  point  was  whether  Sir  George  Newnes,  Limited,  had  any 
«^t  to  complain  that  the  registrar  had  exacted  from  the 
•wwtor  an  uudertdring  to  safeguard  the  privacy  of  his  examl- 
f«twB  as  a  condition  of  allowing  him  to  attend.    If  upon  an 
nqtiiry  under  this  section  a  solicitor  who  attended  to  protect  a 
^tnesB  was  ipso  facto  allowed  to  disclose  to  any  one  the  infor- 
"»*wn  flo  obtamed,  the  very  object  of  the  examination  might 
*e  defeated. 

Solidtora:  G.  S.  Hoyle;  HMer,  Roberts,  Walton  A  Thomas, 
w  atmpson  &  Simpson,  Leeds.  H.  B.  H. 


C.A. 


In  re  Cbiohton's  Oil  Compakt,  Lihitkd.^ 


April  2a 


Company — Winding-up — Surplus  assets — Preference  shares — l/h- 
appropriaied  profits — JHvidend  not  declared  he/ore  winding-up 
— Loss  of  capital — Rights  of  preference  and  ordinary  share^ 
holders  inter  se. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Wright  J.,  [1901]  W.  N.  I19| 
[1901]  2  Ch.  181 

The  above  company  was  in  voluntary  liquidation,  and  the 
question  was  whether  a  sum  of  16757.,  the  excess  of  income  over 
expenditure  in  the  last  year  of  the  company's  trading,  ought  to 
be  applied  in  payment  of  dividend  to  the  preference  share- 
holders, or  in  returning  pro  tanto  to  all  the  shareholders  (pre- 
ference and  ordinary)  rateably  the  amounts  paid  up  on  their 
respective  shares.  The  shares  were  all  107.  shares,  and  all  had 
been  paid  up  in  full.  The  preference  shareholders  were  entitied 
to  a  cumulative  preference  dividend.  Daring  the  three  years 
previous  to  the  last  the  trading  had  been  carried  on  at  a  loss, 
so  that  there  was  a  loss  of  capital  to  the  amount  of  43462.  No 
dividend  had  been  paid  in  those  years,  and  in  the  last  year  the 
directors  had  not  declared  any  dividend,  and  had  not  loade  any 
appropriation  of  the  16757.  Under  the  articles  of  association 
the  directors  had  power  to  set  aside  out  of  the  profits  such 
sums  as  they  might  think  proper  as  a  reserve  fund.  The  debts 
of  the  company  had  been  all  satisfied,  and  77.  per  share  had 
been  returned  to  all  the  shareholders.  The  preference  share- 
holders claimed  that  the  16757.  should  be  a^^lied  in  payment  of 
dividend  to  them  for  the  last  four  years  of  the  company's 
existence. 

Wright  J.  held  that,  though  in  the  last  year  the  directors 
might  out  of  the  16757.  have  declared  dividends  on  the  pre- 
ference shares,  notwithstanding  the  losses  in  the  three  previous 
years,  yet,  as  they  had  not  ddne  so,  that  sum  had  not  been 
made  available  for  dividend,  and  the  claim  of  the  preference 
shareholders,  therefore,  failed. 
The  preference  shareholders  appealed. 
Dunham,  for  the  appellants. 
Cosset,  for  the  ordinary  shareholders ;  and 
Kirhy,  for  the  liquidator,  were  not  called  upon. 
Thb  Coubt  (Collins  M.R,  and  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal,  holding  that  upon  the  construction 
of  the  memorandum  and  articles  of  association  Wright  J.  had 
come  to  a  right  conclusion.    Their  Lordships  said  that  In  re 
Bridgewater  Navigation  Company,  p.891]  1  Ch.  155  [on  appeal, 
[1891]  2  Ch.  817],  was  distinguishable.    The  provisions  of  the 
articles  in  that  case  were  very  different  from  those  of  the 
articles  in  the  present  case,  and,  moreover,  in  that  case  the 
paid-up  capital  had  all  been  repaid  to  the  shareholders.    And, 
if  Bishop  V.  Smyrna  and  Cassaba  Railway  Company,  [1895] 
2  Ch.  265,  was  not,  as  Byrne  J.  thought,  distinguishable  from 
In  re  Odessa  Waterworks  Company,  [1901]  2  Ch,  190,  n.,  their 
Lordships  preferred  the  decision  of  Byrne  J.  in  the  latter  case 
to  that  of  Kekewich  J.  in  the  former. 

Solicitors:  George  Reader  &  Co.,  for  Eoyle,  Shipley  <k  Hoyle, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne;  Ashurst,  Morris  <fe  Co.,  for  Stanton,  Atkin- 
son db  Hudson,  Newcastle-on-Tyne.  W.  L.  C. 
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Kekewich  J.  April  21. 

I^iYBR  RoDSN  Company,  Limited  v.  Urban  District  Council 

OF  Barking  To'an. 

Compulsory  powers — Taking  lands — Sufficiency  of  valuation  of 
swveyor — Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845  (8  <fc  9  Vict, 
C.-18),  «.  85— -BaiTway  Companies  Act,  1867  (30  cfe  31   Vict. 

;    c.  127),».  86. 

The  plaintiffs  in  this  case  claimed  (inter  alia)  an  injunction 
to  restrain  the  defendants  from  entering  on  an  island  belonging 
to  the  plaintiffs  nntil  iiiere  had  been  such  a  Yaluation  as  was 
Inquired  by  sect.  85  of  the  Linds  Clauses  Consolidation  Act, 
1845,  as  amended  by  sect.  33  of  the  Bui  way  Companies  Act, 
1867.  The  plaintiffs  were  the  owners  of  wharvee  in  the  yicinity 
of  the  island,  which  was  of  value  to  them  because  it  protected 
the  access  to  their  wharve?.  The  defendants  were  proceeding 
to  construct  a  light  railway  from  the  island  to  the  mainland, 
having  a  drawbridge  for  the  passage  of  barges  and  other  yesseb, 
and  it  was  allege!  that  the  obstruction  thus  cause!  would 
greatly  damage  the  property  of  the  plaintiffs,  which  was  very 
valuable.  The  surveyor  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
duly  made  his  valua^on,  and  thereby  estimated  the  sum  of  19/. 
as  the  amount  of  all  damage  and  injury  to  be  sustained  by  the 
plamtiffs  by  reason  of  the  exercise  by  the  defendants  of  their 
compulsory  powers.  It  was  contende!  that  this  amount  was 
ridiculously  small,  and  that  the  valuation  was  insufficient.  It 
was  not  allied  that  the  valuation  was  dishonestly  or  impro- 
perly made. 

P.  0.  Lawrence,  K.C.,  and  AbraJutm,  for  the  plaintiffs,  moved 
for  an  iDJunction,  and  relied  on  Cotter  v.  Metropolitan  Railway 
Company,  (1864)  12  W.  B.  1021,  as  an  authority  in  their 
favour. 

Warrington,  K,C.,  and  Barman,  for  the  defendants,  were  not 
called  upon. 

Kekbwioh  J.  said  that  the  application  was  entirely  without 
foundation.  The  function  of  the  surveyor  appointed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  what  were  known  as  the  *'  spesdy  posses- 
sion "  clauses  of  these  Acts  was  to  make  an  ex  parte  estimate  to 
the  best  of  his  ability.  It  was  necessarily  a  rough  estimate. 
He  might  make  a  great  mistake,  but  unless  he  acted  dishonestly 
or  in  breach  of  duty  the  Court  could  not  interfere.  In  the  case 
cited  the  surveyor  assumed  that  the  house  which  he  had  to 
value  was  of  the  same  class  as  the  other  houses  in  the  same 
K)ad ;  but  if  he  had  looked  at  it,  as  he  ought  to  have  done,  he 
Aiust  have  found  that  it  was  more  valuable  than  the  others. 
He  therefore  failed  in  that  which  was  his  obvious  duty.  The 
motion  must  be  refused  with  costs  to  be  the  defendants'  in  any 
event. 
-  Solicitors:  Wilson  &  Son;  Fislier  A  Stephens, 

C.  C.  M.  D. 


Wright  J.  J/)  r6  JuKBS.  April  21. 

Ex  parte  Official  BcoisivBS. 

Bankruptcy — Act  of  bankruptcy— Assignment  of  property  for  j/orf 
(Ubt — Protected  transaction — Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  (46  «t*  47 
.    Ftd.  c.  52),  M.  4,  49. 

The  debtor  was  a  cab  proprietory  and  in  July,  1901,  he  07ed 
one  Whitfield  some  150/.  fur  horses  and  cabs  that  he  had  par- 
chased  of  Whitfield,  and  for  somd  money  lent  him  by  Whitfield. 
On  the  5th  of  August  Whitfiel  1  pressed  the  debtor  for  pay- 
ment, and  it  was  then  verbally  agreed  between  them  thst 
Whitfield  should  take  over  and  remove  all  the  debtor's  stock- 
in-trade,  consisting  of  horses,  cabs,  and  harness,  and  should  sell 
the  same  by  public  auction  at  a  repository,  and  should  oat  of 
the  proceeds  pay  all  the  expenses  of  the  sale  and  his  said  debt  of 
160/.,  and  hand  over  the  balance,  if  any,  to  the  debtor.  Whit: 
field  accordingly  removed  the  stock  on  the  9th  of  August,  aD4 
sold  it  as  arranged  on  the  14th  of  September  for  170/.  Th9 
expenses  of  the  sale  and  keep  of  the  hoKes  for  a  montk 
amounted  to  46/.,  which  left  only  124/.  for  Whitfield,  so  that 
nothing  remained  for  the  debtor.  On  the  10th  of  October  a 
receiviog  order  was  made  against  the  debtor,  and  adjudicatioD 
followed.  His  liabilities  were  800/.  and  he  had  no  assets.  On 
the  5th  of  August  Whitfieli  koew  that  other  creditors  weie 
pressing  the  debtor.  The  official  receiver,  as  trustee,  claimed 
that  the  transaction  between  the  debtor  and  Whitfield  was  an 
act  of  bankruptcy. 

Carrington,  for  the  trustee. 

G.  A.  Scott,  for  Whitfield,  contended  that  the  transaction  ^ 
was  protected  by  sect.  49  of  the  Bankruptcy  Aof,  1883,  and 
relied  on  Shears  v.  Ooddard,  [1896]  1  Q.  B.  406. 

Wright  J.  held  that  Shears  v.  Ooddard  did  not  apply.  In 
his  Lordship's  opinion,  a  person  who  took  over  the  whole  of  a 
debtor's  property  in  payment  of  a  pist  debt,  and  with  notice 
that  there  are  other  creditors,  could  not  bi  said  to  be  acting  in 
good  faith.  The  transaction  was  an  act  of  bankmptcy,  ani 
did  not  fall  within  the  protection  of  sect.  49  of  the  Act. 

Solicitors:  Howard  &  Son ;  A.  White  d:  Co.  E.  L.  F. 


Farwell  J.  Bimmbb  v.  Wibstbb.  April  15, 2S. 

Trustee  —  Fraud  of  agent — Conflicting  equities^ Kegligentx- 
Indicia  of  title — Enabling  third  person  to  commit  fraud- 
Beceipt— Conveyancing  Act,  1881  (44  <fc  45  Vict.  c.  41),  s.  55. 

The  plaintiff  in  this  action  was  the  sole  trustee  of  a  will,  and 
held  as  pirt  of  his  trust  estate  a  mortgage  bond  for  200(V., 
issued  by  the  Tyne  Improvement  Commissioners  under  pDweia 
created  by  private  Acts  of  Parliament,  which  made  registration 
necessary  for  the  validity  of  transfers.   In  September,  1900,  th 
plaintiff  instructed   the   defendant   Hall,  a   stockbroker  I 
Darlington,  to  sell  this  bond  and  sent  it  to  him.    Hall  wtot 
that  he  had  arranged  to  sell  the  bond  in  two  portions  of  1500 
and  £00/.,  and  sent  to  the  plaintiff  two  draft  transfer  deeds,  1) 
which  the  security  was  transferred  to  Hall  in  consideration  d 
1500/.  and  500/.  respectively  paid  to  the  plaintiff  by  Hall. 

The  transftrs  were  in  a  statutory  form  contained  in  tht 
schedule  to  the  Commissioners'  Clauses  Consolida'ion  Act 
These   transfers   to   Ha'l   were  duly  registered.     Hall  cxo 
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eated  a  mortgage  of  the  security  to  Webster  for  1000^., 
repreeenling  himself  to  be  the  absolute  owner.  This  mort- 
gage waa  not  r^tered.  Hall  applied  the  money  to  his  own 
use  and  absconded.  This  action  was  brought  by  the  plaintiff 
against  Hall  and  Webster,  asiring  to  have  the  bond  retransfarred 
to  him  free  from  the  mortgage  to  Webster,  or  in  the  alternative 
tot  redemption.  Hall  had  been  made  bankrupt,  and  his  trustee 
disclaimed  all  interest. 

Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  Hart,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Jenkins,  K.C.,  and  W.  Baker,  for  the  defendant  Webster. 

Cu7\  adv.  vuH, 

April  21  Fabwslii  J.  said  that  in  case  of  a  conflict  between 
equities,  it  is  not  possible  to  lay  down  a  general  rule  that  the 
person  who  enables  another  to  commit  a  fraud  must  suffer  for 
ii  A  person  may  put  all  the  indicia  of  title  into  the  hands 
of  a  trustee,  as  in  Carritt  y.  Beail  and  Personal  Advance  Company, 
a889)  42  Ch.  D.  263.  But  if  he  hands  oyer  the  indicia  of 
title  to  another  in  order  to  enable  him  to  deal  with  the  property, 
the  principles  of  agency  apply,  and  no  limit  which  he  may 
impose  on  his  agenf  s  dealing  will  bind  an  innocent  purchaser 
or  mortgagee  from  such  agent:  Perry  Herrich  y.  AUwood, 
(1857)  2  De  G.  &  J.  21,  unless  notice  of  the  limit  has  been 
giTen  to  him.  Again,  if  an  owner  clothe  another  person  with 
fte  apparent  right  of  disposing  of  property,  not  only  by  trans- 
I  fetiiog  it,  but  by  acknowledging  that  the  transferee  has  paid 
foil  consideration  for  it,  he  is  estopped  from  asserting  his 
equitable  title  against  a  person  to  whom  the  transferee  has 
disposed  of  it.  A  statement  in  a  statutory  mortgage  that 
eoDsideration  money  has  been  paid  is  a  receipt  for  such  con- 
adeiation  money  within  the  meaning  of  sect.  55  of  the  Oon- 
Toyancing  Act,  1881.    Judgment  must  be  giyen  for  redemption. 

SiUdtors:  H.  W,  Henniker  Bance;  Williamson,  Rill  &  Co, 

J.  E.  B. 


SwiofenEidy  J. 


In  re  MgMubdo. 
PmrFixLD  V.  MoMuBDo. 


April  26,  29. 


Practice— Administration — Insolvent  estate— Secured  creditor — 
Withdrawal  of  proof— Certificate — Application  to  restore  proof 

,  -Rules  of  Bankruptcy— Judicature  Act,  1875  (38  &  39  Vict. 
f.77),«.10. 

The  tastator  in  this  action  died  in  1889  inEolyent,  and  on  the 
25th  of  Jaly,  1899,  an  order  was  made  for  the  administration 
of  bis  estate.  The  applicant,  the  liquidator  of  the  New  Oriental 
Bank  Ooiporation, Limited,  in  answer  to  adyertisements,  brought 
in  a  claim  for  47,000?.  For  this  he  held  as  security  certain 
*Me8  and  debantures  of  the  Delagoa  Bay  and  Eist  African 
Bailway  Company.  The  railway  had  been  seized  by  the 
Portuguese  Gtoyernment,  and  an  arbitration  tribunal  was 
tpp3inted  on  the  13th  of  Jane,  1891.  On  the  11th  of  May, 
«91,  the  liquidator  was  seryed  with  a  notice  to  proye  his 
claim  on  the  29th  of  May.  The  time  was  seyeral  times  ex- 
tended, and  on  the  20th  of  October,  1892,  the  liquidator's 
wUcitors  wrote  to  the  plaintiff's  solicitor  a  letter  stating  that 
the  liquidator  had  decided  not  to  proye,  preferring  to  rely  upon 
the  securities.    On  the  2nd  of  December,  1892,  the  liquidator 


attended  in  chambers  and  withdrew  the  claim.  On  the  29th 
of  Noyomber,  1898,  the  chief  clerk  made  a  certificate  as  to 
debts  in  which  he  disallowed  the  claim  of  the  bank.  Notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  certificate  was  giyen  to  the  liquidator.  The 
award  in  the  Delagoa  Bay  arbitration  was  not  made  until  1900. 
In  July  of  that  year  the  liquidator  receiyed  1448?.  in  respect  of 
his  security,  and  there  was  eyidence  that  nothing  more  would 
be  paid.  \ 

'  A  summons  was  taken  out  on  the  20th  of  January,  1902,  by  the 
liquidator,  asking  that,  notwithstanding  the  time  for  applying 
to  yary  the  certificate  and  the  time  limited  for  making  claims 
had  expired,  the  certificate  might  be  yaried  in  so  far  as  it  dis- 
allowed the  claim  of  the  liquidator ;  and  that  he  might  be  at 
liberty  to  make  and  establish  his  claim  against  the  testator'^ 
estate.  The  estate  had  not  been  distributed,  but  the  action 
had  been  partly  heard  on  further  consideration  in  chambers. 
The  summons  was  dismissed  in  chambers,  and  the  liquidator 
now  moyed  to  discharge  that  order. 

It  was  contended  for  the  applicant  that  by  yirlua  of  sect  10 
of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875,  the  rules  of  bankruptcy  applied 
notwithstanding   the  certificate,   and   that  in  bankruptcy  a 
creditor  had  the  right  to  come  in  and  proye  or  alter  his  proof 
at  any  lime  so  long  as  any  assets  remained  undistributed,  and 
he  did  not  disturb  diyidends  actually  made.    It  was  also  con- 
tended that  according  to  the  old  Chancery  practice  a  creditor 
had  a  right  to  come  in  under  a  judgment  so  long  as  any  part 
of  the  estate  remained  undistributed,  unless  special  cireum- 
stances  were  shewn  why  he  should  not. 
Muir  Mackenzie  and  B,  J.  Parker,  for  the  motion. 
Jenkins,  K.C,  and  Whinney,  for  beneficiaries. 
Upjohn,  K.C.  and  Eastwick,  for  a  creditor  haying  the  conduct 
of  the  proceedings. 

Cur,  adv,  volt, 

April  29.  SwiNFEif  Eadt  J.  said  that  sect  10  of  the  Judi- 
cature Act  engrafted  certain  rules  in  bankruptcy  upon  Ohancery 
practice  in  the  case  of  insolyent  estates,  but  it  had  not  super- 
seded the  Ohancery  practice  and  substituted  that  of  bank- 
ruptcy. The  practice  as  to  failure  to  proye  a  debt  within  the 
time  fixed  by  adyertisement,  or  notice,  is  goyemed  by  the  Bulei 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  Order  Ly.,  rr.  44,  56,  and  as  to 
creditors  being  bound  by  the  certificate  by  rules  70  and  71 
of  the  same  order.  He  was  of  opinion  that  those  rules  apply 
to  insolyent  as  well  as  to  solyent  estates,  and  the  decision  in 
In  re  Hopkins.  Williams  y.  Hopkins,  (1881)  18  Ch.  D.  370, 
supports  IJiat  yiew.  It  is  not,  and  neyer  has  been,  the  rule  in 
Chancery  that  a  creditor  can  always  come  in  in  an  adminis- 
tration action  so  long  as  the  estate  is  not  distributed.  A 
creditor  always  had  to  show  special  circumstances  in  order  to 
be  let  in  after  the  certificate.  In  this  case  no  special  circum- 
stances were  proyed,  and  the  motion  must  be  refused  with 
costs. 

Solicitors:  HoUams,  8om,  Cotvard  &  HawksJey ;  Harford  & 
Taylor;  Harston  <fc  Bennet,  J.  K.  B. 
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KING'S  BENOH  DIVISION. 


K-B.  D.  April  23. 

Paabks^  Gunstov  &  Tjsm,  Limitsd  v.  Wabd. 
BsRKBBr  V,  SouzsiBN  GouHTisB  Daibdeb  Oompant,  Lucukd. 

AduUemtion—SdU  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1876  (88  <fe  89  Viet. 
€.  68),  *.  6—Prefudice  of  purchasers-Know  tJge — Body  corpo- 
rakh^UMHty  to  penaiHeS'-InterpretiUion  Ad,  1889  (62  A  68 
Vict.  c.  68),  s.  2,  suh^.  1. 

Oases  stated  by  jusiicee. 

The  appellants  in  the  first  case  were  a  limited  company 
registered  under  the  Companies  Acts  and  carrying  on  business 
as  grocers.  The  respondent,  who  was  an  agent  of  the  Butter 
Association,  caused  one  Annie  White  to  ptunobase  on  his  behalf 
at  a  shop  of  the  appellants  half  a  pound  of  1».  fresh  butter  for 
the  purpose  of  analysis.  The  butter  when  analyzed  was  found 
to  contain  24  -  7  per  cent  of  water.  There  is  no  fixed  standard 
as  to  the  amount  of  water  to  be  found  in  butter,  but  it  is 
generally  understood  that  16  per  cent  should  be  the  extreme 
limit  The  excess  of  water  was  due  to  the  butter  having  been 
blended  with  milk.  The  respondent  preferred  an  informaUon 
against  the  appellants  under  sect  6  of  the  Sale  of  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  charging  them  with  having  sold  to  the  prejudice  of 
the  purchaser  butter  which  was  not  of  the  nature,  substance, 
and  quality  of  the  article  demanded. 

At  the  hearing  it  was  admitte  J  by  White  that  she  understood 
Pearks'  butter  was  moist,  and  that  she  could  see  it  was  moist, 
but  that  she  asked  for  butter  and  expected  to  get  butter.  It 
was  contended  for  the  appellants  that  an  incorporated  company 
were  not  liable  to  the  penalties  imposed  upon  a  "  person"  by 
sect  6  of  the  Act ;  and  that  there  had  been  no  sale  to  the  pre- 
judice of  the  purchaser  as  the  purchaser  knew  what  she  was 
buying,  and  knew  that  Pearks'  butter  contained  more  moisture 
than  other  butter  and  was  different  to  other  bu^tter.  The 
justices  decided  against  the  appellants  on  both  pcnnts,  and  con- 
victed and  fined  the  appellants. 

By  sect  2,  sub-sect  1,  of  the  Interpretation  Act,  1889,  it  is 
enacted  that  in  the  construction  of  every  enactment  relating  to 
an  offence  punishable  on  indictment  or  on  summary  conviction, 
the] expression  "person"  shall,  unless  the  contrary  intention 
appears,  include  a  body  corporate. 

Macmorran,  K.C.,  and  Jose]^  Bioardo,  for  the  appellants. 

Morion  Smith,  for  the  respondent 

In  the  second  case  the  respondents,  a  limited  company,  were 
charged  with  an  offence  under  sect.  6  of  the  Sale  of  Pood 
and  Drugs  Act,  1875.  On  an  objection  being  taken  that  pro- 
ceedings for  the  recovery  of  a  penalty  under  sect.  6  coidd  not 
be  brought  against  a  limited  company,  the  justices  dismissed 
the  information. 

G.  W.  Bicketts,  for  the  appellant 

The  respondents  did  not  appear. 

Ths  Coubt  (Lord  Alverstone  G. J.,  Darling  and  Ghannell  JJ.) 
held,  in  the  first  case,  that  there  had  been  a  sale  to  the  pre- 
judice of  the  purchaser,  the  test  being  not  whether  a  purchaser 
with  special  knowledge  would  be  prejudiced,  but  whether  an 
ordinary  purchaser  would  be  prejudiced.  Further,  that  the 
mere  statement  by  the  woman  that  she  knew  the  butter  would 


be  moist  did  not  shew  such  knowledge  on  her  part  of  the 
extent  of  tiie  extra  moisture  in  the  butter  as  to  cause  the  ode 
not  to  be  to  her  prejudice.  The  Court  held  in  both  cases  thii 
a  limited  company  could  be  made  liable  under  sect  6.  Mem 
rea  was  not  an  element  of  the  offence  under  that  sectian:  aei 
BeiU  V.  ArmUead,  (1888)20  Q.  B.  D.  771;  and  theie  m 
nothing  in  thv  seotioh  diflcik»ng^  a  contniiy  intention  vitiiii 
the  meaning  of  sect  2,  subnaect  1,  of  the  Interpretation  M 
1889. 

^.    Ajitpealin/irst.oasedisfMsseeL. 
Appeal  in  second  case  (Mowed, 

Solicitor  for  appelknts  in  first  case :  H,  Nelson,  Paisley. 
Soh'citors  for  respondent  in  first  case :  W.  T.  Bicketts  A  Son. 
Solicitors  for  appellant  in  second  case:    Prior,  Church  Jt 
Adams,  for  Linikome,  Ibwn  Clerk,  Southampton.       F,  0.  R. 


CROWN  CASES  RESERVED. 


G.  G.  B.        Tbb  King  r.  Hadwbn  akd  Ihqhaic.      April  2& 

Criminal  lawSvidence— Prisoners  jcinily  indicted— Bight  ^ 
one  prisoner  to  cross-examine  the  other — Criminal 'Evidence  Ad, 
1898  (61  <fe  62  Vict,  c  86),  s.  1  (/). 

Gase  stated  by  Bidley  J. 

The  prisoners,  who  had  carried  on  business  in  partneisbipH 
silk-spinnerd,  were  jointly  indicted,  the  indictment  chaigifl| 
them  with  offences  under  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  (32  &  33  Yioki 
c.  62),  and  with  conspiring  tc^ether  to  defraud  a  bank  at  ▼hidk 
the  firm's  banking  account  was  kept  Each  prisoner  was  eepii 
rately  defended  by  counsel.  Upon  the  close  of  the  case  for  tii0 
Grown,  each  prisoner  elected  to  give  evidence  upon  oatb,  and 
each  prisoner  then  gave  evidence  exculpating  himself,  and  also 
gave  evidence  against  the  other  prisoner  who  was  charged  with 
the  same  offences.  Gounsel  on  behalf  of  each  prisoner  thai 
claimed  the  right  to  cross-examine  the  other  prisoner  upon  the 
evidence  given  by  him  against  his  co-prisoner.  Tbe  leaioed 
judge  ruled  that  such  cross-examination  was  not  permifisibia 
The  prisoners  were  found  guilty  upon  all  the  counts.  Thd 
question  reserved  was  whether,  under  the  above  circumstance^ 
counsel  for  one  prisoner  was  or  was  not  entitled  to  croA* 
examine  the  other  prisoner  upon  the  evidence  given  by  <^ 
latter. 

Tindal  Atkinson,  K.C,  and  W.  J.  Waugh,  for  Hadwen. 

Scott  Fox,  K,C,,  and  B,  A.  SJicpherd,  for  Ingham.. 

Harold  Thomas,  for  the  Grown. 

The  Goubt  (Lord  Alverstone  0.  J.,  Lawrance,  Wright,  Brae^ 
and  Kennedy  JJO  held  that  oounsel  for  each  prisoner  wii 
entitled  to  cross-examine  the  other  prisoner.  ^  j 

Convictions  quMkd,\ 

Solicitors  for  Hadwen:  Van  Sandau  <fc  Co,,  for  MilUd:^ 
Huddersfield. 

Soh'citors  for  Ingham :  Hdliwell^  Harhy  <fc  Co,,  for  JMy  B(4 
&  Hdliwdl,  Halifax. 

S(^oitor  for  the  Grown :  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury. 

F.  0.  R 
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NOTICE  TO  SOLIOITOBa 


WUk  ike  ffiew  ofinamnng  (ke  gretUeMt  pattible  aecuraoy  and 
npidiijf  im  the  variau$  pMieatiani  eannecied  with  the  Law 
EercoiB,  the  Ckmnea  vnU  he  obliged,  if  ike  SoUoitare  to  whom 
^fpUcaHam  i$  made  bff  any  Beporter  acting  for  the  Ckmneil 
mil  ae  mxm  a»  poeeible  after  appUeoHon  furnish  the  neeeesary 
Popere,  together  with  any  informaiion  in  their  power  ae  to  the 
wamee  of  the  varioae  Solidtore  engaged  in  the  ca$e.  At  the 
fSM  liMe,  the  OonncU  thankfuUy  acknowledge  the  aeeietance 
Aeif  have  adready  received  from  eo  many  mewbere  of  the  Pro* 
frmon  m  fwmiehing  the  papere  required  to  prepare  accurate 
teportM, 
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Spooner  v.  Eceson,  Ac,  Company,  lAmited.    Application  for  judgment 

or  new  trial    DiBmiaaed. 
Morris  v.  Atkins  and  Another.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 
Cur.  adv.  rulf. 

Satubdat,  May  3. 
Kerin  and  Others  v.  Western.    Appeal  from  Phillimore  J.    Allowed. 
Afoor^  y.  Mayor,  dc,  of  the  City  and  County  of  Kingston^pon-IIull. 
Appeal  from  Lawrance  J.    Part  heard. 


Tuesday,  May  6. 
Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 


Dis- 


Lennox  v.  Stvddart. 

missed. 
Davii  y.  Stoddart.  Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.  DismisseJ. 
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Moorby  y.  Mayor,  Ao,  of  (he  Oily  and  County  of  Kingnton-^ipon'HuU, 

Appeal  from  Lawrance  J.    Settled. 
Zillah  Shipping  Company^  LinUUd  v.  Midland  BaUway  Cotnpany. 

Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Jnstioe  and  Lawranoe  J.    Part 

heard. 

Wkdnxsdat,  May  7. 

In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Tyrer  &  Co,  and  Heesler  A  Co,    Appeal 

from  Kennedy  and  Phillimore  J  J.    Allowed. 
Hainnoorth  t.  BriHth  Workman^e  and  General  Assuranoe  Companyt 

LimiUd.    Appeal  from  Kennedy  J.    Allowed* 

Thubsdat,  May  8. 

Gatee  y.  BiU.    Appeal  from  Ridley  J.    DkmiBsed. 

London  and  Nbrlhem   Bank,  Limited  v.  Newnes,      Appeal    from 

Bnoknill  J.    Dismined. 
Moore  v.  Worlhinyton  Pumping   Engine  Company.      Appeal   from 

BuckniUJ.    Settled. 
WeilU\and  Others  y.  New  London  Diteount  Company,  Limited,   Appeal 

from  Jelf  J.    Allowed. 
Auger  y.  Vamier.    Appeal  from  Bndknill  J.    Part  heard. 


COURT  IL 

FuDAT,  May  2. 
Anger  Y.  Anger.    Appeal  from  €k>rell  Barnes  J.    Cur,  adv,  vuU, 

Satvbdat,  May  3. 

In  re  J.  C.  Johneon  A  Co^  Limited.    Standa  o?er. 

I  In   re  Gore  Booth.      Gore   Booth  y.  Gore   Booth.      Appeal  from 
Kekewich  J. 
Gore  Booth  Y.  Gore  Booth,    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Part  heard. 

MoNDAT,  May  5. 

In  re  Aldam^s  Settled  Eatatea.    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Allowed. 
Anger  y.  Anger,    Appeal  from  Gorell  Barnes  J.    Dismissed. 

I  In  re  Gore  Booth,      Gore    Booth  y.  Gore  Booth.      Appeal  from 
Kekewioh  J. 
Gore  Booth  y.  Gore  Booth,    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Dismissed. 
CrickiU  y.  Oriekitt,    Appeal  from  the  President    Ouf.  adv.  vult, 

TuiSDAT,  May  6. 

BeUerby  y.  Rowland  &  Marwood^»  Company.  Appeal  from  Kekewich  J. 

Allowed. 
Criekitt  y.  Crickitt,    Two  appeals  from  Jenne  P.    Dismissed. 
Kaye  y.  £0^0.    Appeal  from  Gorull  Barnes  J.    Dismissed. 
Blood  y.  Blood,    Api>eal  from  Gorell  Barnes  J.    Part  heard. 

WiDMEBDAY,  May  7. 

In  re  Kingdon  A  WUfon,  Solicitors,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  Warwick^B  Revolving  Towers  Company,  Limited.     Mnckay  y. 

Wartoiek^s  Revolving  Towers  Company,  Limited.     Appeal  from 

Baokl^  J.    Allowed. 
Blood  y.  Blood    Appeal  from  Gbrell  Barnes  J.    Dismissed. 
Greet  r.  Ord.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Part  hoard. 


DuHng  the  sittings  of  the  CourU  Thi  Whklt  tloTESwia  be  published 
on  Saturday,  aiMi  wUl  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  cases  of  perma$ient 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  be  reported  infuU  in  Thi  Law  BuponnL 


Ibouse  of  Xorbs* 


Hayl. 
Thb  Quksn  (at  thb  Pboseoutiom  of  thi  GonsTT  Council  ot 
Eildabb),  App.  ;   Babton  akd  thb  Gbbat  Southbbs  ad 
Wbstkbn  Eailwat  Company  of  Ibbland^  Besps. 

Practice — Appeal — Jurisdiction — Appeal  to  House  of  Lords  fiw 
order  of  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland — Certiorari — Appdkk 
Jurisdiction  Act,  1876  (39  <fc  40-  Vict,  c  69),  ««.  3,  l^Suprm 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Act,  1877  (40  A  41  Vict,  c  57), 
«.86. 

The  Queen's  Bench  Diyision,  Ireland,  haying  made  an  oxder 
for  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  remoYe  and  qoash  a  roYlsed  yaloatioa 
of  the  Great  Sonthern  and  Western  Railway  Company,  Ireland, 
made  by  Barton,  respondent,  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Iielsod 
difioharged  the  order:  The  Queen  {County  Council  ofKildan)v 
Commissioner  of  Valuation  and  Great  Southern  and  WuUnk 
Railtvay  Company,  [1901]  2  I.  B.  215.  The  Eildare  Oomij 
Council  haying  appealed,  a  preliminary  objection  was  takoB  to 
the  jurisdiction  by 

Bonan,  K.C.,  and  D.  G.  Chaytor  Qao^  of  the  Irish  Bar),^ 
the  railway  company. 

J,  E.  Campbell,  S.-G.,  and  Vesey  FitzGerald  (both  of  the  Irak 
Bar),  for  Barton,  respondent. 

Balfour  Browne,  K.C.,  J.  B,  Falconer,  K.C.  (of  the  Irish  Bar), 
and  Sylvain  Mayer,  for  appellant. 

Thb  Houbb  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  Shand,  DaTQ^i 
Brampton,  and  Robertson)  held  that  the  case  was  go?ersad  bf 
Earl  of  Gos/ord  v.  Irish  Land  Commission,  [1899]  A.  a  435, 
and  that  the  appeal  did  not  lie,  since  at  the  time  of  the  iMl^iog 
of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Act,  1876,  no  appeal  lay  to  tho 
House  from  an  order  of  the  Exchequer  Chamber  of  Ireland 
upon  the  question  of  the  issue  of  a  writ  of  certiorari 

Solicitors:  Francis  &  Johnson,  for  W.  G.  White,  Dublin 
Young,  Jackson,  Beard  &  King,  for  Sir  Patrick  Coll,  C.B,,  Chief 
Crown  Solicitor,  Dublin,  and  for  BarringUm  &  Son,  Dublin. 

J.  M.U. 


Supreme  Court  of  JuMcaturc* 

COURT  OF  APPBAL. 


C.A. 


April  29. 


In  re  Holland. 
Gbeog  v.  Holland. 

Fraudulent  conveyance — Protection  of  creditors — Post-^uplicl 
settlement — Bedtal  of  ante-nuptial  agreement — Wif^s  <^ou  in 
action — Husband's  interest  determinable  on  bankruptcy — 8MvU 
of  Frauds  (29  Car.  2,  c.  8),  s.  4r-13  Eliz.  c.  6. 

Appeal  from  Farwell  J.,  [1901]  2  Ch.  146;   [1901]  W.  N. 
72. 
By  a  post-nuptial  settlement  dated  the,8th  of  February,  1873, 
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ledting  that  pieviooBly  to  the  marxiftge  the  husband  agreed  to 
make  such  settlement  of  his  wife's  fortune  as  was  thereinafter 
eontaiDed,  the  husband,  being  entitled  in  right  of  his  wife,  then 
an  infant,  to  a  reversionary  interest  in  personalty  belonging  to 
her  under  a  will,  subject  to  the  oontmgency  of  his  predeceasing 
her  without  reducing  it  into  possession,  covenanted  that  on  the 
fond  falling  into  possession  he  and  his  wife  would  assign  it  to 
the  trustees  on  the  usual  trusts  for  the  wife,  husband,  and 
issue  of  the  nuurriage,  the  husband's  life  interest  being  made 
detenninable  on  bankruptcy.  In  1877  the  wife  died,  and  in 
1898  the  husband  became  bankrupt.  In  1899  the  fund  fell  into 
possession,  and  the  question  then  arose  whether  the  fund  was 
bound  by  the  settlement  or  belonged  to  the  oflacial  receiver. 
There  was  no  evidence  that  at  the  date  of  the  settlement  the 
husband  was  insolvent. 

Farwell  J.  heLl,  foUowing  In  re  Pearson,  (1876)  3  Ob.  D.  807, 
that,  as  against  the  official  receiver,  the  settlement  was  void  in 
ioto  under  13  EUz.  c.  6. 
The  parties  claiming  under  the  settlement  appealed. 
Herbert  Eeed,  K.C.,  and  Aubrey.  St.  John  Gierke,  for   the 
appellants. 
l^pjohn,  K.a,  and  Alfred  Adams,  for  the  official  receiver. 
W.  E.  Cozmu'Hardy,  for  the  trustees  of  the  will  having 
possesBian  of  the  fund. 

Ths  Goubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Gozens-Hardy, 
Ii.JJ.),  in  considered  judgments  [reversing  the  decision  of 
Parwell  J.,  held  that  the  settlement  must  prevail  against  the 
ofiBcial  receiver,  first,  because  even  though  the  settlement  were 
treated  as  a  voluntary  post-nuptial  settlement  as  against  the 
official  receiver  claiming  under  the  statute  of  13  Eliz.,  yet  the 
cdicumstances  of  the  husband  at  the  date  of  the  settlement,  and 
the  source  from  which  the  settled  property  came,  and  the  lapse 
of  time  between  the  settlement  and  the  bankruptcy,  all  went  to 
negative  the  inference  that  the  settlement  was  executed  with 
the  intent  to  delay  creditors;  and,  secondly,  because,  assuming 
the  settlement  not  to  be  fraudulent,  the  recital  in  it  was 
sofSdent  evidence  against  any  one  cUumiog  through  the  husband 
of  such  a  parol  ante-nnptial  agreement  as  would  prevent  the 
post-nuptial  settlement  from  being  voluntary.  -The  decision  in 
In  re  Pearson  could  not  now  be  supported. 

Solicitors:  Van  Sandau  di  Co.;  Tarry,  Sherlock  &  King; 
B.  CH/ton  Lambert.  G.  I.  F.  0. 


C.  A.  Bath  v.  Bath.  April  29, 

Agreement — Bankruptcy — Scheme  of  arrangement — Cessio  bono- 
rum —  Construction. 

Appeal  by  the  plaintiff,  John  Smith  Bath,  from  the  order  of 
Kekewich  J.  holding  that  a  f  and  obtained  out  of  Gourt  by  him 
under  an  order  made  on  the  29th  of  February,  1886,  the  Gourt 
bdng  at  the  time  unaware  of  the  agreement  of  the  20th  of 
April,  1893,  referred  to  in  the  report  below,  must  be  repaid  to 
the  Creditors'  Assets  Company,  Limited,  as  being  entitled 
thereto  under  the  agreement 

Warrington,  K.C,  and  Muir  Mackenzie,  for  the  plaintiff, 
Bafb. 

^enshavf,  K,C.,  and  Pollard,  for  the  Assets  Company. 

Tbs  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy  L. JJ.) 
held  that  the  effect  of  the  agreement  and  the  order  approving 
it,  by  which  "all  the  property  "  of  the  plaintiff  Bath,  the  debtor. 


was  vested  in  the  company,  was  a  complete  ceseio  honorum  made 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  the  company  with  an  adequate 
security  for  their  reimbursement  under  the  obligation  they  had 
undertaken  of  paying  the  whole  of  the  creditors  their  debts  in 
full :  that  the  fund  in  question  accordingly  passed  to  the  com- 
pany absolutely  under  the  agreement,  there  being  nothing  in  it 
to  narrow  its  effect.  The  appeal  must,  therefore,  be  dismissed 
with  costs. 

Solicitors:  Payne,  Shav^Mackenzie  <fc  Lake;  Banger,  Burton 
<fc  I^8t  G.  I.  F.  C. 


C,  A.  Blaokxtt  V.  Blaokktt  and  Frail.        April  30. 

Practice — Divorce — Bankrupt  petitioner — Claim  for  dairvages — 
Security  for  costs. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  the  President,  ante,  p.  70. 

A.  H.  Blackebt,  an  undischarged  bankrupt,  presented  a  peti- 
tion for  dissolution  of  marriage,  and  claimed  damages  from  the 
co-respondent  The  co-resjpondent  applied  for  an  order  that 
the  petitioner  should  give  security  for  costs ;  and  Sir  F.  Jeune  P. 
held,  reversing  the  decision  of  the  registrar,  that  the  fact  that 
the  petitioner  was  an  undischarged  bankrupt  and  claimed 
damages  was  not  a  sufficient  ground  for  making  him  give 
security. 

The  co-respondent  appealed. 

Indertvick,  K.C.,  and  J.  Harvey  Murphy,  for  the  appellant. 

Bargrave  Deane,  K.C.,  and  Barnard,  for  the  petitioner. 

Ths  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  Stirling  L.J.  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.J.)  dismissed  the  appeal.  They  held  that  there  was  no 
settled  practice  in  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Division  that  a 
petitioner  who  was  an  undischarged  bankrupt  and  who 
daimed  damages  must  give  security  for  costs  unless  he  with- 
drew the  claim  for  damages.  The  rule  was  said  to  rest  upon 
Smith  V.  Smith  and  Palk,  (1882)  7  P.  D.  227 ;  but  that  case 
was  not  a  sufficient  foundation  for  it,  and  the  cases  to  which  it 
would  apply  were  rara  The  decision  was  only  that  the  practice 
at  common  law  applied,  and  it  never  was  the  practice  at 
common  law  to  make  a  man  give  Eccurity  merely  on  the  ground 
of  poverty.  There  were  some  exceptions,  and  it  had  boon  argued 
that,  inasmuch  as  the  damages,  if  recovered,  would  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Court,  the  petitioner  was  in  the  position  of  a  man 
of  straw  employed  to  sue  for  somebody  else ;  but  that  was  met 
by  the  decision  in  Bhodes  v.  Dawson,  (1886)  16  Q.  B.  D.  548. 

Solicitors:  Woodcock,  Byland  &  Parker,  for  H.  C.  Clarke, 
Shrewsbury. 

Collyer-Bristow,  Hill,  Curtis  &  Dods.  H.  C.  B. 


C.A.  April  30;  May  3,  5. 

In  re  I.  C.  Johnson  &  Co.,  Limited. 

Practice  —  Company  —  Debentures  —  BegistrcUion  —  Extension  of 
time — Protection  of  creditors — Series  of  debentures  ranking  pari 
passu — Preservation  of  rights  of  debenture-holders  inter  «e— 
Companies  Act,  1900  (63  <€;  64  Vict.  c.  4S),  ss.  14, 15. 

Appeal  from  orders  made  by  Kekewich  J.  and  Joyce  J. 

In  1899  the  company  passed  resolutions  to  issue  debentures. 
A  covering  deed  was  executed  in  1900  conveying  property  to 
trustees  by  way  of  mortgage.  By  the  conditions  of  the 
debentures  the  company  charged  all  its  vroperty  present  and 
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future,  including  uncalled  capital  for  the  time  being,  as  a 
floating  charge;  and  the  debentures  were  stated  to  be  part  of 
a  series  all  of  which  were  to  rank  pari  passu.  A  large  number 
of  the  debentures  were  issued  before  the  1st  of  January,  1901, 
when  the  Companies  Act,  1900,  came  into  operation.  Since  that 
date  827  more  debentures  of  the  same  series  had  been  issued. 
These  debentures  had  not  been  registered  under  sect.  14  of  the 
Act,  and  the  company,  which  was  in  a  prosperous  condition, 
and  the  holders  of  the  827  debentures,  whose  names  and 
holdings  were  given  in  a  schedule  to  the  notice  of  motion, 
applied  for  an  extension  of  time  for  that  purpose. 

Eekewlch  J.  made  an  order  extending  the  time,  but  directed, 
following  In  re  Joplin  Brewery  Company,  Limited,  [1902]  1  Oh. 
79,  that  the  order  should  contain  the  words,  "  but  this  order  is 
to  be  without  prejudice  to  the  rights  of  parties  acquired  prior 
to  the  time  when  such  debentures  shall  be  actually  registered.** 
His  Lordfihip  refused  to  qualify  these  words  by  a  statement 
that  they  were  not  to  affect  the  priorities  of  the  debenture- 
holders  inter  se, 

Joyce  J.  subsequently,  in  the  absence  through  illness  of 
Eekewich  J.,  farther  extended  the  time  till  the  18th  of  May,  so 
as  to  give  time  to  appeal;  and  made  the  order  in  the  same 
form. 

The  company  appealed. 

EaJdane,  K.C,  and  ChristopJier  James,  said  that  by  the  order 
as  it  stood  the  debenturo-holders  whose  debentures  had  been 
issued  before  the  commencement  of  the  Act  would  acquire 
priority  oyer  the  other  debenture-holders,  and  that  this  was 
directly  opposed  to  the  contract  that  all  should  rank  pari  passu. 
They  asked  that  the  order  might  be  varied  by  the  insertion  of 
some  words  to  remedy  this  defect. 

Neville,  K.C,  and  J.  G.  Pease,  for  the  respondents. 

Thb  Cotjbt  (Collins  M.R.,  Stirling  L.J.  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.J.)  held  that  the  fact  that  some  of  the  debentures  had  been 
issued  before  registration  was  necessary  and  some  afterwards, 
and  that  there  had  been  a  slip  which  had  necessitated  an 
application  to  the  Court,  under  seot.  15,  ought  not  to  make 
any  difference  to  the  cDutract  between  the  debenture-holders 
inter  se.  It  was  not  necessary  to  decide  any  question  with 
reference  to  the  protection  of  creditor.^,  but  the  order  must  be 
varied. 

[The  terms  of  the  variation  were  subsequently  mentioned  for 
the  approval  of  the  Court;  and  by  the  minutes  of  tbe  order  as 
finally  settled  it  was  provided  (after  extending  the  time  till 
the  18th  of  May)  as  follows:  "Provided  always  that  this  order 
is  to  bo  without  prejudice  to  any  rights  (other  than  rights  in 
respect  of  debentures  of  the  said  series)  which  may  have  been 
or  may  be  acquired  against  the  holders  of  the  said  debentures 
set  forth  in  the  schedule  to  this  order  prior  to  the  time  when 
the  last-mentioned  debentures  shall  be  actually  registered. 
And  it  is  hereby  declared  that,  except  so  far,  if  at  all,  as  may 
be  necessary  for  giving  effect  to  the  proviso  aforesaid,  such 
proviso  shall  not  interfere  with  the  rights  of  equality  among 
themselves  attached  to  all  the  debentures  of  the  said  series^ 
but  so  that,  in  the  event;  of  the  debentures  set  forth  in  the  said 
schedule  being  avoided  as  against  parties  having  any  such 
rights  as  are  preserved  by  the  said  proviso,  none  of  the  holders 
of  the  debentures  of  the  said  series  other  than  the  holders  of 
the  debentures  set  forth  in  the  said  [schedule  shall  by  reason  of 
such  avoidance  be  required  to  accept  any  less  share  of  the 


assets  comprised  in  his  security  than  he  would  have  taken  if 
there  had  been  no  such  avoidance."] 

Solicitors :  Stibhard,  Gibson  db  Co:,  for  Gibson,  Pybus  <fe  PyJnUy 
Newoastle-on-Tyne.  H.  C.  B. 

C.  A.  In  re  Aldam's  Sbttlbunt.  May  5. 

Settled  Land— Tenant  for  life— Power  of  leasing— Mining  km 

— Varying  minimum  rent — WayAeave — Settled  IjandAct,  1882 

(45  A  46  Vict.  e.  88),  «.  6,  7  sub-s.  2,  9  sub^.  1  (f,  ii.), 

17  sub-s.  1,  58. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Byrne  J.,  [1901]  W.  N.  229. 

The  questions  (which  arose  upon  a  summons  to  detennioo 
the  validity  of  a  lease  of  coal  mines  proposed  to  be  granted  by 
a  tenant  for  life)  were— (1)  whether  under  the  Settled  Land  Acts 
the  tenant  for  life  had  power  to  grant  a  mining  lease  for  a  term 
of  sixty  years,  reserving  a  minimum  yearly  rent,  not  com- 
mencing until  the  second  year  of  the  term,  and  increasing  year 
by  year  until  the  fifth  year;  (2)  whether  the  tenant  for  life 
could  insert  in  the  lease  a  proviso  for  the  cesser  of  th« 
mininmiTn  rent  when  all  the  coal  demised  by  the  lease,  except 
such  parts  thereof,  if  any,  as  in  accordance  with  the  lease  were 
not  to  be  worked  or  pud  for,  should  have  been  paid  for  at  the 
acreage  rent  reserved  by  the  lease ;  (8)  whether  the  lease  migbt 
contain  a  way-leave  for  foreign  coal,  to  continue  after  each 
cesser  at  a  nominal  rent,  or  whether  a  substantial  rent  must  ba 
reserved  for  the  way-leave. 

Byrne  J.  held  with  reference  to  (1),  that  the  fact  that  do 
minimum  rent  was  reserved  in  the  first  year  was  fatal  to  the 
validity  of  the  lease.  In  his  opinion  it  would  have  been  valid 
if  the  minimum  rent  for  the  first  year  had  been  fixed  at  ft 
nominal  amount.  He  saw  no  objection  to  the  graduated  scale 
providod  that  the  maximum  rent  was  mvie  to  begin  in  the  fifth 
year,  or  on  the  death  of  the  tenant  for  life,  if  he  should  die 
before  that  date.  With  respect  to  (2)  and  (8),  Byrne  J.  said 
that  under  sect.  17,  sub-sect  1,  he  thought  there  was  power  to 
grant  such  a  way-leave  if  a  proper  rent  were  reserved.  If  ft 
separate  and  properly  ascertained  rent  were  reserved  for  the 
way-leave  for  the  whole  term  during  which  it  was  to  be  enjoyed, 
there  might  be  no  objection.  But,  if  the  tenant  for  life  were  to 
live  until  all  the  coal  was  exhausted,  the  remaindermen  would 
under  the  proposed  lease  be  subject  for  the  residue  of  the  tern 
to  the  burden  of  the  way-leave,  without  getting  anything  but  ft 
nominal  payment  for  what  might  have  been  granted  for  a  teiy 
substantial  rent.  Therefore,  his  Lordship  thought  that  the 
proposed  lease  could  not  be  granted.  He  also  thought  ho  could 
not  sanction  it  under  the  jwwer  conferred  on  the  Court  by 
sect.  10  of  the  Act. 

The  tenant  for  life  appealed. 

NevUle,  K.  C,  and  J.  Dixon,  for  the  appellant 

L.  S,  Bristowe,  for  the  infant  tenant  for  life  in  remainder  and 
the  trustees. 

The  Goubt  (Collins  M.B.,  and  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal. 

Collins  M.B.  said  that  the  affidavits  shewed  that  it  was 
usual  in  the  district  to  charge  no  minimum  rent  in  the  first 
year  of  the  tenancy,  and  also  to  charge  a  gradually  increasing 
rent  in  the  first  few  suooeeding  years,  till  a  certain  limit  was 
reached,  which  was  always  below  the  value  of  the  probaUj 
annual  get  of  coal,  and  that  this  was  reasonable,  having  regard 
to  the  great  initial  outlay  and  time  Vrequired  for  the  opening 
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Oct  and  development  of  a  new  mine.  The  affidavits  also 
asBerted  that  the  rent  reserved  by  the  agreement  was  the  best 
that  could  be  got,  and  was  beneficial  to  all  the  persons  entitled. 
The  Master  of  the  Bolls  could  not  agree  with  Byrne  J.  in  his 
answer  to  (1).  The  Act  contained  no  provision  making  a 
minimum  rent  obligatory  in  the  first  year.  There  need  not 
b3  any  minimum  rent  at  all,  though  there  was  power  to  reserve 
one.  And,  while  there  need  be  no  minimum  rent,  there  might 
be  an  acreage  rent  according  to  the  quantities  gotten,  which 
might,  and  probably  would,  be  nothing  in  the  first  year.  The 
tenn  "  fixed "  in  sect  9,  sub-sect.  1  (ii.),  did  not  create  an 
obligation  to  reserve  a  minimum  rent  in  the  first  year,  if  one 
was  reserved  at  all  " Fixed'*  was  used  only  in  contradistinc- 
tion to  an  acreage  rent  fluctuating  according  to  the  amount 
gotten,  and  a  rent  would  be  "fixed"  for  any  year  in  which 
a  smn  defined  beforehand  was  reserved  as  rent.  Bjme  J. 
founded  his  view  upon  sect.  4  of  the  Settled  Estates  Act,  1877. 
Bat  in  that  Act  building  and  mining  leases  were  dealt  with 
together  in  one  section,  whereas  in  the  Settled  Land  Act  they 
a?B  dealt  with  separately.  And  Bruce  v.  Marquess  of  Ailesbury, 
[1892]  A.  C.  366, 365,  and  In  re  Gladstone,  [1900]  2  Oh.  101, 105, 
shewed  that  the  Settled  Estates  Act  had  very  little  bearing 
on  the  constmotion  of  the  Settled  Land  Act,  which  rested  on  a 
Teiy  different  principle.  It  was  clear  on  the  evidence  that  this 
<^;r6ement  was  made  honestly  in  the  interest  of  all  parties, 
tod  the  possible  difierence  to  a  second  tenant  for  life,  suc- 
ceeding before  the  fifth  year,  must  not  be  allowed  to  defeat  an 
amngement  which  was  the  best  that  could  be  made  for  the 
deyelopment  of  the  estate. 

As  to  questions  (2)  and  (3),  upon  the  evidence  it  would 
wem  to  be  practically  impossible  to  deal  with  the  way-leave 
in  any  other  way.  The  provisions  in  the  proposed  lea<?o  were 
those  which  had  been  found  to  be  the  most  workable  in  prac- 
tice, and  were  in  general  use  in  the  district.  Every  special  or 
nnnsual  clause  (such  as  those  suggested  by  Byrne  J.)  would 
pat  a  fetter  on  the  development  of  the  estate,  and  would 
inTohe  a  diminntion  in  the  rent  which  the  lessee  would  be  pre- 
pued  to  give  for  the  coal.  The  consideration  given  by  him^ 
uid  the  rights  he  obtained  in  return,  were  all  part  of  one 
hsrgaiD,  and  the  fact  that  the  coal  under  the  land  of  many 
different  owners  had  to  be  worked  as  parts  of  one  enterprise,  as 
to  which  it  was  imx)ossible  to  say  beforehand  how  and  in  what 
direction  it  was  to  bo  most  economically  carried  out,  made  it 
essential  that  the  way-leave  for  foreign  coal  should  be  co  exten- 
HTe  with  the  term.  Under  the  will  which  created  the  settle- 
ment in  this  case,  two-thirds  of  the  rent  was  to  be  set  aside  as 
capital  money,  instead  of  one-fourth  as  provided  by  sect.  11  of 
the  Act,  and  the  remaindermen  would,  therefore,  suffer  no 
injustice.  Prima  fade,  when  a  substantial  proportion  was  set 
wide  when  received  for  the  benefit  of  the  remaindermen,  it 
Vtt  host  for  all  parties  that  the  highest  obtainable  price  should 
te  Eecnied  for  the  coal  and  the  way-leave,  even  though  in 
certain  contingencies  the  rent  should  drop  to  a  nominal  figure 
hefore  the  end  of  the  term.  There  was,  in  his  Lordship's 
epioion,  nothing  in  the  Act  to  vitiate  the  provisions  in 
question. 

SnKUNG  L.J.  and  Cozbks-Habdt  L.J.  read  judgments  to 
the  same  effect 

Sdicitora:  B.  F.  &  C.  L.  Smith,  for  Ford  &  Warren,  Leeds. 

W.  L.  0. 


0.  A.  May  6. 

Bbllbbbt  v.  Eowland  &  Mabwood's  Stkamship  Oompaky, 

LlMITBD. 

Limited  coinpant/ — Surrender  of  shares — Invalidity — Belease  of 
shetreholder's  liability — Bectification  of  register — Discretion  of 
Court^Lapse  of  time — Companies  Act,  1862  (25  &  26  Vict, 
c.  89),  s,  35. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Kekewich  J.,  [1901]  W.  N.  Ill ; 
[1901]  2  Ch.  265. 

The  action  was  brought  to  determine  the  validity  of  a 
surrender  of  shares  made  to  the  company  in  1893.  The 
capital  of  the  company  was  275,000?.,  in  25,000  shares  of  111, 
each.  The  articles  of  association  empowered  the  directors  to 
accept  from  any  member,  on  such  terms  as  should  be  agreed, 
the  surrender  of  his  shares,  or  any  part  thereof.  In  1893  the 
company  had  lost  4000L  by  the  sale  of  a  new  ship  which  had 
been  built  for  them.  To  relieve  the  company  from  this  loss 
the  then  directors  (five  in  number),  though  they  did  not  admit 
any  liability  for  the  loss,  agreed  that  each  of  them  would  sur- 
render to  the  company  eighty- three  shares,  which  were  then  paid 
up  to  the  extent  of  lOZ.  per  share.  The  board  passed  resolutions 
accepting  the  surrender  and  cancelling  the  certificates,  and  the 
five  directors  executed  a  deed-poll  surrendering  the  shares,  it 
being  expressed  that  they  did  so  to  make  good  to  the  company 
the  loss  incurred  on  the  sale  of  the  ship.  The  intention  was 
that  the  directors  should  be  released  from  the  liability  of  11. 
per  share  remaining  unpaid.  The  names  of  the  directors  were 
removed  from  the  register  of  members  in  respect  of  the 
surrendered  shares,  and  those  shares  were  not  reissued.  The 
company  afterwards  became  very  prosperous,  and  it  was  sug- 
gested at  a  meeting  of  the  shareholders  that  the  surrendered 
Shares  should  be  returned  to  the  five  directors  or  their  repre- 
sentatives. This  action  was  brought  by  the  survivors  of  the 
five  directors,  and  the  representatives  of  two  of  them  who  were 
dead,  claiming  a  declaration  that  the  surrender  was  ultra  vires 
and  invalid,  and  to  have  the)deed-poll  set  aside  and  the  register 
rectified  by  entering  thereon  the  names  of  the  plaintiffis  re- 
spectively in  respect  of  the  surrendered  shares,  with  101.  paid 
on  each  share. 

Kekewich  J.  held  that  the  transaction  was  really  a  purchase 
of  the  shares  by  the  company  in  consideration  of  their  dis- 
charging the  directors  from  the  liability  of  11.  per  share,  and 
was  therefore  void  on  the  authority  of  Trevor  v.  Whitworth,  (1887) 
12  App.  Gas.  409.  But  he  declined  to  accede  to  the  claim  for 
rectification.  He  said  that  under  sect  35  of  the  Companies  Act, 
1862,  the  Court  had  a  discretion,  and  would  only  exercise  the 
power  of  rectification  if  satisfied  that  the  justice  of  the  caso 
required  that  it  should  do  so.  Seven  years  had  elapsed  since 
the  surrender,  and  the  plaintiffs  had  not  satisfied  him  that  there 
was  any  equity  in  their  favour.  He,  therefore^  dismissed  the 
action.    The  plaintiffs  appealed. 

Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  Eustace  Smith,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Warrington,  K.C.,  and  H.  E.  Wright,  for  the  company. 

The  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  and  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L  JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal. 

Collins  M.B.  was  of  opinion  that  Kekewich  J.  was  right  in 
holding  that  the  transaction  of  surrender  was  ultra  vires  and 
invalid.  It  was  not  a  gratuitous  surrender.  There  was  an 
exchange  of  real  consideration  between  the  parties,  and  it  ought 
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iherefbre  to  be  described  perhaps  more  accurately  as  a  sale  and 
purchase  than  as  a  surrender.  If  so^  it  was  invalid  according 
to  Trevor  y.  Whitivorth.  But,  even  if  it  could  be  properly  described 
as  a  surrender,  although  it  inyolyed  a  consideration  given  out 
of  the  assets  of  the  company  to  the  surrenderors,  still  his 
Lordship  thought  that  there  was  not  any  legal  ground  upon 
which  it  could  be  taken  out  of  the  principle  of  Trevor  v.  Whit- 
worth.  Having  regard  to  the  speeches  of  the  learned  Lords  in 
that  case,  as  well  as  to  British  and  American  Trustee  and 
Finance  Corporation  v.  Couper,  [1894]  A.  0.  399,  414,  and 
Ooregum  Gold  Mining  Company  of  India  v.  Roper,  [1892] 
A.  C.  125,  133,  his  Lordship  was  of  opiuion  that  no  sur- 
render of  shares  having  the  effect  of  reducing  the  capital  of 
the  company  could  be  justified,  unless  it  could  be  supported  as 
a  ioim  of  forfeiture.  The  jusb'fication  of  forfeiture  rested  upon 
the  Companies  Act,  1862,  itself  (sect.  26  and  Table  A).  On  the 
other  point  his  Lordship  differed  from  Kekewich  J.  The 
application  was  not  in  fact  made  under  sect.  35  (if  anything 
turned  on  that),  but  it  was  an  action  asserting  the  legal  right 
of  the  plaintiffs  to  be  on  the  register,  on  the  ground  that  they 
had  been  removed  from  it  by  an  act  which  was  ultra  vires  and 
a  nullity.  In  point  of  law  the  plaintiffs  never  ceased  to  be  the 
legal  owners  of  the  shares,  and  were  not  obliged  to  rely  on  an 
equity  to  have  the  register  rectified.  The  company  could  not 
set  up  lapse  of  time  or  acquiescence  as  validating  that  which 
was  in  its  essence  incapable  of  being  made  valid,  being  void  and 
not  voidable  only.  General  Property  Investment  Company  v. 
Mathesor^s  Trustees,  (1888)  16  Eettie,  282,  was  an  authority 
directly  in  favour  of  the  plaintiffs  on  this  point. 

STntLiNG  L.J.  concurred,  adding  that  he  now  thought  that 
in  Eichhaum  v.  City  of  Chicago  Grain  Elevators,  Limited,  [1891] 
3  Oh.  459,  he  ought  not  to  have  followed  Tcasdah's  Case,  (1873) 
L.  R  9  Gh.  54,  for  it  had,  daring  the  argument  of  the  present 
case,  been  pointed  out  by  Cozen s-Hardy  L.J.  that  in  Teasdah's 
Case  the  resolutions  were  passed  before  the  passing  of  the 
Companies  Act,  1867,  whereas  in  Eichbaum's  Case  the  resolutions 
were  passed  in  1891.  Moreover,  in  face  of  the  later  decisions, 
it  was  now  difficult  to  supp(  rt  the  view  that  Teasdale^s  Case  had 
not  been  overruled  by  Trevor  v.  Whitworth, 

Cozbns-Habdt  L.J.  concurred. 

Solicitors:  Bell,  Brodric/c  &  Gray,  for  W.  S.  Gray,  Whitby; 
Bad/ord  &  Frankland,  W.  L.  C. 


the  defendant  a  pleading  ''adopting  the  pleadings  of  ths 
plaintiff.'' 

At  the  trial  of  the  action  the  President  pronounced  against 
the  will  with  costs,  and  under  sect  2  of  the  Married  Womea'fl 
Property  Act,  1893,  ordered  that  the  costs,  as  against  the  int» 
vener,  should  be  paid  out  of  her  separate  property,  indndii^ 
property  subject  to  a  restraint  on  anticipation. 

The  intervener  appealed  on  the  ground  that  there  was  so 
jurisdiction  under  sect.  2  of  the  Act,  or  otherwise,  to  make  tb 
order,  she  not  having  "instituted  any  action  or  proceeding' 
within  the  meaning  of  the  section. 

Lord  Coleridge,  K,C,,  and  Barnard  Lailey,  for  the  intervenai 

Sir  Edward  Clarke,  K.C.,  Gill,  K.C,  and  J.  C.  Pncs%,f<l 
the  defendant. 

The  Coubt  (Collins  M.E.,  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy  L  JJ.] 
held  that  the  President  had  jurisdiction  under  the  section  te 
make  the  order.  The  intervener  had  an  independent  right  k 
come  in  and  assert  in  the  action  her  personal  interest,  and  to 
have  it  pressed  to  judgment  Her  interest  did  not  neceflsaiijj 
coincide  with  that  of  the  plaintiff:  the  two  interests  might  becoioi 
divergent  during  the  progress  of  the  action,  and  she  could  if  ah 
chose  at  any  time  discontinue  the  action  so  far  as  she  was  god- 
cerned.  For  all  practical  purposes  she  was  an  independent  pezsoi 
prosecuting  her  own  rights.  An  application  to  intervene  in  i 
probate  action  was  similar  to  the  old-established  proceeding  ki 
Chancery  under  which  a  person  not  a  party  to  an  action  cbbk 
in  and  assorted  his  right  to  the  property  which  wi4S  the  subject' 
matter  of  the  action  by  an  application  for  an  examination  /w 
interesse  suo.  That  was  a  "  proceeding,"  and  so  was  tlM 
application  to  intervene  in  the  present  ca*e.  It  was  precisely 
covered  by  eect.  2,  and  the  appeal  must  be  dismissed.  Tin 
order  against  the  intervener's  separate  estate  would  be  to 
payment  of  all  costs  from  the  date  of  the  application  to 
intervene. 

Solicitors :  G,  B,  Crook ;  Milles,  Jennings-  White  (fe  Foster, 

a.  L  F.  a 


0.  A. 


May  6. 


Ckickitt  v.  Cbigkitt. 
(Cbiokitt  intervening.) 

Practice — Procedure — Probate  action — Married  woman — Inter- 
vencr— *'  Proceeding  " — Costs  —  Separate  estate  —  Restraint  on 
anticipation— Rules  of  Supreme  Court,  1883,  Order  xn.,  r.  28 
--Married  Women's  Property  Act,  1893  (56  <fc  67  Vict.  c.  63), 
S.2. 

The  plaintiff,  a  legatee  under  an  alleged  will,  instituted  a 
probate  action  to  establish  the  will  against  the  father  of  the 
testatrix  as  next  of  kin.  Subsequently  the  testatrix's  mother, 
who  was  living  apart  from  the  defendant,  her  husband,  and  was 
entitled  to  the  income  of  a  considerable  fund  for  her  separate  use 
without  power  of  anticipation,  obtained  an  order  under  Rules  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  1883,  Order  xn.,  r.  23,  giving  her  liberty  to 
intervene  in  the  action  "  as  a  plaintiff,"  and  then  delivered  to 


Tbfgb  Court  ot  5u8tice. 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Kekewich  J.  Mayl. 

Capital  and  Counties  Bank,  Limited  y.  Ehodbs. 
Merger — Lease — Mortgage  by  way  of  underlease — Purchase  (ff 
lessee  of  freehold  reversion  and  contemporaneous  mortgage  y 
purchaser's  freehold  and  leasehold  interest — Intention  topnserti 
lease— Default  of  lessee  in  payment  of  rent— Proviso  for  f^ 
entry. 

By  an  indenture  of  lease  dated  in  1871,  a  house  known  » 
10,  Stafford  Street,  in  the  parish  of  St.  Gleorge's,  Hanover  Sqaarj 
was  demised  to  one  Shelley  for  a  term  of  ninety-nine  year^w 
a  rent  of  100?.,  payable  quarterly,  and  the  lease  contained  I 
proviso  for  re-entry  on  default  being  made  for  twenty-one  dajfi 
in  the  payment  of  the  rent.  . 

This  lease  subsequently  became  vested  in  the  defendain 
Ehodes.    By  an  indenture  of  mortgage  dated  in  1897,  Bhodefi 
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88  beneficial  owner^  demised  the  premises  to  the  defendAnts 
fkfwei  &  Sons  for  the  residue  of  the  term,  less  the  last  day 
tiioreof,  to  seonre  certain  adyanoes,  and  the  indenture  contained 
proTifiions  in  eflbot  making  Bhodes  a  trustee  of  the  last  day  for 
the  mortgagees. 

By  an  indenture  of  sale  dated  the  27th  of  July,  1899,  the 
Iffemises  comprised  in  the  lease  of  1871  were  conyeyed  by  the 
freeholders  to  Bhodes  in  fee  simple  at  the  price  of  3650^,  subject 
to  bat  with  the  benefit  of  the  said  indenture  of  lease. 

By  an  indenture  of  mortgage  of  the  same  27th  of  July,  1899, 
Rhodes  conveyed  the  hereditaments  comprised  in  the  documents 
specified  in  the  sdhedule  thereunder  to  the  plaintiffs  as  to  such 
of  them  as  were  freehold  in  fee  simple,  and  as  to  such  of  them 
as  Bhodes  was  entitled  to  for  any  term  of  years  for  the  residue 
of  soch  term,  except  the  last  day  thereof,  to  secure  3000;.  This 
vftfl  to  enable  him  to  complete  the  purchase  of  the  fee  simple. 
The  schedule  comprised  the  indenture  of  lease  of  1871  and  the 
oo&TQjanoe  of  the  27th  of  July,  1899. 

The  title  of  Bhodes  to  the  freehold  and  the  title  of  the 
piauitifb  to  the  charge  of  3000/.  were  registered  under  the 
Land  Transfer  Acts  in  September,  1899. 

In  April,  1901,  Bhodes  entered  into  a  deed  of  arrangement 
with  his  creditors,  but  the  plaintiffs  were  not  parties  to  it. 

Prior  to  the  24tb  of  June,  1901,  Flower  &  Sons  entered  into 
poKession  of  the  premises,  and  shortly  after  the  expiration  of 
ti«&ty-one  days  from  that  date  the  plaintiffs  demanded  pay- 
ment of  the  rent  for  the  Midsunmier  quarter  from  the  trustee 
of  the  deed  of  arrangement  and  Flower  &  Sons,  but  the  rent 
vu  not  paid. 

The  plaintiffs  brought  this  action  to  enforce  their  security, 
and  th^  claimed  to  enter  under  the  proviso  of  re-entry  con- 
taioed  in  the  lease  of  1871. 

Flower  &  Sons  contended — (1)  that  the  lease  had  merged  in 
the  freehold;  (2)  that  as  against  Bhodes  they  were  entitled  to 
possession  free  &om  any  claim  by  him  for  rent  by  virtue  of  the 
eoTenant  for  indenmity  implied  from  his  having  demised  the 
piemises  to  them  as  beneficial  owner,  and  that  the  plaintiffs 
Btood  in  no  higher  position  than  Bhodes. 

WarringUm,  K,C,,  and  Arthur  Sctmpson,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Bmhaw,  K.Q,,  and  W,  G.  Druce,  for  Flower  &  Sons. 

Cann,  for  Bhodes'  trustee. 

Kekswioh  J.  said  that  his  present  opinion  was  that  there 
was  no  merger,  but  he  did  not  intend  to  decide  that  question 
definitely.  But,  assuming  that  there  was  no  merger,  he  thought 
that  the  plaintiffs  had  no  right  to  insist  upon  Flower  &  Sons 
paying  the  rent.  It  was  common  ground  that  there  was  no 
peisonal  liability  on  the  part  of  Flower  &  Sons  to  pay  the  rent; 
hat  the  plaintiflfe  claimed  to  insist  on  the  proviso  for  re-entry 
hccanse  Flower  &  Sons  were  underlessees  of  a  lease  subject  to 
lent.  But  on  the  27th  of  July,  1899,  Bhodes  could  not  have 
catered  under  that  proviso,  because  it  was  impossible  for 
him  by  acquiring  the  freehold  reversion  to  defeat  his  own 
security.  His  Lordship  did  not  forget  the  implied  covenant  to 
indemnify ;  but,  even  apart  from  that  covenant,  in  his  Lord- 
ship's opinion  Bhodes  could  not  have  insisted  on  the  proviso  for 
le-entry  any  more  than  he  could  have  sued  Messrs.  Flower  <fe 
Sons  for  the  rent.  The  plaintiffs  had  no  higher  claim.  They 
took  Rhodes'  title,  and  they  stood  in  precisely  the  same  position 
f8  Bhodes.  He  based  his  judgment  on  the  broad  principle  that 
it  would  be  a  monstrous  injustice  that  Bhodes  bhould  be  able  to 


insist  on  the  payment  of  rent  by  Flower  &  Sons,  since  that 
position  was  inconsistent  with  his  contract  with  them. 

Solicitors :  GaTneron,  Kemm  <&  Co, ;  Crossmarif  Prichard,  Gross- 
man &  Block ;  Osbaldeston  &  Go,  •  H.  B.  H. 


Byrne  J.  April  29. 

DuDEB  V,  Amstebdamsgh  Tbustbes  Eantoob, 

Practice — Jurisdiction — Assets  in  foreign  country — English  con" 
tract — Receiver — Service  out  of  the  jurisdiction — Necessary  or 
proper  parties — Foreign  company — BtUes  of  the  Supreme  Gourt, 
Order  xi.,  r.  1  (g). 

This  was  an  action  by  a  foreign  firm,  one  of  whose  members 
was  resident  for  the  time  being  in  England,  to  enforce  an 
alleged  prior  equitable  charge  made  in  England  upon  property 
and  assets  in  Brazil.  The  defendants  were— (1)  the  trustees  of 
a  debenture  deed,  a  Dutch  corporation;  (2)  the  receivers 
already  appointed  under  the  debenture  deed,  who  were  resident 
in  England;  and  (3)  an  English  company  having  assets  and 
property  in  Brazil.  The  plaintiffis  now  moved  for  the  appoint* 
ment  of  a  receiver  of  the  property  and  assets  of  the  company 
comprised  in  the  debenture  deed ;  there  was  a  cross-motion  by 
the  first  defendants  to  set  aside  the  writ,  to  which  they  had 
appeared  under  protest,  and  it  was  on  this  motion  that  the 
main  argument  proceeded,  it  being  agreed  that  this  motion 
should  be  dealt  with  as  if  leave  had  been  given  to  serve  notice 
of  the  writ  abroad ;  and  this  was  an  application  to  discharge 
such  order. 

Levett,  KG.,  and  Stokes,  for  the  first  defendants,  contended 
that  the  Gourt  had  no  jurisdiction  to  grant  the  relief  asked  for 
in  this  action;  that  the  first  defendants  were  a  Dutch  company, 
having  no  place  of  business  or  assets  in  England;  that  the 
action  related  exclusively  to  property  in  Brazil,  out  of  the 
jurisdiction,  and  that  the  plaintiffs'  rights  could  only  be 
enforced  and  determined  in  the  Courts  of  Brazil;  that  to 
allow  service  of  notice  of  the  writ  upon  a  foreigner,  resident 
abroad,  and  then  to  act  in  personam  against  him,  would  in  effect 
be  to  enlarge  or  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  in  a 
manner  not  authorized  by  principle  or  authority. 

Eowden,  K,G,  and  M.  Bomer,  for  the  plaintiffs,  argued  that 
these  defendants  were  necessary  and  proper  parties  to  an  action 
properly  brought  against  other  persons  properly  served  within 
the  jurisdiction,  and  service  was  therefore  good ;  and  that  with 
regard  to  a  contract  made,  as  this  charge  was,  between  persons 
in  this  country  respecting  lands  in  a  foreign  country,  the  Court 
had  the  same  jurisdiction  ss  if  they  were  situate  in  England. 

Btbnib  J.  held  that  the  first  defendants,  the  trustees,  were 
necessary  or  proper  parties  to  the  action  within  the  terms  of 
Order  xi.,  r.  1  (.</),  and  that,  as  the  Conrt  had  jurisdiction  to 
grant  the  relief  asked,  service  of  the  writ  on  the  first  defendants 
ought  to  be  allowed.  Service  out  of  the  jurisdiction  was 
authorized  in  this  ca^e  by  the  terms  of  the  rule,  and  his  Lord- 
ship considered  that  to  allow  service  in  accordance  with  that 
rule  was  not  to  extend  the  old  jurisdiction  of  Courts  of  Equity, 
but  to  enable  that  jurisdiction  to  be  exercised  in  a  case  where, 
at  one  time,  it  could  not  have  been  exercised  by  reason  of 
defective  rules  of  procedure ;  the  defendant's  motion,  therefore, 
failed,  and  must  be  diFmissed.    Under  thesexCircumstanoDS  the 
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plaintiflfe  were  also  entitled  to  the  appoiatment  of  a  raoeiver  of 
BO  much  of  the  property  as  was  clearly  within  their  charge. 
Solicitors :  Sutton,  Ommanney  &  Bendall ;  Lyne  &  Holman. 

W.  0.  D. 


Buckley  J.       In  re  Pbinob  &  Baugh,  Limited.         April  21. 

BxDELL  V.  pBmcB  &  Baugh,  Liuitid. 

Company — Debenture-holder's  action — Form  of  judgment. 

The  plaintiff  in  this  action  sued  on  behalf  of  himself  and  the 
other  holders  of  first  mortgage  debentures  issued  by  the  defen- 
dant company  to  enforce  his  security.  The  action  came  on  for 
judgment,  without  pleadings,  on  agreed  minutes,  and  it  was 
proposed  to  declare  a  charge  on  the  property  comprised  in  the 
first  mortgage  debentures.  There  were  other  debenture-holders 
of  a  different  and  subsequent  series  who  were  not  parties  to  the 
action. 

Church,  for  the  plaintiff  andithe  company,  said,  with  reference 
to  tbe  proposed  declaration  of  a  charge,  that  the  minutes  fol- 
lowed the  form  of  judgment  in  In  re  Wolverhampton  District 
Brewery,  Limited,  [1899]  W.  N.  229:  Seton  on  Judgments, 
6th  ed.  2024. 

Bttoklbt  J.  said  that  the  declaration  of  a  charge  ought  to  be 
omitted  from  judgments  in  debenture-holders'  actions  where 
there  wore  debenture-holders,  other  than  those  of  the  series 
which  the  plaintiff  represented,  who  were  not  parties  to  the 
action.  The  debenture-holders  who  were  not  parties  might 
desire  to  dispute  the  validity  of  the  debentures  of  the  series  to 
which  those  held  by  the  plaintiff  belonged.  The  judgment 
must,  therefore,  omit  the  proposed  declaration  of  a  charge. 

Solicitor:  A,  Tabor.  P.  E. 


Buckley  J. 


Bboomb  v.  Speak. 


April  30. 


Company — Prospectus — StcUement  as  to  contracts — Companies 
Act,  1867  (30  &  31  Vict  c.  131),  «.  d8— Interpretation  Act,  1889 
(52  cfc  53  Vict,  c.  63),  s.  38. 

In  October,  1898,  the  plaintiff  applied,  on  a  prospectus  for  the 
issue  of  which  the  defendants  as  directors  were  responsible,  for 
400  shares  of  10/.  eoc'i  in  the  London  and  Northern  Bank, 
Limited.  He  paid  1000/.  upon  the  shares,  and  he  brought  the 
action  agaiast  tbe  defendants,  claiming  a  declaration  that  the 
prospectus  must  bo  "deemed  fraudulent  on  the  part  of  the 
defendants,  who  knowingly  issued  it  without  specifyiog  the 
dates  and  names  of  the  parties"  to  certain  contracts,  and  asking 
for  relief  consequent  upon  that  declaration.  The  bank  was 
incorporated  on  the  6th  of  April,  1898,  and  its  promoter  was 
William  Bowden.  It  was  originally  contemplated  that  the 
bank  should  start  a  new  businesp,  but  subsequently  the  idea 
was  conceived,  about  August,  1898,  of  buying  the  existing  busi- 
ness of  the  Leeds  Joint  Stock  Bank,  Limited.  The  Leeds  bank 
required  a  deposit  of  10/.  per  cent,  on  the  total  purchase-money. 
The  purchase-money  being  142,500/.,  the  deposit  required  was 
14,250/.,  and  the  London  and  Northern  Bank  had  then  neither 
money  nor  credit  On  the  2l8t  of  September,  1898,  a  letter  was 
written  on  behalf  of  the  bank  to  Bowden,  saying :  "  In  con- 
sideration of  your  advancing  me  the  sum  of  14,250/.,  to  enable 
me  to  pay  the  same  to  the  Leeds  Joint  Stock  Bank,  Limited,  as 


a  deposit  on  the  purchase  of  their  undertaking  and  assets,  and 
your  taking  the  risk  of  forfeiture,  I  hereby  agree  to  repay  the 
same  on  directors  going  to  allotment  or  on  the  30th  of  October 
next,  together  with  7500/.  bonus  for  such  loan."  On  the  26tli 
of  September,  1898,  an  agreement  was  entered  into  for  the  sale 
of  the  business  of  the  Leeds  bank  to  the  London  and  Northern 
Bank,  and  this  agreement  provided  for  the  forfeiture  of  the 
deposit  of  14,250/.  in  certain  events.  At  a  meeting  of  the 
London  and  Northern  directors  on  the  27th  of  September,  1898, 
the  sale  agreement  was  adopted,  and  the  adoption  of  the  oom- 
mission  note  of  the  21st  of  September  was  recommended  for 
confirmation  at  the  next  board  meeting,  when  a  fuller  attend- 
ance of  directors  might  be  present.  At  another  meeting  on  the 
1st  of  October,  1898,  a  resolution  was  passed  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  Bowden  having  found  the  deposit  at  his  own  rak^ 
'*  the  board  agrees  to  repay  the  same  with  a  bonus  of  7500/.  if 
the  directors  go  to  allotment  and  when  the  purchase  is  com- 
pleted," and  on  the  same  day  the  "  secretary  pro  tern."  wrote  to 
Bowden's  nominee :  "  I  am  instructed  to  acknowledge  receipt 
of  your  letter  of  21st  ultimo,  which  I  placed  before  my  directors 
at  their  meeting  to-day,  and  to  say  that,  in  consequence  of  your 
having  introduced  the  business  and  carried  through  the  negotia- 
tions and  found  the  deposit  in  connection  with  the  purchase  of 
the  Leeds  Joint  Stock  Bank,  Limited,  my  directors  agree  to 
repay  you  the  same^  together  with  a  bonus  of  7500/."  His 
Lordship  held  that  the  letter  of  the  21st  of  September,  the 
minutes  of  the  Ist  of  October,  and  the  letter  of  the  same  day 
constituted  a  contract  for  the  payment  by  the  bank  to  Bowden 
of  the  bonus  and  the  deposit.  The  deposit  was  foond  ad 
paid. 

On  the  10th  of  October,  at  a  meeting  of  directors,  a  resolutiiHi 
was  passed:  "That,  after  full  discussion  and  hearing  the 
views  of  the  directors  of  the  Leeds  Joint  Stock  Bank,  Limited, 
and  upon  the  chairman  giving  Mr.  Bowden  assurance  that  his 
right  to  receive  proper  remuneration  for  commission  on  intro- 
ducing the  business  of  the  Leeds  Joint  Stock  Bank,  Limitedi 
and  raising  the  necessary  deposit  shall  be  honourably  met  at  a 
future  meeting  of  the  London  and  Northern  Bank,  Limited,  it 
is  resolved  with  the  assent  of  **  Bowden's  nominee  "that  the 
contract  contained  in  the  letter  of  the  2Ist  of  September,  1898, 
be  cancelled,  and  that  the  subject  be  adjourned  to  a  fatnie 
meeting  of  the  board."  On  the  18th  of  October  Bowden's 
nominee  wrote  to  the  bank's  nominee :  "  Beferring  to  the  letter 
which  you  wrote  to  me  dated  the  21st  of  September,  1898, 1 
understand  that  the  directors  of  the  London  and  Northern 
Bank  have  passed  a  resolution  to  the  effect  that  the  claim 
which  I  may  have  for  commission  in  introducing  the  bosinessof 
the  Leeds  Joint  Stock  Bank,  Limited,  or  for  raising  the  necessary 
deposit,  shall  be  honourably  and  properly  met.  Having  ivgaid 
to  that  assurance,  I  am  quite  willing  to  agree  to  the  tennsof 
your  letter  to  me  being  cancelled  and  the  arrangement  there 
suggested  being  considered  as  at  an  end."  At  another  meetiog 
of  directors  on  the  20kh  of  October,  at  which  all  the  defendants 
were  present,  the  prospectus  was  altered.  Down  to  that  time 
it  read  as  follows :  "  The  following  are  the  only  contracts  to 
which  the  bank  is  a  party,"  and  it  mentioned — (a)  a  contract  of 
the  9th  of  May,  (5)  the  contract  of  the  26th  of  September,  (c)  tbe 
letter  of  the  2 1st  of  September.  Only  the  first  two  contracta 
were  referred  to  in  the  prospectus  as  finally  adopted  and  as 
issued,  on  the  faith  of  which  the  plaintiff  applied  for  his  shares. 
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The  ptincipal  qaestii^n  was  whether  the  prospectus  complied 
with  sect.  38  of  the  Companies  Act,  1867,  repealed  by  the  Com- 
panies Act,  1900,  bat  then  applicable. 
Asthury,  K.C.,  and  J.  Roskill,  for  the  plaintiff. 
Eldon  Bankes,  K,C,,  and  0.  Leigh  Clare;  ffaldane,  JBT.C,  and 
Fdix  Cassd;  and  Warminrjton,  KG.,  and  the  Eon.  F,  liussell, 
for  the  defendants. 

Buckley  J.  said  that,  attributing  to  the  letter  of  the  18th  of 
October  the  effect  of  a  complete  cancellation  of  the  letter  of  the 
21st  of  September,  or  giving  it  a  certain  effect  as  being  a  can- 
cellation of  the  letter  of  the  21st  of  September  to  some  extent, 
the  letter  of  the  18th  of  October  was  a  contract  cancelling  the 
preYions  contract  of  the  21st  of  September  as  accepted  by  the 
hank  on  the  let  of  October.    Was  Bowden  to  get  a  quantum 
mmtii—ih&t  is  to  say,  was  he  to  have  first  something,  not 
necessarily  7600/.,  but,  what  was  more,  was  he  to  have  the 
right  to  what  was  fair,  or  was  he  to  rest  only  upon  a  promise, 
with  a  discretion  in  the  directors  as  to  whether  they  would 
give  him  anything  or  nothing?    After  referring  to  Lo/tus  v. 
Roberts,  (1902)  18  Times  L.  R.  532,  he  said  that  that  being  the  law 
which  he  had  to  apply,  what  was  the  effect  of  the  resolution  of 
the  10th  of  October  ?    It  did  not  constitute  a  promise  with  a 
diacreiion  in  the  promisor.    There  existed  at  its  date  a  legal 
obligation  between  the  bank  and  Bowden.    That  was  to  be  put 
on  end  to  so  far  as  regarded  the  payment  of  the  7500/. ;  but 
what  was  to  be  substituted  for  it  was,  that  the  right  of  Bowden 
to  receive  something  was  to  be  admitted ;  the  amount  that  he 
was  to  receive  was  not  admitted,  but  what  might  be  a  proper 
amount  was  to  be  honourably  paid:  in  the  sense  that  he  was  to 
le  fairly  and  reasonably  dealt  with.    The  minute  of  the  10th  of 
October,  1898,  produced  another  contract.    It  had  been  argued 
that  sect,  38  of  the  Companies  Act,  1867,  did  not  extend  beyond 
executory  contracts.    That  was  not  correct.    He  saw  no  reason 
for  cutting  down  the  words  "  contract  entered  into  by  the  com- 
pany" so  as  to  exclnde  a  material  contract  entered  into  by  the 
company,  although  in  point  of  fact  that  contract  might  have 
been  wholly  executed.    Suppose  a  contract  between  the  pro- 
moter and  every  member  of  the  board  that  the  promoter  would 
pay  an  intending  director  1000/.  for  serving  on  the  board, 
and  that  in  return  for  that  the  director  should  allow  him- 
self to  be  appointed  one  of  the  first  directors,  and  suppose 
that  the  money  had  been  piid  and  that  the  director  had 
joined  the  board  and  the  contract  had  been  wholly  executed 
That  would  still  be  a  contract  entered  into  by  a  promoter,  as 
such,  and  a  director  before  the  issue  of  the  prospectus,  and  it 
would  be  a  material  contract;  and  he  paw  no  reason  for  cutting 
down  the  language  of  the  section  so  as  to  exclude  that.    Again, 
suppose  a  contract  for  the  sale  of  property  of  any  kind  from  A. 
to  B.,  and  that  that  had  been  wholly  executed  by  a  conveyance 
(xecuted  by  A.  to  C.  by  the  direction  of  B.,  but  that  B.'s  name 
did  not  appear  on  the  conveyance ;  and  suppose  that  B.'s  name 
vas  one  which,  as  being  that  of  the  promoter  or  for  some  other 
reason  would  have  been  naturally  looked  at  by  the  intending 
investor,  and  that  if  he  had  known  that  B.  was  iate.estel  in  the 
matter  it  might  have  inflaenced  him  in  taking  shares.    Why 
was  not  that  contract — ^which  certainly  was  entered  into  by  the 
promoter  or  director,  and  possibly  by  the  company,  in  the  case 
he  was  supposing— within  the  words  "contract  entered  into/' 
because  it  had  been  completed  by  a  conveyance,  if  the  disclosure 
of  B.'s  name  would  have  been  material?    Suppose  there  was  a 


material  contract  running,  say,  for  a  period  of  five  years,  which 
had  expired — that  the  contract  was  an  old  one— it  was  a  con- 
tract entered  into  by  the  company,  and  he  saw  no  reason  for 
restricting  the  generality  of  the  language  of  the  section  so  as  to 
exclude  it. 

He  had  been  addiessing  himself  so  far  to  the  contract  con- 
tained in  the  letter  of  the  2 1st  of  Septembsr  and  the  minute 
and  letter  of  October  1.  Assuming  that  at  the  date  when  the 
prospectus  was  issue  1  that  c  >ntract  had  been  put  an  ond  to,  it 
was  a  material  contract,  and  as  such  it  ought  to  have  been 
disclosed,  and  the  prospectus  ought  to  have  contained  the  dates 
and  the  names  of  the  parties  to  those  three  transactions— viz., 
the  letter  of  the  21st  of  September,  the  minute  of  the  1st  of 
October,  and  the  letter  of  the  1st  of  October.  But  now,  further, 
by  the  minute  of  the  10th  of  October  and  the  letter  of  the 
18th  of  October  another  contract  was  entered  into— viz.,  a 
contract  cancelling  the  previous  contract,  or  cancelling  it  to 
some  extent.  Now  that  was  a  subsisting  contract  at  the  date 
of  the  prospectus,  and  that  was  also  within  the  section.  But 
the  letter  of  the  21st  of  Septembt  r  was  not  cancelled  by  what 
took  place  on  the  10th  and  18th  of  October.  It  contained  two 
parts— the  obligation  to  return  the  deposit  and  the  obligation 
to  pay  the  bonus.  The  latter  was  put  an  end  to,  the  former 
was  not ;  it  was  a  subsisting  contract.  The  company  was  still 
bound  to  repay  the  deposit,  and  that  contract  ought  to  have 
been  disclosed.  If  he  was  right  in  his  view  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  minute  of  the  10th  of  October,  that  created  a  new 
obligation— not  a  mere  debt  of  honour,  but  something  that 
was  binding  on  the  company,  and  therefore  a  contract.  That 
again  ought  to  have  b.en  disclosed.  Sect.  38  of  the  Act  of 
1867  had  been  repealed  by  sect.  33  of  the  Act  of  1900,  but, 
having  regard  to  sect.  38  of  52  &  63  Vict.  c.  63,  the  plaintiff's 
right  in  this  action  was  a  right  acquired  or  accrued  under  that 
repealed  enactment,  and  the  action  could  be  instituted  as 
if  the  repealing  Act  had  not  been  passed.  The  plaintiff  was 
therefore  in  a  position  to  avail  himself  of  the  statutory  fraud 
arising  upon  sect.  38  of  the  Companies  Act,  1867,  and  he 
succeeded  on  that  point 

Solicitors :  BowcUffes,  Rawle  <fc  Co,,  for  Cooper  <fe  Sons,  Man- 
chester; Williamson,  Hill  &  Co,,  for  Storey,  Willans  &  Storey, 
Halifax ;  Wdterhouse  &  Co, ;  Parker,  Garrett,  Ilolman,  & 
UouHlen.  F.  E. 


PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION. 


Adm. 


The  Assunta. 


April  28. 


Practice — Action  in  rem — Writ— Misdescription  of  plaintiff — 
Order  XLVin.A,  r.  1— Irregularity— -Fresh  step — Order  Lxx., 
rr,  1,  2. 

By  Order  XLvm.A,  r.  1,  "  Any  two  or  more  persons  claiming 
.  .  .  as  co-partnerd,  and  carrying  on  business  within  the  juris- 
diction may  sue  ...  in  the  name  of  the  respactivo  firms,  if 
any,  of  which  such  persons  were  co-partners  at  the  time  of  the 
accruing  of  the  cause  of  action."  By  Order  lxx.,  r.  1,  "  Non- 
compliance with  any  of  these  rules,  or  with  any  rule  of  practice 
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for  the  time  being  in  force^  shall  not  render  any  procdedings 
Yoid  unless  the  Court  or  a  judge  shall  so  direct^  but  such  pro- 
ceedings may  be  set  aside  either  wholly  or  in  part  as  irregalar, 
or  amended,  or  otherwise  dealt  with  in  such  manner  and  ux)on 
such  terms  as  the  C!oiirt  or  judge  shall  think  fit.''  By  rule  2, 
"No  application  to  set  aside  any  proceeding  for  irregularity 
shall  be  allowed  ...  if  the  party  applying  has  taken  any  fresh 
step  after  knowledge  of  the  irregularity/' 

On  the  21st  cf  March,  1902,  a  writ  in  an  Admiralty  action 
in  rem  was  issue  1  at  the  suit  of  "  Louis  Dreyfus  &  Oo."  against 
the  owners  and  parties  interested  in  the  steamship  Assunta, 
and  the  indorsement  ran :  ''  The  plaintiffs,  as  owners  of  goods 
laden  on  board  the  steamship  Assunta  on  a  voyage  from  the 
rlTcr  Plate  to  England,  claim  compensation  for  damage  done 
to  the  said  goods  during  such  voyage."  A  copy  of  the  writ 
with  warrant  was  served  the  same  day,  and  the  vessel  arrested. 
On  the  following  day  the  defendants'  solicitor  gave  an  under- 
taking  to  appear,  and,  on  the  26th  of  March,  an  appearance 
was  entered.  On  the  lOth  of  April  bail  was  given  by  the 
defendants  in  8002.,  and  the  vessel  was  released.  On  the  15th 
of  April  the  plaintiffls,  pursuant  to  the  demand  of  the  defen- 
dants, furnished  the  following  particulars  of  the  name  and 
address  of  the  plaintiffs:  "  Leopold  Louis  Dreyfus,  42  Bue  du 
Louvre,  Paris,  trading  as  Louis  Dreyf as  &  Co.,  194  Bishopsgate 
Street  Without,  E.G."  On  the  same  day  the  defendants  took 
out  a  summons  for  security  for  costs  on  the  ground  that  the 
action  was  brought  by  a  foreigner  residing  abroad.  This 
summons  was  dismissed.    The  defendants  now  moved,  under 


Order  XLVin.A,  r.  1,  as  interpreted  by  SmurthwaiU  v. 
Eannay,  [1894]  A.  G.  494,  to  set  aside  the  writ  on  the  groaod 
that  it  was  improperly  issued  in  the  name  of  Louis  Dreyfos 
&  Cj.,  a  firm  not  consisting  of  two  or  more  parsons.  The 
plaintiffs,  on  the  other  hand,  contended  that  SmurthtoaiUi, 
Eannay  had  been  distinguished  in  The  Marichal  Bucket,  [1896] 
P.  233,  on  the  ground  that  the  Admiralty  practice  was  un- 
affected by  the  rules,  and  that  at  most  the  commencement  of 
the  suit  in  the  noma  of  Louis  Dreyfus  &  Go.  was  a  mere 
irregularity  which  the  defendants  could  not  take  advantage  of 
owing  to  Order  lxx.,  r,  2. 

The  Goubt  (Sir  F.  H.  Jeune  P.)  held  that  Order  XLvm.A, 
r.  1,  applied  only  to  persons  suing  in  the  name  of  their  firm, 
and  not  to  *' owners"  who  were  not,  as  such,  co-partneis;  and, 
though  the  a3tion  was  commenced  in  the  name  of  "Louis  Dreyfos 
&  Go."  without  the  word  "  owners,"  the  indorsement  stated  that 
the  plaintiffs  sued  as  "owners  "  of  the  cargo;  which  aooording 
to  the  practice  in  Admiralty  was  sufficient.  The  proceeding 
was,  therefore,  an  "irregularity"  which  could  be  cured  by 
leave  to  amend;  and,  further,  under  Order  lxx.,  r. 2,  it  was  not 
open  to  the  defendants  to  raise  the  objection,  as  they  had  takan 
a  step  by  applying  for  security  for  costs  after  knowledge  of  the 
irregularity.  The  defendants'  motion  would,  therefore,  be  dis- 
missed without  costs,  and  the  plaintiffs  would  have  leave  to 
amend. 

Lech,  in  support  of  the  motion. 

A,  E.  Nelson,  contra. 

Solicitors :  Greening ;  Lowkes  <fe  Co.  T.  L.  M. 
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NOTICB  TO  SOLICITOBa 


WiA  ike  view  ofintwing  ike  ffreaieet  poeeible  aeeuraejf  anid 
wp«%  «»  Ae  variaui  pMuxOiom  eaimeeied  wUh  the  Law 
BiPOWB^tta  aHmcaufmheMiged,i/tke  SoUeitora  to  whm 
applieation  is  made  by  any  Beparter  aeting  far  Oe  OauncU 
wUaiiO(ma$poe$ibU  after  appUeaiion  fwmiah  ike  neeeeearp 
Pvpm,  togeOer  mik  any  iitfarmaHan  in  tkeir  power  aetoike 
•f^^  of  Oe  varioui  SMcUora  engaged  in  Oe  eaee.  At  ike 
me  Hme,  ike  Oounea  tkankfnUy  acknowledge  ike  aeeisianee 
%  *aw  already  received  firom  $o  many  menAers  of  ike  Pro- 
fmcnii^fturnieking  Oe  papers  required  io  prepare  aeenraU 
f^poris. 


TABLE  OF  CASEa 

Bu)ODv.  Blood '  .  C.A, 

BwLLFA  Asu  MsBTHTR  Dabb  Stbah  COLIJBBnn(1891),  LmiTBD, 
AID  THE  PoHTYPRiDD  Watebworxs  Gokpant,  In  re   .0.  A, 

CUDTT  ASSURANOB    AND    GUARANTEB     OOBPOBATIOir,    LmiTKD, 

^^^^ FcmoeUJ. 

FanoeUJ, 

Wright  J. 

.  CA. 

.  0.A, 

.  O.A. 


DiCKDrWH'B  TBU8T8,  I»  ra 

Dbcckb,  In  re.    £x  parte  Basdsn 

Kii«iKw  AND  Wn^H,  J»  re  . 

^^AWXKx,  In  re.     Llkwblth  r.  Washington 

^*waaiT  AND  Smtth's  Contract,  In  re    . 

KiTIB  BODIN  COMPANT,  LlMlTlD  «.  UbBAN  DwtBIOT   CoUNOIL 

OF  BABKiNa  Town  .        .        .        .        .        .        ,  G.  A, 

Vii  Pbaagh  r.  EvEBiDOB      ....         Kekeufioh  J. 

Willis  and  Others,  Apw.  ;  Babbon  and  Othirs,  Bbbps.    H.  L. 


FAAI 

100 

102 

104 
104 
103 
101 
102 
101 

103 
103 
100 


DfDEX  OF  SUBJEOT-MATTEE. 


ADMmSTBATIOV. 

Of  (MeU^Order  of  adminidration^Intufficieney  of  general  per- 
mnaUy—Trwi  of  specific  part  of  residue  created  by  memo- 
rnndwrn  dehors  ike  leiU 102 

BAVKBUPTOT. 

Property  of  bankruptr^Money  paid  to  creditor  by  bankrupt's 
'oUeUors-Bankruptey  Act,  1883  (46  A  47  Vict.  c.  52),  •.  44      103 

GOICPAVT. 

Mvdion  of  capital— Losses  to  be  borne  in  proportion  to  capital 
paid  up  on  shares-shares  of  same  class  with  different 
amounts  paid— Deferred  shares 104 

OOXFULBO&T  F0WXB8. 

'Poking  lands  —  Sufficiency  of  valuation  of  surveyor  —  Lands 
Clauses  ConsolidaUon  Actj  1845  (8  A  9  Vict,  c.  18),  s.  85— 
SaUvny  Companies  Act,  1867  (30  &  31  Vict.  c.  127),  «.  36    .     103 

OIVOBOE. 

yariation  of  settlements— Vetted  interest  of  child— Respondent 
*«*flfid  next  of  kin— Extinguishment  of  aU  husband's  life 
and   dertvaUve    interest  ^  Matrimonial  Causes  Act,  1859 
{^  A  23  Viet.  c.  61%  s,  5  ......     100 

No.  17.-1902. 


FAftl 


LAVD8  0I.AV8E8  ACTS. 

Oompensationr—Arbitrationr^Preventing  the  working  of  coal  mines 
.    — Notice  to  treat— Bise  in  value  of  coal  after  notice  to  treaty 
whdher  arbitrator  can  consider  in  assessing  valuation  .         .     102 

BouorroB. 

Confidential  relation— Solicitor  and  client— Duly  of  solicitor- 
Married  unman — Independent  advice         .         .         .         .100 

Ooetn  — Taxation— DiOmrsements- Estate  duty  —  Solicitor  and 
client— Finance  Act,  1894  (57  &  58  Vict.  c.  30),  s.  6,  sub-s.  2 
—Solieitors  Act,  1843  (6  A  7  Vict,  c  73),  «.  37     .         .         .101 

TBirSTBB. 

Appointmeni  of  new  tntstee  —  Appointment  by  Court  —  Female 

trustee 104 

According  to  the  present  practice  the  appointment  of  a  properly 
qualified  unmarried  woman  to  be  a  trustee  by  the  Court  is  not 
limited  to  cases  in  which  no  other  trustee  can  be  found. 

VXHDOB  AITB  FUBOHASBB. 

Failure  to  shew  good  title— Latent  defeetr-Undetground  culvert 
for  water loi 

Specific  performance— Mistake— Sale  by  auction— Purchase  of  one 

property  by  mistake  for  another 108 


OOUET  OF  APPEAL. 


Bbcord  of  Businbss. 


COURT  L 

MoNDAT,  May  12. 
Squire  y.  Hussey.    Appeal  from  Grantham  J.    Dismiased. 
Elliott  Y.  Longden.    Appeal  from  Phiilimore  J.    DiBmiBsed. 
Bolton  y.  Fidtley  A  Co.    Appeal  from  Ridley  J.    DiBmiaaed. 
Day  and  Another  y.  Poijoell  and  Another.    Appeal  ttom  Channell  J. 

DiBmiBsed. 
Caridad  Copper  Mining  Company,  Limited  y.  Swallow.    Appeal  fifom 

Wright  J.    DismiBsed. 

Wndnibdat,  May  14. 

County  Council   of  Hertford  y.   Rwral  District  Council  of  Bamet, 

Appeal  from  Lawrance  J.    Dismissed. 
Tumchapd  Wharves  and  Warehouses,  Limited  y.  Pitts,  Soti  <fe  King, 

Limited.    Appeal  from  Grantham  J.    Part  heard. 

Thursday,  May  15. 

Turnchapel  Wharves  and  Warehotises,  Limited  y.  FittSy  Son  &  King, 
Limited.    Appeal  from  Grantham  J.    Cur.  adv.  vult. 


COURT  IL 

Thubsday,  liay  8. 

Oreet  y.  Ord.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    DiBmlBsed. 
SaviU  Brothers,  Limited  y.  Beihell    Appeal  from  BudUey  J. 
heard. 


Part 
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Fbidat,  May  9. 

Savai  Brothers,  Limited  y.  BetheU,    Appeal  from  BnoUey  J.    Our, 

adv.  vult. 
In  re  PuokeU  and  Smith's  Contract.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Part 

heard. 

Saturday,  May  10. 

In  re  Puckett  and  Smith's  Contract,    Appeal  from  Kekewloh  J.    Dig- 

mined. 
In  re  Whitmore,     Walters  y.  Harrison,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Part 

heard. 

Monday,  May  12. 

In  re  Maddock.    LlewHyn  v.  Washington.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J. 

Allowed. 
In  re  Whitmore.     WaUer  y,  Harrison.    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.     Cur. 

adv.  vult. 
Bradshaw  y,  Widdrington.     Widdringion  v.  Bradtihaw.    Appeal  from 

Buokley  J.    Part  heard. 
Chiptin  y,  MusseL    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    DiBmiued,  appellant 

not  appearing. 
In  re  Smith.    Bussell  y.  Smith,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Allowed. 

TunDAY,  May  18. 

Bradshaw  y,  Widdrington,  Widdrington  v.  Bradshaw.  Appeal  from 
Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 

Wn>NBSDAY,  May  14. 

In  re  Bishop's  OasHe  Railway  Company.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J. 

Stands  oyer. 
River  Roden  Company,  Limited  y.  Urban  Dietriot  Council  of  Barking 

Town,    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Dismissed. 
Bradshaw  y,  Widdrington.     Widdrington  v.  Bradshaw,    Appeal  from 

Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 
Bradford  Corporation  v.  Ferrard,    Appeal  ttom  Farwell  J.    Stands 

oyer  to  determine  proliminary  question  of  law. 

Thubsday,  May  15. 

SaviU  Brothers,  Limited  y.  Bethdl.  Appeal  from  Buckley  J.  Dis- 
missed. 

In  re  Whitmore.  Walters  y.  Harrison.  Appeal  from  Byrne  J. 
AUowed. 

Bradshaw  y,  Widdrington,  Widdrington  y.  Bradshaw,  Appeal  from 
Buokley  J.    Dismissed. 


During  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  Tbm  Wbxkl y  Notbs  wiU  he  publish^ 
on  Saturday,  and  wiU  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  eases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wUl  he  reported  in  full  in  Thm  Law  Rifobtb. 


Ibouse  ot  Xorbe. 


May  18. 
Willis  and  Othbbs^  Apps.  ;  Barbon  and  Othebs^  Bbspb. 

Solicitor  and  client — Confidential  relation — Duty  of  solicitor — 
Married  woman — Independent  advice, 

Thb  House  (Earl  of  Halsbory  L.G.,  and  Lords  Maonaghten, 
Shand,  Davey,  Brampton,  and  Robertson)  a£9nned  the  decision 


of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  Ba/rron  v.  WiUis,  [1900]  2  Gh.  121, 
holding  that  deeds  whereby  a  married  woman  had,  witfaont 
consideration  and  without  independent  advice,  sonendered 
rights  given  to  her  by  a  post-nnptlal  settlement,  mnst  be  set 
aside,  the  solicitor  who  prepared  the  settlement  and  the  deede 
being  a  trostee  thereof^  and  having  failed  to  explain  to  the  lady 
the  real  nature  of  the  transaction. 

Warmington,  K.C.,  and  P.  F,  8.  Stokes,  for  appellants. 

Hughes,  K.C,  and  Ashton  Cross,  for  respondents,  were  not 
heard. 

Solicitors:  Balfour  Allan  A  Co,,  for  Skinner,  Church  & 
Michael,  Sunderland;  Wyyine-Baocter  &  Keehh,  for  Bddon  <t 
Ackroyd,  Bradford.  J.  M.  M. 


Supreme  Court  ot  5uMcature^ 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.A. 


Blood  v.  Blood. 


May  7. 


Divorce — Variation    of   settlements — Vested   interest    of  Mdr- 

Respondent  husband    next    of    kin — Extinguishment  of  aU 

husband^ 8  life  and  derivative  interest — Matrimoniat  Causa  Ad, 

1869  (22  <fc  23  Vict.  e.  61),  s.  5. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Gorell  Barnes  J.,  reported  [19Q2] 
P.  78. 

By  an  ante-nuptial  settlement  of  July,  1877,  the  intended 
wife's  fortune  was  settled  upon  the  wife  for  life,  on  her  death 
for  the  husband  for  his  life  or  until  bankruptcy,  and  on  the 
death  of  the  survivor,  on  the  children  of  the  marriage,  sodb 
taking  a  vested  interest  at  twenty-one.  In  default  of  children 
attaining  a  vested  interest,  the  wife's  fortune  reverted  to  her 
in  the  usual  way.  There  was  also  a  proviso  that  if  the  wife 
should  survive  her  husband  and  many  again,  and  there  should 
be  only  one  child  of  the  marriage,  the  wife  should  have  pover 
to  appoint  the  income  arising  from  a  moiety  of  her  fortune  to 
her  future  husband  for  his  life,  and  after  his  death  to  appoint 
the  said  moiety  in  favour  of  the  children  of  such  second 
marriage.  The  only  child  of  the  marriage  attained  twenty-one, 
and  died  in  July,  1900,  a  bachelor  and  intestate. 

The  wife  obtained  a  divorce  from  her  husband;  the  decree 
nisi  pronounced  on  the  12th  of  June,  1900,  was  made  absolute 
on  the  14th  of  January,  1901.  On  a  motion  upon  the  registrar's 
report  on  a  petition  to  vary  the  settlement,  a  question  was  sub- 
mitted for  the  consideration  of  the  Oourt,  whether  the  mterest 
of  the  husband,  the  respondent,  derived  as  representative  of  his 
son,  could  be  extinguished. 

Gorell  Barnes  J.  held  that  the  Oourt  had  power  under  sect  5 
of  the  Matrimonial  Oauses  Act,  1859,  to  make  an  order  in 
favour  of  the  petitioner,  the  wife,  afifecting  the  settled  property, 
even  after  the  child  of  the  dissolved  marriage  had  attained  ft 
vested  interest 

The  respondent  appealed. 

Indertvick,  K,C,,  and  Barnard,  for  the  appellant,  contended 
that  the  settlement  had  come  to  an  end  when  the  son  attained 
a  vested  interest,  so  that  his  share  was  no  longer  "settled 
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property,"  and  that  there  was  no  jurisdiotion  to  affeot  or 
diminish  the  interest  of  a  child  when  once  the  interest  had 
TGsied. 

Priestley  and  Hon.  F,  Russell,  for  the  petitioner. 

F.  L.  Wright,  for  the  trnsteeB  of  the  settlement. 

Thi  Coubt  (Collins  M.R.,  Stirling  and  Oozens-Hardy  L  JJ.) 
dismissed  the  appeal  They  held  that  the  wife's  fortune  was 
still "  settled/'  and  that  there  was  jurisdiction  under  sedt.  6  of 
the  Matrimonial  Causes  Act,  1869,  to  make  the  order  which 
had  been  made  under  the  present  circumstances;  but  they 
slightly  modified  the  order  appealed  from,  yarying  the  set- 
tlement by  merely  extinguishing  all  the  rights,  powers,  and 
interests,  including  any  beneficial  derivative  interest  of  the 
respondent  as  next  of  kin  of  his  son,  in  or  over  the  whole  or 
any  part  of  the  capital  and  income  of  the  petitioner's  settled 
fonds;  so  that  when  the  legal  personal  representative  of  the 
son  was  appointed  such  application  might  be  made  to  the 
tnwtees  as  might  be  necessary. 

SoUcitors:  Valjpy,  Peckham  A  Chaplin;  (7.  Russell  A  Co,; 
Hugh  Wharton,  "W.  C.  D. 


^'  ^  In  re  KiNODON  AND  Wilson.  May  7. 

Sdkiior  and  client— Costs— Taxation  — Disbursements -^  Estate 
dMif-Finance  Act,  1894  (67  A  68  Vict,  c,  30),  s.  6,  sub-s,  2— 
SoHcitors  Act,  1843  (6  <fc  7  Vict.  c.  73), «.  37. 

Appeal  from  Byrne  J.,  ante,  p.  66. 

The  question  was  whether  a  payment  for  estate  duty  made 
by  a  firm  of  solicitors  on  behalf  of  their  clients  was  a  *'  disburse- 
ment "  within  sect.  37  of  the  Solicitors  Act,  1843. 

Byrne  J.  held,  on  the  authority  of  In  re  Lamb,  (1889)  23 
Q-  B.  D.  5,  that  the  payment  was  properly  included  in  the 
solicitors'  bill. 

The  clients  appealed. 

LevM,  K.C.,  and  Hon.  T.  H.  Watson,  for  the  clients. 

n.  F.  NoHon,  K.C.,  and  A.  P.  Foley,  for  the  solicitors. 

Tm  Ooubt  (Collins  M.E.,  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy  L. JJ.), 
in  a  considered  judgment,  said  they  had  ascertained  from  the 
t«ing  ofl^rs,  both  in  the  Chancery  and  in  the  Probate 
DiTiaions,  that  the  decision  of  the  Divisional  Court  in  In  re 
Lamb,  by  which  Byrne  J.  had  properly  felt  himself  bound,  had 
in  practice  been  found  to  operate  unfairly  to  clients  in  the  past, 
and,  having  regard  to  the  increased  duty  now  payable,  was 
likely  still  more  so  to  operate  in  the  future.  Their  Lordships 
TOe,  therefore,  of  opinion  that  the  decision  in  In  re  Lamb  should 
be  overruled,  so  that  payments  for  estate  duty  ought  not  to  be 
included  in  bills  of  costs,  thus  restoring  the  previous  practice 
^mder  In  re  Remnant,  (1849)  11  Beav.  603,  618.  The  appeal 
JnuBt,  therefore,  be  allowed,  with  costs  here  and  below. 

Solicitors:   Colly er-Bristow,  Hill,  Curtis  A  Dods;  Kingdon 
^ihtm  A  Webb.  G  I  F  C 


C.  A.         In  re  Puokxtt  and  Smith's  Contract.         May  10. 

^^f^dor  and  purchaser— Failure  to  shew  good  title— Latent  defect- 
Underground  culvert  for  ufater. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Eekewich  J. 

A  contract  for  the  sale  of  land  was  entered  into  by  the 


trustees  and  executors  of  a  will.    The  purchaser  bought  the 

land  for  building  purposes,  and  this  was  known  to  the  vendors. 

One  of  the  conditions  of  sale  provided  that, "  the  property  being 

open  for  inspection,  the  purchaser  shall  be  deemed  to  buy  with 

full  knowledge  of  the  actual  quantities  and  condition  thereof. 

If  any  error  shall  be  found  in  the  particulars  the  same  shall 

not  annul  the  sale,  nor  shall  any  compensation  be  allowed  in 

respect  thereof."    The  purchaser,  before  he  entered  into  tiie 

contract,  inspected  the   property  with   the   aid   of  a  plan 

supplied  by  the  vendors.    Some  time  after  the  contract  was 

made  the  purchaser  discovered  that  there  was,  a  short  distance 

below  the  surface  of  the  ground  and   rimning  across  and 

through  the  middle  of  the  property,  a  culvert  for  the  passage 

of  water  from  other  land.     There  was  nothing  on  the  plan  to 

indicate  the  existence  of  this  culvert    The  purchaser  did  not 

discover  it  when  he  inspected  the  property,  and,  as  the  Court 

held  on  the  evidence,  no  reasonable  amount  of  inspection  would 

have  enabled  him  to  do  so.    The  existence  of  the  culvert  was 

in  fact  unknown  to  the  vendors  until  its  discovery  by  the 

purchaser.    On  making  the  discovery  the  purchaser  required 

that  the  vendors  should  either  divert  the  culvert,  so  that  it 

should  not  pass  through  the  property,  or  that  they  should 

make  compensation  by  an  abatement  of  the  purchase-money. 

The  purchaserallegod  that  the  culvert  would  seriously  diminic^ 

the  value  of  the  property  for  building  purposes.    The  vendors 

declined  to  comply  with  this  requisition,  and  they  took  out  a 

summons  imder  the  Vendor  and  Purchaser  Act,  1874,  upon 

which  Kekewich  J.  made  an  order  declaring  that  the  purchaser's 

objections  to  title  and  requisitions  had  not  been  sufficiently 

answered  by  the  vendors,  and  that  a  good  title  to  the  property 

had  not  been  shewn  in  accordance  with  the  contract.    The 

vendors  relied  on  the  above  condition.    The  vendors  appealed. 

A.  Tumour  Murray,  for  the  vendors. 

Buckmaster,  K.C.,  and  Davenport,  for  the  purchaser. 

Thb  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  and  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 

L. JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal. 

Collins  M.B.  said  that  it  was  clear  from  the  evidence  that 
both  parties  knew  that  the  purchaser  contemplated  using  the 
property  for  building  purposes,  and  also  that  he  could  not  by 
any  reasonable  inspection  have  ascertained  the  existence  of  the 
culvert  Was  there,  then,  such  a  substantial  alteration  as  to 
affect  the  nature  of  the  thing  purchased?  The  law  on  the 
point  was  clear,  and  was  laid  down  by  Tindal  C.J.  in  Flight  v. 
Booth,  (1834)  1  Bing.  N.  C.  370,  at  p.  377 ;  41  R.  R.  599,  at  p.  604, 
where  he  said :  "  it  is  at  all  events  a  safe  rule  to  adopt,  that 
where  the  misdescription,  although  not  proceeding  from  fraud, 
is,  in  a  material  and  substantial  point,  so  far  affecting  the  subjectr 
matter  of  the  contract  that  it  may  reasonably  be  supposed,  that, 
but  for  such  misdescription,  the  purchaser  might  never  have 
entered  into  the  contract  at  all,  in  such  case  the  contract  is 
avoided  altogether,  and  the  purchaser  is  not  bound  to  resort  to 
the  dause  of  compensation.  Under  such  a  state  of  facts, 
the  purchaser  may  be  considered  as  not  having  purchased  the 
thing  which  was  really  the  subject  of  the  sale."  There  was  not 
here  an  actual  misrepresentation,  but  there  was  that  which 
was  equivalent  to  it  The  existence  of  the  culvert  might  be  a 
substantial  i^jary  to  a  building  estate.  The  order  made  by 
Kekewich  J.  was  quite  right. 

STiBLiNa  L.J.  was  of  the  same  opinion.    He  thought  that 
the  condition  would  not  avail  the  vendors.    It  applied  only  to 
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such  matters  as  might  be  discoyered  by  inspection  with 
jeasonable  oare.  The  case  fell  within  the  role  laid  down  by 
Tindal  O.J.  in  Flight  t.  Booth.  In  In  re  Brewer  and  Eankins' 
Contract,  (1899)  80  L.  T.  (N.S.)  127,  the  facts  were  different,  and 
did  not  bring  the  case  within  that  rule. 

Oozsns-Habdt  L.J.  concurred. 

Solicitors:  T,  Durant;  Hare  &  Co.,  for  March,  Clayton  db 
Pearson,  Manchester.  W.  L.  0. 


C.A. 


In  re  Maddook. 

LlBWBLTN  t'.   WASHINaTON. 


May  12. 


Administration  of  assets — Order  of  administration — Insufficiency 
of  general  personalty — Trust  of  specific  part  of  residue  created 
hy  memorandum  dehors  the  will. 

Appeal  against  the  decision  of  Kekewich  J.,  [1901]  W.  N. 
118;  [1901]  2  Oh.  372. 

A  testatrix  by  her  will,  made  in  January,  1897,  appointed 
Susan  Washington  and  two  other  persons  her  trustees  and 
executors,  and  she  deyised  her  real  estate  and  bequeathed  the 
residue  of  her  personal  estate  to  Susan  Washington  absolutely. 
By  a  memorandum  in  writing,  signed  by  her  a  few  days  after 
the  execution  of  her  will,  and  attested  by  Susan  Washington  only, 
the  testatrix  created  a  trust  of  a  specified  part  of  her  residuary 
personalty  in  favour  of  other  persons.  Susan  Washington 
admitted  that  this  trust  was  binding  upon  her. 

The  testatrix  died  in  December,  1898.  Her  reedduary  per- 
sonal estate  (other  than  the  part  affected  by  the  trust)  was 
insufficient  for  the  payment  of  her  debts,  and  the  question 
arose  whether  the  deficiency  was  payable  out  of  the  specific 
property  affected  by  the  memorandum  and  the  real  estate 
rateably,  or  how  otherwise.  Kekewich  J.  held  that  though  the 
trust  created  by  the  memorandum  was  of  a  specific  fund,  yet  as 
it  was  not  a  specific  bequest,  but  arose  dehors  the  will,  the  cestuis 
que  trust  were  not  entitled  to  have  the  trust  property  exone- 
rated for  their  benefit.  The  whole  of  the  personalty  bequeathed 
to  Susan  Washington  must  for  this  purpose  be  treated  as 
residue,  and  the  debts  were  primarily  payable  out  of  it. 

The  cestuis  que  trust  under  the  memorandum  appealed. 

There  was  no  appeal  upon  the  other  point  as  to  estate  duty, 
mentioned  in  the  former  report 

Benshaw,  K,C.,  and  Vaughan  Hawkins,  for  the  appellants. 

Warrington,  K,C,,  and  Carson,  K,C.,  for  Susan  Washington. 

E,  Ford,  for  the  executors. 

Thk  Oubt  (Collins  M.R.,  and  Stirling  and  Oozens-Hardy 
L. JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal. 

Collins  M.B.  said  that  the  principle  on  which  the  Court  in 
such  cases  reached  the  conscience  of  a  legatee  and  compelled 
the  performance  of  his  trust  was  nowhere  more  clearly  stated 
in  recent  times  than  by  Lord  Cairns  in  Jones  t.  Badley,  (1868) 
L.  B.  8  Ch.  362,  at  p.  863.  It  was  not  denied  that,  had  the 
memorandum  been  added  as  a  codicil  to  the  will,  it  would 
have  had  the  effect  asserted  by  the  appellants.  The  un- 
appropriated residue  of  the  personalty  would  have  been 
applied  first  in  paying  the  debts,  and  then  the  specific  legatee 
under  the  codicil  and  Miss  Washington,  as  specific  deyisee  of 
the  realty,  would  have  contributed  pro  rata  to  the  balance  of 
the  deficiency.  On  what  ground,  then,  must  the  Court  hold  its 
hand,  and  refrain  from  insisting  on  equity  being  done  ?    The 


fact  that  the  memorandum  created  an  obligation  dehors  the 
will,  which  could  not  be  enforced  as  part  of  the  will,  was  not  at 
all  inconsistent  with  the  right  asserted  by  the  Court,  on  the 
principle  aboYC  referred  to,  to  intervene  to  prevent  an  un- 
righteous insistence  upon  a  prima  fade  legal  right  The  Court 
did  not  wait  to  give  effect  to  an  equity  which  displaced  the 
Statute  of  Frauds  until  after  the  rights  of  the  parties  had  beoi 
disposed  of  on  the  footing  of  the  statute.  So  it  seemed  to  his 
Lordship  to  be  wholly  consistent  with  the  admission,  that 
nothing  dehors  the  will  could  be  treated  as  part  of  the  will, 
that  the  Court  should  intervene  to  prevent  a  legatee  from 
committing  a  fraud,  by  insisting  on  his  rights  under  the 
will  to  the  prejudice  of  his  cestui  que  trust.  Why  should 
the  Court  renounce  its  jurisdiction  over  the  legatee  to 
compel  him  to  perform  his  trust  because  he  was  engaged  in 
assisting  at  the  distribution  of  assets  under  the  will?  He  was 
not  emancipated  from  its  jurisdiction  because  he  was  engaged 
in  that  process,  and  the  Court  would  not,  his  Lordship  hoped, 
be  deterred  from  exercising  this  collateral  jurisdiction  by  the  ; 
fear  that  in  so  doing  it  might  indirectly  give  effect  to  the  well- 
ascertained  intention  of  the  testator,  not  expressed  on  the  fiaoe 
of  the  will,  but  not  inconsistent  with  it. 

Steblino  and  Cozbns-Hakdy  L.JJ.  read  judgments  to  the ; 
same  effect. 

Solicitors:    Bidsdale  <fc  Son,  for  Heaton  &  Son,   Burslem  ^ 
HicMin,  Washington  <fc  Pasmore.  W.  L.  C.    ; 


O.A.  Mayia 

In  re  An  Abbitbation  between  the  Bwllpa  and  Mkbthh 

Dabb  Steam  Colliebies  (1891),  Limited,  and  the  Poctt- 

FBIDD  WaTBBWOBKS  COMPANY. 
Lands  Clauses  Acts— Compensation^ Arbitration — Preventing  tk 

working  of  coal  mines — Notice  to  treat — Bise  in  vahie  of  coal 

after  notice  to  treat,  whether  arbitrator  can  consider  in  assessing 

valuation. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  a  Divisional  Court  (Ridley  and 
Phillimore  JJ.),  reported  [1901]  2  K.  B.  798. 

On  a  case  stated  by  an  arbitrator  in  a  reference  for  assefising 
compensation  under  the  Lands  Clauses  Acts  and  the  Water- 
works Clauses  Act,  1847,  the  Divisional  Court  held  that,  ifl 
assessing  the  compensation  payable  to  the  owner  of  coal  minw 
for  being  prevented  from  working  coal  lying  under  the  reservoir 
of  a  waterworks  company,  the  arbitrator  was  entitled  to  t«ke 
into  consideration  a  rise  in  the  value  of  coal,  which  took  pl»« 
after  the  company's  notice  to  treat  and  before  the  award. 

The  waterworks  company  appealed. 

B.  Francis  Williams,  K.C.,  and  Trevor  Lewis,  for  the 
appellants. 

Abel  Thomas,  K.C.,  and  W.  D.  Benson  for  the  respondents. 

The  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Romer,  and  Mathew  L.W 
allowed  the  appeal,  and  reversed  the  decision  of  the  Diyifflo»^ 
Court,  holding  that  the  arbitrator  was  only  entitled  to  considff 
facts  which  were  in  actual  existence  at  the  time  of  the  notice  to 
treat.  ^ 

Solicitors  for  appellants:  Bdl,  Brodrick  &  Gray,  for  C.  &  '^• 
Kenskole,  Aberdare. 

Solicitors  for  respondents :  Wrentm^e  A  Son,  for  Frank  Janoi 
<fc  5o7w,  Cardiff.  A.P.P.K. 
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C.  A.  May  14. 

BiTEB  BoDXN  Company,  Limitbd  v.  Urban  Distbiot 

Council  of  Basking  Town. 

Comjnthory  powers—Taking  lands— Sufficiency  of  valuation  of 
surveyor—Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845  (8  <fc  9  Vict, 
c.  18),  s.  S&—Eailway  Companies  Act,  1867  (30  <fc  81  Vict. 
c.  127),  s.  36. 

Appeal  by  the  plaintiffs  from  a  decision  of  Kekewich  J., 
noted  ante,  p.  86. 

P.  0,  Lawrence,  K.C,  and  P.  B.  Abraham,  for  the  plaintiflb. 

Warrington,  K.C,  and  Barman,  for  the  defendants. 

Ths  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  and  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal.  Their  Lordships  based  their 
decision  entirely  upon  the  effect  of  certain  letters  which  passed 
between  the  plaintiffs'  surveyor  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
surveyor,  and  held  that  the  plaintiflb  were  thereby  precluded 
from  claiming  the  relief  which  they  sought. 

Solicitors :   Wilson  &  Son ;  Fisher  &  Stephens, 

H.  B.  H. 


Wgb  Court  ot  5u6tlce. 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Eekewich  J. 


Van  Paaaoh  v.  Evbbidgk. 


May  8. 

Vender  and  purchaser — Specific  performance— Mistake— Sctle  by 
auction — Purchase  of  one  property  by  mistake  for  another. 

This  was  an  action  for  specific  performance  and  damages. 

On  the  18th  of  November,  1901,  Messrs.  Farebrother,  Ellis  & 
Co.  put  up  for  sale! by  auction  three  properties:  (1)  Saradith, 
Hampstead ;  (2)  Parson's  Mead,  Ashtead ;  (3)  24  Cullum  Street- 

The  phiintiff  was  the  owner  of  Saradith. 

The  sale  was  attended  by  the  defendant,  a  builder  of  Surbiton, 
who  had  come  to  London  on  purpose  to  bid  for  the  Ashtead 
property.    The  defendant  was  somewhat  deaf. 

A  lazge  notice  stating  the  order  of  sale  was  affixed  to  the 
anetioneer's  rostrum,  and  smaller  notices  to  the  same  effect  were 
distributed  about  the  room.    The  auctioneer  on  entering  the 
rostrum  began  by  stating  the  order  of  sale,  and  then  proceeded 
to  offer  for  sale  the  Hampstead  property,  which  was  ultimately 
knocked  down  to  the  defendant  for  45002.    The  auctioneer  then 
lent  his  clerk  to  the  defendant  for  his  name  and  address  and 
piooeeded  with  the  sale  of  the  Ashtead  property.    The  defen- 
dant told  the  derk  that  there  was  some  mistake,  and  that  he 
(the  defendant)  had  bought  the  Ashtead  property.    After  the 
Ashtead  property  had  been  offered  for  sale  the  defendant  saw 
the  auctioneer,  who  told  him  that  he  had  in  fact  bought  the 
Hampstead  property,  and  that  he  must  abide  by  his  bargain. 
The  auctioneer  then  requested  the  defendant  to  sign  the  con- 
tract, and  upon  the  defendant's  refusal  to  do  so  signed  it  on  his 
Wjalf.    The  defendant  repudiated  his  liability  on  the  ground 
of  mistake.    The  substantial  question  was  whether  the  defen- 
dant could  be  compelled  to  specifically  perform  his  contract,  or 
whether  he  was  liable  in  damages  only. 


Benshaw,  K,C,,  and  F,  Thompson,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Stewart-Smith,  K,C,,  and  Norman  Craig,  for  the  defendant. 

EsEEWiOH  J.  said  that  according  to  the  view  expressed  by 
Lord  Langdale  in  Matins  v.  Freeman,  (1837)  2  Keen,  25,  the 
defendant  would  be  clearly  entitled  to  get  off  specific  perform- 
ance; but  the  law  had  been  stated  somewhat  differently  in 
modem  cases,  and  especially  in  Tamplin  v.  James,  (1880) 
15  Ch.  D.  216,  and  Goddard  v.  Jeffreys,  (1881)  30  W.  R.  269. 
His  Lordship  also  relied  upon  the  summing-up  of  the  law  con- 
tained in  Fry  on  Specific  Performance,  §  765.  In  this  case  the 
blunder  was  not  induced  by  the  conduct  of  the  vendor,  and, 
in  his  Lordship's  opinion,  there  was  no  hardship  amounting  to 
injustice  in  holding  the  defendant  to  his  bargain,  and,  although 
he  did  not  doubt  the  honesty  of  the  defendant  in  saying  that 
he  had  made  a  blunder,  yet,  on  the  general  principle  stated  by 
Sir  Edward  Fry,  to  allow  such  a  defence  would  be  to  open 
the  door  to  perjury.  The  plaintiff  was,  therefore,  entitled  to 
specific  performance.  But,  in  case  it  should  be  desired  to  take 
the  case  further,  he  assessed  the  damages  at  400/. 
Solicitors :  Law  &  Worssam ;  Edward  Chester, 

H.  B.  II. 


Wright  J. 


In  re  Dbuokibb. 
Ex  parte  Basdbn. 


May  5. 


Bankruptcy — Property  of  bankrupt — Money  paid  to  creditor  by 
bankrupts  solicitors — Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  (46  <fe  47  Vict, 
c,  62),  s.  44. 

On  the  24th  of  January,  1901,  a  bank,  who  were  creditors  of 
the  debtor  for  1000/.,  presented  a  bankruptcy  petition  against 
him  grounded  on  an  act  of  bankruptcy  committed  by  him 
the  previous  December.    Negotiations  ensued  between  Messrs. 
Be^fus  &  Beyfns,  the  solicitors  of  the  debtor,  and  Mr.  Salaman, 
the  solicitor  of  the  bank,  with  a  view  to  obtain  the  dismissal  of 
the  petition.    Messrs.  Beyf  as  &  Beyfus  stated  that  the  debtor's 
relatives  were  very  wealthy,  but  that  the  debtor  himself  had  no 
money,  and  offered  300/.  on  account  of  the  debt  on  condition 
that  the  petition  was  dismissed,  adding,  "We  shall  have  to  find 
the  money."    Mr.  Salaman  accepted  this  offer,  believing  that 
the  300/.  so  to  be  provided  was   not  the  debtor's  money. 
Accordingly,  on  the  16th  of  Febraary,  1901,  Messrs.  Beyfus  & 
Beyfus  handed  their  cheque  for  300/.  to  Mr.  Salaman,  and  the 
petition  was  dismissed.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  debtor  had  on 
the  14th  of  February  executed  a  charge  on  his  property  in 
favour  of  Messrs.  Beyfus  &  Beyfus  to  secure  300/.  stated  to  be 
then  advanced  to  him  by  them,  and  it  was  this  sum  which 
Messrs.  Beyfus  <&  Beyfus  had  paid  direct  by  their  cheque  to 
Mr.  Salaman.    Shortly  afterwards  the  debtor  was  adjudicated 
bankrupt  on  an  act  of  bankruptcy  committed  on  the  6th  of 
March,  1901,  and  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy  now  claimed  that 
the  bank  should  refund  the  300/.  as  part  of  the  property  of  the 
bankrupt  received  by  them  with  notice  of  an  available  act  o 
bankruptcy. 

Reed,  K,C,  and  Carrington,  for  the  trustee,  relied  on  In  re 
Snyder,  (1891)  8  Morr.  127. 

Muir  Mackenzie  and  J.  G,  Joseph,  for  the  bank,  argued,  contra, 
that  In  re  Snyder  was  questioned  in  In  re  Rogers,  (1891)  8  Morr. 
243,  248,  and  that  the  300/.  never  became  part  of  the  general 
assets  of  the  debtor,  f   Vx^^r^l^^ 
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Wbiqht  J.  held  that  the  application  of  the  trustee  failed. 
The  dOOl,  never  came  into  the  hands  of  the  debtor,  and  dearly 
was  neyer  intended  to  come  into  his  hands.  Messrs.  BejfoB  & 
Beyfos  would  never  have  consented  to  its  being  applied  in  any 
way  except  for  the  express  purpose  for  which  it  was  advanced. 
Under  the  circumstances,  the  money  never  became  part  of  the 
general  assets  of  the  debtor. 

Solicitors :  King,  Wigg  &  Co. ;  Salaman,  Fart  &  Co. 

H.  L.  P. 


[May  17,  1902, 


Farwell  J. 


I  In  re  Dickinson's  Tbusts. 


Mays. 


Appointment  of  new  trustee — Appointment  by  Court — 
Female  trustee. 

Recording  to  the  present  practice  the  appointment  of  a  properly 
qualified  unmarried  woman  to  he  a  trustee  by  the  Court  is  not 
limited  to  cases  in  which  no  other  trustee  can  he  found. 

This  was  a  summons  for  the  appointment  of  new  trustees  of 
four  legacies  of  loOOZ.  each,  given  by  the  will  of  William 
Dickinson,  who  died  in  1842,  to  each  of  his  four  daughters  for 
life,  with  remainder  to  her  children  as  she  should  appoint,  with 
remainder  to  her  children  living  at  her  death  in  equal  shares, 
the  issue  of  any  children  then  dead  leaving  issue  taking  the 
share  their  parents  would  have  taken  if  living.  The  testator's 
daughters  were  all  dead,  and  had  made  wills  as  to  which  ques- 
tions were  raised  whether  the  powers  of  appointment  were 
exercised. 

The  summons  was  taken  out  by  two  grand-daughters  of  the 
testator,  who  were  unquestionably  entitled  to  shares  in  the 
legacies,  and  they  and  the  persons  who  supported  the  application 
were  in  any  event  entitled  to  much  the  greater  part  of  the 
legacies.  The  proposed  new  trustees  were  Mr.  Stickney,  a 
land  agent,  and  Miss  Taylor,  an  unmarried  woman  of  middle 
age,  who  was  described  as  a  teacher  and  lady's  companion. 
There  was  evidence  that  Miss  Taylor  was  a  very  capable  woman 
and  well  used  to  business.  The  application  was  opposed  by 
G.  W.  Dickinson,  a  beneficiary  who  was  only  entitled  to  a  very 
small  share  of  the  legacies.  He  proposed  the  appointment  of 
two  men,  who  had  consented  to  act  and  were  admittedly  im- 
objectionable  persons. 

Wheeler,  for  the  summons. 

RasUeigh,  for  the  beneficiaries  supporting  the  application. 

Adams,  for  G.  W.  Dickinson.  The  Court  will  not  appoint  a 
woman  trustee,  even  when  unmarried,  unless  another  person 
willing  to  take  the  office  cannot  be  found :  Brooh  v.  Brook, 
(1839)  1  Beav.  581;  In  re  Peahfs  Settled  Estates,  [1894] 
8Gh.520. 

Fabwbll  J.,  said  that  the  position  of  women  had  been  con- 
siderably altered  since  Brook  v.  Brook  was  decided;  he  had 
frequency  appointed  unmarried  women  trustees  in  chambers. 
In  this  case  he  had  looked  at  the  affidavits,  and  was  satisfied 
that  Miss  Taylor  was  perfectly  capable  of  acting  in  the  trust. 
The  interest  of  the  opponent  was  not  sufficient  to  give  him 
any  right  to  override  the  wishes  of  the  applicants,  and  the 
appointment  must  be  made  as  asked  by  the  summons. 

Solicitors :  Steavenson  db  Cotddwdl,  for  Iveson  A  West,  Hull ; 
Arthur  Fearce ;  Woodhouse  cfe  Davidson.  J.  R.  B. 


Farwell  J.  May  14 

In  re  Gbkdit  Assubancb  and  GuASANTn  Gobforatiok, 
Ldcitbd. 

Company — Reduction  of  capital — Losses  to  he  home  inproporim 
to  capital  paid  up  on  shares — Shares  of  same  class  with  different 
amounts  paid— Deferred  shares. 

This  was  a  petition  to  sanction  a  reduction  of  capital  by 
cancelling  lost  capital. 

The  capital  of  the  company  was  1,000,000/.,  divided  into 
2000  deferred  shares  of  17.  each,  and  99,800  ordinary  shares  of 
101.  each.  87,712  of  the  ordinary  shares  had  been  issued;  of 
these  1128  were  issued  to  vendors  as  paid  up  to  the  extent  of 
52.  per  share.  21.  per  share  had  been  paid  on  the  rest  of  the 
ordinary  shares.  The  deferred  shares  were  all  issued  to  sub- 
scribers of  the  memorandum  of  association  as  fully  paid. 

The  articles  of  association  provided,  that  if  the  ooipoiation 
should  be  wound  up  and  the  surplus  assets  should  be  in- 
sufficient to  repay  the  paid-up  capital,  such  surplus  assets  sboold 
be  distributed  so  that  as  nearly  as  might  be  the  losses  should 
be  borne  by  the  members  in  proportion  to  the  capital  paid  up^ 
or  which  ought  to  have  been  paid  up,  on  the  shares  held  by 
them  respectively  at  the  commencement  of  the  winding-up. 

The  profits  were  directed  to  be  applied  first  in  payings 
dividend  of  10  per  cent,  on  the  ordinary  shares;  half  the 
surplus  was  to  belong  to  the  founders'  shares ;  the  other  hal( 
after  payment  of  such  extra  remuneration  to  the  directors  as 
might  be  determined  by  general  meeting,  was  to  belong  to  the 
holders  of  ordinary  shares. 

The  reduction  proposed  was  to  write  off  lost  capital  by 
reducing  all  the  ordinary  shares,  issued  and  unissued,  to  8^.  l(k, 
with  SI.  lOs.  paid  upon  the  ordinary  shares,  upon  which  51,  hsd 
been  credited  as  paid,  and  10«.  paid  upon  the  ordinary  shstei, 
upon  which  22.  had  been  paid.  The  founders*  shares  were  left 
unaffected. 

Upfohn,  K.C.,  and  W.  A.  G.  Woods,  for  the  petition. 

Jenkins,  K.C,  and  Martdli  (for  shareholders  opposing),  coo- 
tended  that  all  the  shares,  including  the  founders'  shares, 
ought  to  be  reduced  in  proportion  to  the  amounts  paid  up,  and 
therefore  the  scheme  could  not  be  sanctioned. 

Fabwbll  J.  said  that  the  general  rule  when  the  Court  has  to 
consider  a  reduction  of  capital  is  to  see  that  the  loss  is  dinded 
between  different  classes  of  shares  in  accordance  with  the  rolei 
which  would  prevail  in  case  of  the  winding-up  of  the  c(Hnpany. 
That  was  laid  down  in  Bannatytie  v.  Direct  Spanish  TeUgn^ 
Company,  (1886)  34  Oh,  D.  287. 

In  this  case  the  articles  specially  provided  that  in  a  winding- 
up  losses  must  be  borne  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  capital 
paid  up.  As  regarded  the  deferred  shares,  as  a  reduction  in 
their  nominal  amount  would  make  no  dififorence  in  the  divi- 
dends and  the  proportionate  reduction  would  only  amount  to 
Is.  per  share,  he  did  not  think  the  objection  was  &tal  to  the 
proposed  reduction ;  but,  as  between  the  ordinary  shares  with 
5/.  paid  and  those  with  2/.  paid,  the  difference  was  important, 
and  he  was  bound  to  withhold  his  sanction  to  the  reduction. 
The  petition  was,  therefore,  dismissed  with  costs. 

Solicitors:  Greenwood  &  Qreenxoood;  R.  Chapman. 

J.  RB. 
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jrOTICE  TO  80I.ICITOB8. 


WUk  Ae  new  ofinmnng  Ae  ffreatett  pasBible  aeeuraey  and 
tepidity  in  Ae  varioua  pMieaiions  connected  wiA  the  Law 
Bbfosis,  Ae  OowneU  wiU  be  cbliged^  if  the  Solicitors  to  whow 
eflUeixlMn  ie  ntade  by  any  Seporter  acting  for  the  Council 
M  at  $oon  ae  poegible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
tejpers^  togeAer  wiA  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
msws  of  Ae  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  ease.  At  the 
9sm  Omej  Ae  OouncU  thankfiMy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
tiff  haoe  already  received  from  so  many  meiaibers  of  the  Pro- 
fmon  in  ftumieking  the  papers  required  to  prepare  aecurcUe 
r^^crts. 
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RSGOBD  OF  BUSIKISS. 


COURT  L 

Fbidat,  May  16. 

Morris  y.  Atkins  and  Another.     Application  of  defendants  for  judg- 
ment   Allowed.  \ 

Angel  y.  Mercliant  Marine  Insurance.    Appeal  from  Bigham  J.    Dis- 
misstd. 

Tuesday,  May  27. 

Curney  y.  Walter  Scott  &  Middleton,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County 

Court.    Struck  out. 
Owles  y.  Foster  &  Taylor.    Appeal  from  Bucknill  J.    Stands  oyer. 
Belcher  y.  Roedean  School  Site  and  Buildings,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Bucknill  J.    Part  heard. 
In  re  an  Arbitration  between  the  Roedean  School  Site  and  Buildings 

and  Btlcher  and  Others,    Appeal  Irom  Bucknill  J.    Part  heard. 
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Thubsday,  May  29. 

Kenney  v.  Barrisan  and  Singleton.    Appeal  from  County  Conrt.    Difl- 

nuwed. 
Morris  v.  Darcy  Lever  Coal  Company,  Limited,  and  The  Northern 

EmpJoyeri*  Mutual  Indemnity  Company,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

County  Court.    Part  heard. 


COURT  IL 

TuKSDAT,  May  27. 

Brooks  &  Co,  y.  LyoetL    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Dismifised. 

Medley,  junr.  v.  Reitmeyer  and  Reitmeyer  v.  Hedley,  junr.    Appeal 

from  Farwell  J.    Dismiased. 
Li  re  McMurdo.  Penfleld  ▼.  McMurdo.  Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J. 

Part  heard. 

Wbdnksday.  May  28. 

Inre  McMurdo.  Penfleld  v.  McMurdo.  Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J. 

Allowed. 
In  re  Sidebottom.    Beeley  y.  Waterhouse.    Appeal  from  Baokley  J 

Cur.  adv.  vult. 
Richards  v.  De  Winton.     Richards  v.  Evans.    Appeal  from  Keke- 

wioh  J.    Part  heard. 

Thubsdat,  May  29. 

Richards  ▼.  De  Winton.    Richards  v.   Evans.    Appeal  from  Keke. 

wloh  J.    Stands  over. 
Le  Mesurier  ▼.  Le  Mesurier.    Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.    DismiflBcd. 


During  the  siUings  of  the  CaurU  The  Wsbklt  NfyrMwiUbe  publishsd 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  oompriee  Notes  of  Deoisions  up  to  and 
including  those  of  (he  previous  Thursday.  All  oases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  (herein  wOl  he  reported  in  full  in  Tee  Law  Rifobt8. 


Ibouse  ot  Xorbe^ 


May  15. 
Thb  Lord  Adyooatb,  App.  ;  Sib  Mabk  J.  M.  Stewabt,  Babt., 

AND  AnOTHBB,  BbSPS. 

Revenue — Entailed  estate — Money  held  in  trust  to  purchase  lands, 
to  be  entailed  —  Settlement  estate  duty  —  Finance  Act,  1894 
(67  <fc  58  Vict.  c.  80),  8.  23,  sub-ss.  14, 15, 16. 

Scott-Dickson,  S.-O.  (for  Scotland),  and  Young,  for  the 
appellant. 

Aslier,  D.F.,  J.  Campbell  Lorrimer,  and  R.  G.  Seton  (all 
exctpt  the  last  of  the  Scottish  Bar),  for  the  respondents. 

Thb  House  (Earl  of  Halsbnry  L.C.,  and  Lords  Macnaghten, 
Shand,  Brampton,  Robertson,  and  Lindley)  affirmed  the  decision 
of  the  First  Division  of  the  Court  of  Session  (as  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  in  Scotland),  (1901)  3  F.  440,  holding  that  money 
Tested  in  trustees  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  lands  in 
Scotland  or  England,  to  be  entailed,  was  not  "entailed  estate" 


within  the  meaning  of  the  Finance  Act,  and  was  not  liable  u 
such  to  settlement  estate  duty. 

Agents  for  appellant:  Solicitors  for  Inland  Revenue  for 
Scotland  and  England. 

Agents  for  respondents:  Martin  &  Leslie,  for  Blair  &Caddl, 
W.S.,  Edinburgh.  G-  J-  ^• 


May  15. 
Pabibh  Council  op  Euthbbglbn,  Appb.;  Pabish  Council  or 

Glasgow,  Eksis. 
Poor  law  —Settlement  —Capacity  of  deserted  wife  to  aoquirt  a 

settlement  —Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Act,  1898  (61  <fe  62  Vid. 

c.  21),  s.  1. 

A.  Graham  Murray,  L.A.,  A.  Orr  Deas  (both  of  the  Scottish. 
Bar),  and  W.  Craig  Henderson,  for  the  appellants. 

T.  Shaw,  K.C,  Avon  Clyde,  K.C.,  and  R.  B.  Pearson  (aU  of 
the  Scottish  Bar),  for  the  respondents. 

Thb  House  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  MacnaghtOT, 
Shand,  Davey,  Brampton,  Robertson,  and  Lindley)  reyereed  the 
decision  of  the  majority  of  seven  judges  of  the  Court  of  Session, 
(ISO I)  3  F.  706,  holding  that  a  wife  when  deserted  by  her 
husband  has  no  capacity  to  acquire  a  parochial  settlement 

Agents  for  appellants:  Burchells  &  Co.,  for  Montgomerisi 
Flemings,  Glasgow,  and  E.  B.  &  F.  J.  Dewar,  W.S.,  EdinbM^ 

Agents  for  respondents :  Grahams,  Currey  &  Spens,  for  B.r. 
Lamond  &  Turner,  Glasgow,  and  Charles  George, S.S.C,^ 


burgh. 


G.J.W. 


May  16. 


Gbbsham  Lipb  Absubanob  Sooibty,  Apps.;  Bishop,  Rebp. 
Revenue— Income  tax— Company— Interest  from  foreign  inv^ 

ments— Receipt  in  the  United  Kingdom- Income  Tax  Ad,\m 

(5  <fc  6  Vict.  c.  35),  s.  100,  Sched.  D,  Fourth  Case. 

Sir  E.  Clarice,  K.C,  and  Haldane,  K.C.  {Stewart-Smith  with 
them),  for  appelUnts.  . 

Sir  R.  Finlay,  A.-G.,  and  Rowlatt  {Sir  E.  Carson,  S.-G.,^ 
Danckwerts  with  them),  for  respondent. 

Thb  Houbb  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  Macnaghton, 
Shand,  Brampton,  and  Lindley),  after  consideration,  levereed 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  [1901]  1  K.  B.  153,  holding 
that  the  interest  on  foreign  securities  paid  abroad  is  not 
liable  to  income  tax,  unless  it  is  received  in  the  UniW 
Kingdom  in  specie  or  in  a  remittance  payable  in  the  Umtea 
Kingdom. 

Solicitors:  Devonshire,  MonJcland,  Davies  <k  Sanders;  Solimtr 
of  Inland  Revenue.  J.  M.  M- 

May  16- 

CooPBB  &  Cbanb,  Apps.  ;  Wbioht,  Rbbp. 

Employer  and  Workman— Compensation— Undertakers— SuIh:o»^ 

tractor— LiabiHty  of  sub-contractor  to  indemnify  undertaken-^ 

Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897  (60  &  61  Vict.  c.37),«». 

1,4,7. 

The  appellants  undertook  the  building  of  a  house,  and  ma^e 
a  sub-contract  with  the  respondent  that  he  should  do  Uie 
slating.     A  labourer  employed  by/ the  respondent  to  convey 
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slates  to  the  roof  was  killed  in  the  course  of  his  employment. 
The  connty  court  judge  made  an  awari  for  compensation  to 
the  deceased  man's  widow  against  the  appelUnts  as  the  under- 
takers under  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897,  and  also 
made  an  order  under  sect.  4  of  the  Act  that  the  respondent 
should  indemnify  the  appellants  to  the  extent  of  the  sum 
awarded,  holding  that  the  slating  was  not  merely  incidental 
to  hut  was  a  suhstantial  part  of  the  construction  of  the 
bnilding,  and  that  the  respondent  by  his  sub-contract  undtr- 
took  the  construction  of  that  part  of  the  building  within  the 
meaning  of  sect.  7,  and  that  he  was  a  person  who  would  have 
be^n  liable  under  the  Act  to  piy  compensation  1  >r  the  injury 
independently  of  sect.  4.  There  was  no  appeal  against  the 
award  for  compensation.  The  respondent  appealed  against  the 
order  for  indemnity,  and  the  Court  of  Appeal  (A.  L.  Smith, 
Colling  and  Romer  L.JJ.),  following  Cass  t.  Butler,  [1900] 
1 Q.  B.  777,  set  asdde  the  order  for  indemnity. 

A.  Llewelyn  Davies  and  Tinsley  Lindley,  for  appellants. 

Rt^egg,  K.C,^  and  Clavdl  Salter,  for  respondent. 

Thb  Houbb  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  Shand  and 
Davey),  Lords  Brampton  and  Robertson  dissenting,  after  con- 
sideration, reversfid  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and 
restored  the  order  of  the  county  court  judge. 

Silidtors:  Mason,  Edtoards  &  Masons,  for  B.  H.  Beaumont, 
^Sottingham ;  Mackrell,  Maton,  Oodlee  &  Quincey. 

J.  M.  M. 


Supreme  Court  of  3u^icature. 


COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.A 


BbADSHAW  V,  WiDDBINGTON. 


May  15. 

BtattUe  of  Limitations — Mortgage — Acknowledgment — Payment 
of  itUerest — Person  "  bound  to  pay  " — Beat  Property  Limiiation 
Ad,  1874  (37  <fc  38  Vict.  c.  57),  «.  8. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Buckley  J.,  [1901]  W.  N.  148. 

In  1879,  J.  E.  Bradshaw  mortgaged  an  estate,  of  which 
he  was  the  owner  in  fee,  to  the  Cost  trustees,  to  secure 
5171/.  14s.  6d.,  with  intertst  thereon  at  4  per  cent.  This  sum 
was  really  borrowed  for  the  benefit  of  the  mortgagor's  son 
W.  Brdd4iaw^  and  was  handed  oyer  to  him,  and  he  at  the  same 
time  executed  a  bond  for  10,000/.  in  favour  of  his  father, 
eoDditionel  to  be  void  on  payment  by  him  to  his  father  of 
5171/.  14s.  6</.,  with  interest  at  4  per  cent.  The  same 
solicitor  acted  in  the  transaction  for  all  the  parties,  and  he, 
OQ  behalf  of  W.  Bradshaw,  regularly  paid  the  interest  on  the 
mortgage  debt  to  the  Cust  trustees.  This  continued  until  1892, 
when  W.  Bradshaw  paid  5171/.  14s.  6c/.  to  the  solicitor  for  the 
parpoee  of  discharging  the  mortgage  debt.  The  solicitor  mis- 
•ppropriated  the  money,  but  he  continued  to  pay  the  interest 
to  the  Cust  trustees  until  1898. 

In  1884  J.  E.  Bradshaw,  who  had  been  in  some  way  induced 
by  the  solicitor  to  believe  that  the  mortgage  had  been  paid  off, 
WDveyed  part  of  it  for  value  to  J.  C.  Braishaw,  another  son, 
free  from  incumbrances.     In  1887  J.  E.  Bradshaw  died.    He 


had  never  paid  any  interest  on  the  mortgage.  The  same  soli- 
citor acted  for  his  executors.  They,  in  November,  1887,  con- 
veyed the  remainder  of  the  mortgaged  estate  to  J.  C.  Bradshaw 
as  free  from  incumbrances.  In  1899  the  solicitor  died,  and  the 
fraud  was  discovered.  The  Cast  trustees  thereupon  gave  no' ice 
to  J.  C.  Bradshaw  to  pay  off  the  mortgage.  He  then  brought 
this  action  against  the  Cust  trus'ees,  claiming  a  declaration  that 
the  title  of  the  defendants  as  mortgagees  under  the  mortgage  of 
1879  was  extinguished,  and  that  the  charge  thereby  created  was 
to  be  deemed  satisfied.  The  Cust  trustees  delivered  a  counter- 
claim, to  which  J.  C.  Bradshaw  and  W.  Bradshaw,  who  was 
the  surviving  executor  of  J.  E.  Bradshaw,  were  the  defendants* 
claiming,  as  agi^nst  W.  Bradshaw,  payment  of  the  mortgage 
debt  with  interest,  and,  as  against  J.  C.  Bradshaw,  that  the 
mortgage  of  1879  might  be  enforced  by  foreclosure  or  sale. 

Buckley  J.  dismissed  the  action,  and  gave  judgment  for  the 
Cust  trustees  on  the  counter-claim.    He  held  that,  as  W.  Brad- 
shaw was  bound  to  indemnify  his  father  against  the  mortgage 
debt  and  interest,  the  payment  of  interest  made  by  him  through 
his  solicitor  was  a  payment  by  a  person  "bound  to  pay"  on 
behalf  of  the  mortgagor,  within  the  decision  in  Earlonk  v. 
Ashherry,  (1882)  19  Ch.  D.  539,  and  was,  thei-efore,  a  piyment. 
by  thj  person  liable  to  pay  or  his  agent  within  sect.  8  of  the 
Real  Property  Limitation  Act,  1874,  which  amounted  to  an 
admission  of  the  existence  of  the  mortgage,  and  had  the  effect 
of  keeping  it  alive. 
The  plaintiff  in  the  action  and  W.  Bradshaw  appealed. 
If,  Terrell,  K,C.,  and  Oeorge  Jlenderson,  for  the  appellants. 
Astbury,  KC,  and  B.  Farrer,  for  the  Cust  trustees. 
Thb  Coubt  (Collins  M.R.,  and  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal 

Collins  M.R.  said  it  was  admitted  that  the  interest  was  paid 
as  intertst  by  the  solicitor  of  the  mortgagor  and  his  executorf>, 
who  were  liable  to  pay  it.    The  onus  was  no  doubt  upon  the 
mortgagees  to  shew  that  the  mortgage  had  been  kept  alive. 
But  the  continued  payment  of  interest  by  the  person  whose 
duty  it  was  to  pay  it  shifted  the  onus  upon  the  mortgagor  to 
shew  that  the  payment  was  not  made  under  such  circumstances 
as  to  keep  the  mortgage  alive.    If  the  case  rested  there,  and 
the  solicitor's  books  were  to  be  excluded,  the  appellants  would 
have  no  answer  to  the  case  of  the  trustees,  inasmuch  as  they 
did   not  call  W.  Bradshaw  at  the  trial.     The    decision  of 
Buckley  J.  c  )uld  be  supported  without  going  into  the  solicitor's 
accounts.    But,  after  what  took  place  at  the  trial,  his  Lordship 
thought  that  the  solicitor's  books  could  not  now  be  excluded. 
And  when  they  were  admitted  they  shewed  clearly  the  nature 
of  the  transaction,  and  that  the  son  was  the  person  who,  as 
between  himself  and  his  father,  was  bound  to  pay  the  mortgage 
debt  and  the  interest  on  it,  so  that  the  payment  of  interest  by 
him  had  the  effect  of  keeping  the  mortgage  alive. 
Stibling  L.J.  and  Cozens-Habdy  L.J.  concurred. 
Solicitors :  Hunter  Jh  Ilaynes  ;  Nicholls,  Manisty  &  Co, 

W.  L.  C. 


C.  A. 


In  re  Whitmobe. 
Waltebs  V,  Habbison. 


May  15 


Will — Construction — Gift  of  residue  to  memhera  of  a  doss  living 
at  period  of  distribution — Settlement  of  "  the  share  "  of  07ie  of 
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the  class  on  her  and  her  children — Death  be/ore  period  of  distri' 
button. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Byrne  J.,  [1901]  W.  N.  146. 

Maria  Whitmore,  a  spinster,  who  died  in  1854,  by  her  will, 
made  in  1849,  directed  the  income  of  her  residuary  estate  to  be 
paid  to  her  sisters,  Sophia  and  Catherine  Whitmore,  in  equal 
shares  during  their  joint  lives,  or  until  one  of  them  should 
marry  or  die,  and  after  the  death  or  mariiage  of  either,  then  to 
the  other  during  her  li^e  or  until  she  should  marry,  and  after 
the  death  or  marriage  of  such  surviving  or  last  marrying  sister 
the  testatrix  declared  trusts  of  a  sum  of  1000/.  for  her  sister 
Eh'zabeth  Saltmarshe  and  a  niece,  and,  subject  to  these  pro- 
yisions,  the  testatrix  directed  that  her  residuary  estate  should 
be  held  in  trust  for  all  or  such  one  or  more  of  her  brothers  and 
sisters  (except  Elizabeth,  but  including  Sophia  and  Catherine, 
if  they  or  either  of  them  should  marry)  who  should  be  living  at 
the  death  or  marriage  of  such  surviving  or  last  marrying  aster, 
in  equal  shares,  if  more  than  one,  as  tenants  in  common.  Pro- 
vided that  if  at  the  death  or  marri>ige  of  sach  her  surviving  or 
last  marrying  sister,  her  brothers,  or  any  or  either  of  them, 
should  be  dead,  or  either  of  her  sisters  Sophia  and  Catherine 
should  be  dead  having  previously  married,  and  there  should  be 
living  any  child  or  children  of  any  one  or  more  of  them  so 
dying,  who  should  then  have  attained  or  should  afterwards 
attain  the  age  of  twenty-one,  or  who  shonld  then  have  married 
or  should  afterwards  marry,  such  child  or  children  should 
together  and  per  stirpes  be  entitled  to  such  part  or  share  of  the 
ti-ust  estate  as  his,  her,  or  their  parent  or  respective  parents 
would  have  been  entitled  to  if  such  parent  or  parents  had  been 
then  living.  And  with  respect  to  *'the  share"  of  her  sister 
Charlotte  Harrison,  the  testatrix  directed  that  "the  same 
share"  should  be  held  in  trust  to  pay  the  income  thereof  to 
her  during  her  life,  for  her  separate  u«e,  and  after  her  death 
the  capital  of  "  the  same  share  "  should  be  held  in  trust  for  her 
child  or  children,  as  she  should  by  deed  or  will  appoint,  and,  in 
default  of  appointment,  in  trust  for  and  to  vest  in  her  child  or 
all  her  children,  if  more  than  one,  being  sons  at  twenty-one,  and 
being  daughters  at  twenty-one  or  marriage,  and  if  more  than 
one  in  equal  shares. 

At  the  date  of  the  will  the  testatrix  had  living  three  brothers 
and  four  sisters,  two  of  whom,  Sophia  and  Catherine,  were 
unmarried,  and  the  other  two,  Elizabeth  and  Charlotte,  were 
married.  Sophia  and  Catherine  never  married.  Catherine 
died  in  1900,  having  survived  all  her  brothers  and  sisters. 
Charlotte  Harrison  died  in  1884.  She  had  four  children,  all  of 
whom  attained  twenty-one,  but  they  all  died  before  Catherine. 
Neither  the  brothers  nor  the  other  married  sister  of  the 
testatrix  left  issue. 

Byrne  J.  held  that,  as  Charlotte  did  not  survive  the  period  of 
distribution,  she  did  not  take  any  share  in  the  fund,  and  that 
therefore  her  children  and  their  representatives  could  take 
nothing.  In  so  deciding  his  Lordship  followed  In  re  Roberts, 
(1885)  30  Ch.  D.  234,  and  distinguished  la  re  Pinhorne,  [1894] 
2  Ch.  276,  and  In  re  Powell,  [1900]  2  Ch.  625. 

The  representatives  of  Charlotte's  deceased  children  appealed. 

Levett,  K.C,  and  Leverson,  for  the  appellants. 

Younger,  K.C,  and  Hon,  Frank  Russell,  for  the  next  of  kin  of 
tne  testatrix. 

P.  M.  Walters,  for  the  trustees. 


Thb  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  and  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L. JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal 

Stiblzng  L.  J.,  who  read  the  judgment  of  the  Court,  said  that 
In  re  Roberts  was  binding  on  this  Court,  and  their  Lordshipg 
saw  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  other  two  cases  were  well 
decided.  But  in  all  those  three  cases  the  wills  which  had  to 
be  constfned  differed  substantially  from  the  will  in  the  piesent 
case.  The  only  rule  or  principle  which  their  Lordghips  could 
find  to  have  been  laid  down  in  those  cases  was  this— that  tho 
words  "  the  share  "  were  susceptible  of  more  than  one  meaning, 
and  that,  in  ascertaining  the  sense  in  which  they  were  used, 
the  whole  will  must  be  regarded.  Looking  at  the  whole  will  in 
the  present  case,  their  Lordships  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
by  "the  share"  of  Charlotte  the  testatrix  did  not  mean  the 
share  to  which  Charlotte  would  be  entitled  if  she  survived  the 
period  of  distribution,  but  meant  an  aliquot  share  of  the  estate 
destined  for  Charlotte  and  her  children.  The  other  constraetion 
would  involve  this  capricious  and  anomalous  result— that,  if 
Charlotte  had  died  before  the  period  of  distribution,  leaying 
four  children,  who  all  attained  twenty-one  and  survived  that 
period,  none  of  them  would  have  taken  anything,  though  they 
were  primary  objects  of  the  bounty  of  the  testatrix.  In  tbeii 
Lordships'  opinion,  such  a  result  could  not  have  been  intendei 
The  question  was  one  of  difficulty,  and  their  Lordships  regretted 
that  they  had  to  differ  from  so  accurate  and  careful  a  judge. 
But,  on  the  best  construction  they  could  give  to  the  case,  they 
thought  the  appeal  should  be  allowed. 

Solicitors:  Upton,  Athey  &  Co, ;  Hon.  Charles  Russell;  Walters 
db  Co.  W.  L.  C. 


IbfQb  Court  ot  5u8tlce. 


OHANOBRY  DIVISION. 


Eekewich  J. 


NlOHTINQALB  V.  BbYNOLDS. 


April  29;  Mayia 


Mortgage — Portion— Priority — Mortgage  by  direction  of  Court  to 
raise  two  out  of  three  portions  charged  on  read  estate, 

A  testator,  who  died  in  1861,  by  his  will  charged  three  sums 
of  5000/.  for  children's  portions  on  his  real  estate.  In  the  year 
1880  two  of  the  portions  had  become  raisable,  but  the  tenant 
for  life  of  the  third  portion  was  still  aliva  In  that  year  an 
action  of  Muskett  v.  Muskett,  properly  constituted,  was  brought 
for  the  purpose  of  clearing  the  real  estate  from  charges,  and 
on  the  17th  of  May,  1882,  an  order  was  made  directing  that 
the  two  portions  then  raisable  should  be  raised  by  a  mortgage 
of  the  rejd  estate  to  a  person  who  was  willing  to  lend  the  money, 
such  mortgage  to  be  settled  by  the  judge.  The  mortgage  d^ 
as  Eo  settled  contained  recitals  of  the  title  to  the  portions,  and 
of  the  proceedings  in  the  action,  and  was  expressed  to  be  made 
as  to  all  the  hereditaments  comprised  therein  "  without  pit- 
judice  to  any  charge  which  may  be  subsisting  therein  under 
the  said  will,"  but  was  in  other  respects  in  the  ordinary  fonn 
of  a  mortgage  in  fee.  The  mortgagee  duly  paid  the  money  into 
court,  and  it  was  afterwards  distributed  among  the  persons 
interested  in  the  two  portions. 
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The  mortgagee  now  bionght  the  present  action  for  the  realiza- 
tion of  his  mortgage^  and  claiming  priority  orer  the  persons 
interested  in  the  remaining  portion  of  50001. 

F,  0,  Lawrence,  K.C.,  and  /.  K.  Taung,  for  theplaintiff« 

Warrington,  K.C.,  and  Tyssen,  for  the  persons  interested  in 
the  remaining  portion. 

D.  Janes  and  Feck,  for  other  parties. 

Cur,  adv,  vulL 

May  13.  Kskiwioh  J.  held  that  the  plaintiff  could  only 
claim  a  charge  on  the  real  estate  for  the  two  snms  of  5000Z.  part 
passu  with  the  third  sum  of  like  amount,  and  this  notwith- 
standing that  this  third  sum  was  at  present  only  charged  in 
equity  by  yirtue  of  the  will,  whereas  the  plaintiff  had  a  legal 
mortgage  sanctioned  by  the  Gonri  With  the  aid  of  sub- 
sequently acquired  knowledge  it  might  be  said  that  it  would 
baye  been  better  to  ra'se  all  the  portions  at  one  and  the  same 
time;  but  this  was  quite  a  different  thing  from  saying  that  the 
Court,  in  fulfilling  the  testator's  directions,  which  was  its  only 
duty,  intended  to  place  two  of  the  portions  in  a  better  position 
than  the  thirds  or  to  give  the  mortgagee  a  charge  for  the  two 
in  priority  to  the  third,  which  was  from  the  first  equally 
entitled  to  a  like  charge  under  the  will. 

Solicitors:  Fcuco  Daphne;  J.  M.  Yetts ;  Orundy,  Izod  <fc  Co.; 
Ilife,  Henley  A  Sweet.  G.  0.  M.  D. 


Wright  J. 


In  re  BoBOTSKT  &  Weestbaum. 
Ex  parte  Salaman. 


May  13. 


that  the  property  found  on  the  bankrupts  at  the  date  of  their 
arrest  had  vested  in  him  as  trustee  in  bankruptcy,  and  now 
asked  that  the  commissioner  of  police  should  be  ordered  to 
hand  it  oyer  to  him. 

Muir  Mackenzie,  for  Salaman. 

Sutton,  for  the  commiBsioner  of  police.  The  usual  practice 
when  a  prisoner  is  extradited  la  for  the  police  to  hand  oyer  the 
property  found  on  him  to  be  used  as  eyidence  of  the  crime  at 
the  trial :  DiUon  t.  (/Brien,  (1887)  16  Cox,  245. 

Edwardes  Jones,  for  the  Belgian  curator. 

Wbioht  J.  held  that  "  the  competent  authority  "  in  the  first 
instance  was  the  police  magistrate  who  made  the  extradition 
order,  and  that  the  Home  Secretary  had  also  authority  in  the 
matter.  Application  should  be  made  to  them,  and  some  stipu- 
lation should  be  made  as  part  of  the  order  surrendering  the 
prisoners  to  the  Belgian  authorities  for  the  return  of  the  pro- 
perty, after  the  trial  in  Belgium  was  concladed,  to  the  authori- 
ties here  for  the  trustee  in  bankraptcy.  This  would  be  without 
prejudice  to  the  rights  of  the  Belgian  creditors  to  prore  in  the 
English  bankruptcy. 

Solicitors:  Oshwm  A  Osborn;  Wontner  A  Sons;  Crawley, 
Arnold  A  Co.  H.  L,  F. 


Farwell  J. 


In  re  Gabboll. 
Bbiob  v.  Gabboll. 


May  9. 


Bankruptcy—English  bankruptcy—Offence  committed  in  foreign 
Blate— Extradition  of  bankrupt — Froperty  found  on  bankrupt 
at  date  of  arrest — Retention  by  police — Title  of  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy—Evidence of  crime — Order  for  delivery  up  of  property — 
"Competent  authority"  to  make  order — Belgian  Extradition 
Treaty,  1872,  art.  12— Extradition  Act,  1870  (83  A  84  Vict. 
c.62),«.9,10. 

The  debtor  B  >royBky  was  a  Bussian  subject  domiciled  in 
I!ng1and,  and  the  debtor  Weinbaum  was  a  naturalized  British 
itihject.  They  traded  in  partnership  as  dealers  in  precious 
stones  under  the  style  of  "  BoroTsky  &  Weinbaum''  in  London, 
and  at  Antwerp  in  Belgium.  On  the  10th  of  March,  1902,  they 
were  airested  in  London  on  an  extradition  warrant  granted  at 
the  Instance  of  the  Belgian  Qoyemment  for  oflfences  conmiitted 
in  Belgium,  and  at  the  date  of  their  arrest  property,  consisting 
of  bills  of  exchange,  precious  stones,  and  some  cash,  was  found 
upon  them  and  retained  by  the  police.  Article  12  of  the 
Extradition  Treaty  with  Belgium  prorides  that  all  property 
belonging  to  the  prisoner  and  found  upon  him  upon  his  arrest, 
Bball  be  returned  to  hun  should  he  be  ordered  to  be  extradited, 
nnless  otherwise  ordered  by  "  the  competent  authority." 

On  the  14th  of  March  a  reoeiring  order  was  made  against  the 
debtors  in  England  and  adjudication  followed,  and  Salaman 
t^eeame  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy.  On  the  19th  of  March  the 
debtors  were  adjudicated  bankrupt  in  Belgium  and  a  curator  of 
iheir  estate  was  appointed.  On  the  19th  of  April  the  police 
Uttgistrate  at  Bow  Street  made  an  order  for  the  extradition  of 
fte  bankrupts,  but  declined  to  give  any  direction  as  to  pio- 
Pn^  found  on  them,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  not "  the  com- 
petent authority"  to  deal  with  the  matter.    Salaman  claimed 


Administration — Breach  of  trust — Trust  money  in  hands  of  soli- 
citor with  notice—Solicitor  not  a  party  to  the  action — Order  on 
solicitor  to  pay  money  into  court — Jurisdiction — Fractice. 

This  was  an  action  conomenced  by  originating  summons  to 
administer  the  estate  of  Elizabeth  Garroll,  who  died  in  1894. 
The  plaintiffs  were  beneficiaries  under  the  will  of  Elizabeth 
Garroll,  and  the  defendant  was  the  sole  executor.  From  the 
accounts  carried  in  by  the  defendant  it  appeared  that  he  had 
received  two  sums  of  225Z.  12s.  6d,,  which  he  was  ordered  to 
pay  into  court.  On  motion  for  a  writ  of  attachment  against 
him  for  non-compliance  with  the  order,  it  appeared  that  he  was 
a  clerk  in  the  employment  of  a  Mr.  Mcintosh,  a  solicitor,  who 
was  acting  as  his  solicitor  in  the  action;  that  he  had  lent  the 
money  in  1895  to  Mr.  Mcintosh  at  4  per  cent,  interest  without 
security,  who  accepted  the  loan  knowing  it  to  be  trust  money ; 
and  that  last  August  he  had  giren  Mr.  Mcintosh  notice  call- 
ing in  the  money,  but  it  was  not  forthcoming.  Thereupon  the 
plaintiffs  served  Mr.  Mcintosh  with  a  notice  of  motion  for  an 
order  that  he  should  bring  the  money  into  court.  This  notice 
of  motion  was  headed  in  the  action,  and  aLso  "  In  the  Matter  of 
Francis  Hugh  de  Mortimer  Mcintosh,  one  of  the  solicitors  of 
the  Supreme  Gourt."  Mr.  Mcintosh  filed  an  affidavit  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  motion,  in  which  he  stated  he  intended  to  repay 
the  money  in  due  course,  and  objected  that  the  Gourt  had  no 
jurisdiction,  in  an  action  to  which  he  was  not  a  party,  to  order 
him  to  pay  the  money  into  couri;. 

Sheldon,  for  the  motion,  cited  In  re  Howard,  (1871)  24  L.  T. 
(N.S.)  860;  Staniar  v.  Evans,  (1886)  34  Gh.  D.  470. 

Muir  Mackenzie,  for  Mcintosh. 

Fabwill  J.  held  that  the  cases  cited  sufficiently  supported 
the  application.  In  such  a  case  as  this  the  Gouri;,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  its  summary  jurisdiction  over  its  officers,  had  ample 
power  to  order  the  money  to  be  brought  into  court.    There 
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wonid  be  an  order  on  Mr.  MclDtoBh  to  pay  the  money  into 
court  within  fourteen  days,  and  also  to  pay  the  costs  of  the 
motion. 

Solicitors:  W,  B.  Millar  <k  Sons ;  Mcintosh  <fe  Shaw. 

H.  L.  F. 

Buckley  J.  In  re  Glabks's  Settlkmknt.  May  14- 

Settled  land — Tenant  for  life  and  remainderman — Capital  rfioney^ 
Application  of — Alterations  and  additions  with  a  view  to  letting 
^Electric  lighting  installation— Settled  Land  Acts,  1882  (45  <fe  46 
Vict,  c.  38),  8.  25;  1890  (53  d  64  Vict,  c.  69),  s,  13,  sub-s,  2. 

The  tenant  for  life  of  a  house,  in  which  he  did  not  reside,  let 
it  to  a  tenant  who  insisted  on  having  certain  improvements 
made  on  the  promises,  and  in  particular  that  electric  lighting 
should  be  installed  in  the  house.  The  improvements  were 
carried  out  by  the  tenant  for  life  at  his  own  expense,  and  he 
now  applied  to  the  Court  for  an  order  directing  the  trustees  of 
the  settlement  to  repay  to  him  out  of  capital  moneys  in  their 
hands  (inter  alia)  the  cost  of  the  installation. 

W.  A,  Feck  (Birrell,  K.C.,  with  him),  for  the  summons. 

T.  H,  Robertson,  fox  the  trustees. 

BuoKLET  J.  said  that  the  question  depend*  d  upon  the  con. 
struction  of  seat.  13,  sub-sect.  2,  of  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1890, 
and  whether  the  word  "  additions "  in  the  sub-section  meant 
additions  of  any  kind,  or  must  be  confined  to  structural  addi- 
tions. The  frame  of  the  section  shewed  that  alterations  and 
additions  meant  alterations  and  additions  to  the  building ;  and 
an  alteration  must  of  necessity  be  structural :  it  could  not  be 
effected  in  any  other  way.  The  sub-section  referred  to  an 
addition  to  the  building  of  some  further  building,  or  an  alte  a- 
tion  in  the  building  by  removing  and  replacing  in  some  other 
form  of  some  part  of  the  building— that  is,  that  both  one  and 
the  other  must  bo  structural.  In  In  re  Qatikell's  Settled  Estates, 
[1894]  1  Oh.  485,  Ghitty  J.  had  construed  the  sub-section  in 
that  way,  and  had  refused  to  treat  a  boiler  and  hot- water  pipes 
as  additions.  It  was  true  that  in  In  re  Freake*s  Settleiiicnt, 
[1902]  1  Oh.  97,  the  cost  of  an  installation  of  electric  lighting 
had  been  allowed  out  of  capital,  but  he  had  the  authority  of 
Joyce  J.  for  stating  that  that  learned  judge  was  only  dealing 
with  the  particular  facts  of  the  case  before  him,  and  was  not 
laying  down  any  general  rule.  It  was  impossible  to  distinguish 
an  electric  lighting  installation  from  a  boiler  and  hot-water 
pipes.    The  application  must  be  refused. 

Solicitors :  Frere,  Cholmeley  &  Co.  H.  0.  K. 


Joyce  J.  RiBD  v,  Thobnb.  May  8,  9, 13 

Solicitor — Lien  for  costs — Partnership  action — Money  in  court 
and  in  hands  of  receiver — "  Property  recovered  or  preserved  " — 
Judgment  creditor — Charging  order — Priority — Solicitors  Act, 
1860  (23  <fc  24  Vict.  c.  127),  s.  28. 


This  was  a  summons  by  the  plaintiff's  solicitor  in  a  partner- 
ship action  asking  for  a  charging  order  in  respect  of  his  costB 
over  a  fund  in  court,  and  upon  moneys  in  the  hands  of  a 
receiver  appointed  in  the  action.  After  the  appointment  of  the 
receiver,  three  orders  had  been  made  in  chambers  in  favour  of 
judgment  creditors  of  the  partnership  firm  giving  them  charges 
on  the  assets  in  or  to  come  into  the  hands  of  the  receiver.  The 
receiver  had  paid  300^.  into  court,  and  retained  52/.  in  his 
hands.  It  was  contended  on  behalf  of  tbe  solicitor  that  \a 
was  entitled  under  sect.  28  of  the  Solicitors  Act,  18G0,  to  a 
charging  order  for  his  costs  in  priority  to  the  judgment  creditors. 

Younger,  K.C.,  and  T,  Douglas,  for  the  applicant. 

Cecil  Bovill  and  E.  Clayton,  for  the  judgment  creditors,  leli.d 
upon  Kewney  v.  AttHll,  (1886)  84  Ch.  D.  346. 

JoYOB  J.  doubted  whether  Kay  J.  in  Kewney  v.  AttriXl  in- 
tended to  give  any  charge,  except  as  amongst  the  creditors 
themselves,  or  as  ag&inst  the  partners.  This  case  fell  within 
the  observations  of  Romer  J.  in  Scholeyy.  Peck,  [1893]  1  Ch.7(l9. 
The  judgment  creditors  who  had  obtained  these  orders  were 
not  "purchasers  for  value  without  notice  "  within  the  meaning  i 
of  sect.  28  of  tho  Solicitors  Act,  1860,  and  the  applicant  ms 
entitled  to  a  charging  order  for  his  costs  in  priority  to  the 
judgment  creditors. 

Solicitors :  Barry  Watkins ;  Smith  A  Hudson ;  Ward,  Perh  k 
McKay,  G.  A  S. 


Joyce  J.  May  13, 14 

In  re  DuKE  OF  Cleveland's  Settled  Estates  and  tsti 

Settled  Land  Aots,  1882-1890. 

Settled  Land  Act — Capital  money — Investment — Tenant  for  lift 
Right  to  direct  employment  by  trustees  of  particular  broker- 
Settled  Land  Act,  1882  (45  A  46  Vict.  c.  38),  ss.  21,  22, 31. 

This  was  a  summons  taken  out  by  the  tenant  for  life  of  the 
estates  settled  by  the  will  of  the  late  Dake  of  Cleveland,  asking 
tliat  the  trustees  of  the  will,  who  were  also  trustees  for  the  pa^ 
pjses  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  might  be  directed  to  apply 
capital  moneys  in  their  hands,  applicable  for  investment  under 
the  Acts,  in  the  purchase,  through  a  particular  firm  of  broken 
nominated  by  the  applicant,  of  such  authorized  investments  ss 
he  might  direct. 

The  trustees  claimed  the  right  to  employ  their  own  brokers. 

Younger,  K.C.,  and  Brinton,  for  the  tenant  for  life,  vMd 
upon  sect.  22,  sub-sect.  2,  and  sect.  31,  sub-seci  1  (vi.)>  of  ^ 
Settled  Land  Act,  1882,  and  In  re  Lord  Colendgt^s  SetileiMM» 
[1896]  2  Oh.  704. 

Hughes,  K.G.,  and  E.  Beaumont,  for  the  tmatees,  were  not 
called  upon 

JoYOB  J.  held,  following  In  re  Hotham,  [1901]  2  Ch.  790, 
the  trustees  were  eutitled  to  select  their  own  brokers. 

Solicitors:  Jmnings  &  Finch;  Dawson,  Bennett,  Byde&Co* 

G.AS. 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL. 
BSCOBD  OF  BusnTZss, 


COURT  I. 

Wednesday,  May  28. 

Owles  Y.  Foster  and  Taylor.    Appeal  from  Backnill  J.    Settled. 

1  Belcher  ▼.  Roedean  School  Site  and  Buildings,  Limited.    Appeal  fioi» 
Backnill  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  an  Arbitration  between  the  Roedean  School  Site  and  BuHdingsr 

and  Btleher  and  Others.    Appeal  from  Backnill  J.    Allowed. 
W.'E.  Jones  y.  Lawrence  dt  Nieol    Appeal  from  Ooonty  Goort.    IMs* 
missed. 

Satubday,  May  31. 

Morris    Y.    Darcy    Lever    CoalU  Company,  ^Limited,  and   Notthern^ 

Employers'  Mutual  Indemnity  C(mpany^  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Ooanty  Coart.    Dismissed. 
Eaton  Y.  Eduoards.   Appeal  from  Ck)anty  Goort.   Sent  back  to  County- 

Goart. 
Loph  Y.  Ridtard  Evans  <fe  Co ,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Goonty  Goart. 

Sent  back  to  Goanty  Goort 
Mathews  Y.  Penrikyber  Navigation  CuRiery  Company,  Limited.    AppeaT 

from  Ooouty  Goort    Dismissed. 
Male  Y.  Nixan*s  Navigation  Company,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Ck>ontj 

Goort.    Dismissed. 
Williams  y.  Powt^l  Duffryn  Steam  Coal  Company,  Limited.    Appeal 

from  Gounty  Ck>ort.    Part  heard. 
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Mqhdat,  Jane  2. 

WiUutmi  T.  Powell  Duffryn  Steam  CojI  Ckmpmy,  Limited.    Appeal 

from  County  Court    DiBmined. 
Bayfitker  Steam4iip  Company,  Limited  v.  Mersey  Doehe  and  Hafhour 

Board.    Appeal  from  Wills  J.    DismisBed. 
Ma^Bae  and  Olhen  y.  Graham.    Appeal  from  Baclmill  J.    Allowed. 
Cro$3  Y.  Corporation  of  Leeds.    Appeal  from  Backnill  J.    Part  heard. 

TuBBDAT,  Jane  8. 

Crosi  V.  Corporation  of  Leeds.    Appeal  from  Backnill  J.    Allowed. 
McDougall  t.  Bolzapfei**  Composition  Company ^  Limited.     Appeal 

from  County  Court.    Allowed. 
Fletaiery.  L(fndon  United  TratntJcayi,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County 

Court.    Allowed. 
St.  George  v.  Lighting  Corporation,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County 

Court    DiamiBsed. 
Fairey  r.  Bathe.    Appeal  from  County  Court    DiBmiBsed. 
McMillan  r.  PrwioB  of  Wa'es  Dry  Dock  Company,  Limited.    Appeal 

from  County  Court     Struck  out. 
Wahy  T.  SJieffieid  Mineral  Water  Syndicate,  Limited.     Appeal  from 

'  County  Court.  *  DiBmiBsed. 
Goodwin  t.  Seruttone,  Limited.  Appeal  from  County  Coort  Allowed. 

Wbdnhdat,  June  4. 

Bedden  y.  Siddall  A  Hilton,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County  Court. 

Allowed. 
Olatuforthy  Y.  B  d:  U.  Green,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County  Court. 

DiBmisaed. 
Burnett  v.  Drury  Lane  Theatre,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County  Court. 

Allowed. 
Newman  v.  Mayor,  &e.,  of  Southampton.    Appeal  from  County  Court. 

Allowed. 
TannU  v.  Howell.    Appeal  from  County  Court    DlBmiBBed. 
Harrison  v.  Mayor,  &o.,  of  Hartlepool.    Appeal  from  County  Court 

Bemittcd  to  County  Court 

Thubsdat,  Juno  5. 

Jewell  V.  Great  Western  BaUway  Company.    Appeal  from  County 

Court.    Allowed. 
Needham  v.  Leeder.    Appeal  from  County  Court    Caae  remitted. 
Holmes  v.  City  of  Birmingham  Tramways  Oompiny,  Limited.    Appeal 

from  County  Coutt.    DiBmiBsed. 
Foxe  y.  ManzelL    Appeal  from  County  Court.    DIsmiBBod. 
Dunham  y.  Clare.    Appeal  from  County  Court.    Allowed. 
Marshall  v.  F.  W.  Budeforth.  Appeal  from  County  Court,  Part  heard. 


COURT  IL 

.  .   .  Satubdat,  May  31. 

Waller  v.  Ashton,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Sent  to  Final  List 
Whitehouse  v.  Lodge  and  Harper.    Appeal  from  Eekewich  J.    Sent 

to  Official  Referee. 
BattDood  y.  Chinnock.    Appeal  from  Buokley  J.    DismiBsed. 
J9  the  Matter  of  the  London  and  Northern  Bank,  Limited.    Appeal 

from  Buckley  J.    Order  yaried. 

Monday,  Juno  2. 

Oily  Bsiates  Company,  Limited  y.  Jaffray.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J. 
Cur.  adv.  t?u.7. 


TuiBDAT,  June  3. 
aty  Estates  Company,  Limited  y.  Jaffray.    Appeal  from  Kekeiriohii 

Allowed. 
In  re  General  Investors*  Syndicate,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Hardy  J.    Allowed. 
Ashworth  y.  English  Card  Company.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.   Pal 
heard. 

WsDnHDAT,  June  4. 

Asliworth  y.  English  Card  Company.     Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    ?t^ 
heard. 


DwringthetiUingsofiheamrU  Tn  WnxLT  Nom  wtSiapaUUi 
on  Saturday,  and  uriU  generally  eompriee  Notes  of  Deoisiosts  up  k 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.    AU  oases  i 
interesi  noted  therein  wiU  he  reported  infvU  inV^BM  Law  Bdoki 


Supreme  Court  of  Jubicatuta 


COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.A. 


In  re  MoMuBDO. 
Penfixld  v.  McMubdo. 


May  27. 


Practice — Administration — Insolvent  estate — Secured  crediiifr-' 
Withdrawal  of  proof — Certificate — Application  to  restore  pnfi 
—Bales  of  Bankruptcy— Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  (46  <fe  47  Fitt 
c.  52),  Sched.  II.— Judicature  Act,  1875  (38  <k  39  VicL  c.  7!\. 
8. 10— Bales  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Order  LV.,  rr.  67, 7L        \ 

Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.,  ante,  p.  87. 

E.  McMnrdo,  the  testator  in  this  actioD,  dfed  in  1889  insdh 
vent,  and  on  the  25th  of  Jnly,  1889,  an  order  was  made  for  tM 
administration  of  his  estate.     The  present  appellant  ww  i 
creditor  for  47,000/.,  as  security  for  which  he  held  (inter  oMi 
shares  and  debentures  in  the  Delagoa  Bay  and  East  AfrieM 
Railway  Company.    The  railway  had  been  se'zed  by  the  Pott 
guese  Gk>yerDment,  and  an  arbitration  tribunal  was  appoints 
in  June,  1891.    The  appellant  declined  to  prove  for  his  deH 
and  stated  that  he  preferred  to  rely  upon  his  securities,  tt 
the  15th  of  December,  1893,  the  chief  clerk  filed  his  certifica* 
in  which  the  appellant's  claim  was  entered  as  disallove^ 
Nothing  was  done  till  the  award  in  the  arbitration  was  wMit 
in  1900,  and  resulted  in  the  appellant  receiyiog  only  14^ 
In  December,  1900,  he  took  out  a  summons  for  leave  to  prove,  an 
thislwas  dismissed  on  the  16th  of  December,  1901.  There wasiK 
appeal  from  this  decision.    On  the  14:th  of  Januaiy,  19Q2|  A* 
appellant  took  out  a  summons  tovary.the  certificate  by  alloirt* 
his  claim,  and  that  he  might  be  at  liberty  to  prove  for  his  d^ 
The  summons  was  dismissed  in  chambers;  the  appellant  mom 
to  discharge  the  order,  and  on  the  refusal  of  the  motion  of 
Swinfen  Eady  J.  he  appealed. 

Muir  Mackenzie  and  B.  J.  Parker,  for  the  appellant 

Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  Eastunck,{oi  a  creditor-havingtheoondttct 
of  the  proceedings. 

Jenkins,  K.C.,  and  Whinney,  for  the  executrix. 

The  Coubt  (Vaugban  Williams,  Bomer,  and  StirUng  L.W-) 
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•Uowed  the  appeal.  They  said  that  an  exteDsion  of  time  for 
jqppealing  from  the  order  made  on  the  16th  of  December,  1901, 
CPght  to  be  granted,  so  that  the  doubt  whether  the  question 
had  been  decided  by  that  order  might  be  avoided.  Under 
feeci  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875,  the  Bankraptcy  Bulos 
applied  to  this  case,  and  under  them  a  creditor  could  come  in 
and  proTe  at  any  time  if  there  were  assets  undistributed,  and  if 
ao  injustice  would  be  caused.  He  could  do  the  same  thing  in 
Ihe  Ghancery  Division.  The  appellant's  debt  had  not  been 
ic^uiicated  upon  before  the  certificate  was  made,  and  he  had 
merer  agreed  to  give  up  his  right  to  prove.  Under  the  Chancery 
^fractic3  the  disallowance  in  the  certificate  was  not  a  fatal 
,«ljection,  but  a  secured  creditor  could  come  in  and  prove  upon 
iiach  terms  as  the  Court  thought  fit  to  impose.  So  the  ceriifi- 
«ite  need  not  even  be  varied,  although  the  Court  had  power  to 
da  that  under  Bules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Order  lv.,  r.  71. 
The  creditor  could  prove  notwithstanding  the  certificate :  In  re 
Mdcal/e,  (1879)  13  Ch.  D.  236.  If  special  circumstances  were 
a  necessary  condition,  they  existed  in  this  case. 

The  Court  accordingly  gave  leave  to  prove  on  certain  terms 
■notwithstanding  the  certificate. 

Solicitors :  Eollams,  Sons,  Covxird  <fe  Hawhsley;  Hurford  dt 
Taylor;  Barston  &  Bennett.  H.  C.  B. 


C.  A.  May  29. 

jtfOBRIS  V.  NOBTHEBN  EMPLOYERS'  MUTUAL  INDEMNITY  COM- 
PANY, Limited. 

En^ia^fer  and  workman — Workmen* %  compensation — Winding-up 
of  employer  company — Order  for  ^Kkyment  of  insurance  money 
by  insurers — Appeal,  Bight  of — Workmen's  Compensation  Act, 

!     1897  (60  «fc  61  Vict.  c.  37),  s.  6— County   Courts  Act,  1888 

'    (51  &  52  Vict.  c.  43),  s.  120. 

Appeal  from  the  order  of  a  Divisional  Court  reversing  the 
I  mder  of  a  county  court  judge  as  after-mentioned. 

The  appellant,  a  workman,  having  obtained  an  award  of  com- 
I  poisatioa  against  his  employers,  a  limited  company,  under  the 
i  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897,  the  company  subse- 
I  foently  went  into  liquidation.  An  application  was  thereupon 
I  made  to  a  county  court  judge  for  on  order  directing  pay- 
ment by  the  respondents,  the  Northern  Employers'  Mutual 
I  Indemnity  Company,  as  icsurers  in  respect  of  the  emplojers' 
IHalnlity,  of  a  sum,  which  it  was  alleged  the  employers 
[were  entitled  to  receive  from  them  as  insurance  money,  in 
jaeeordance  with  sect.  5  of  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act, 
i  1897.  The  county  court  judge  made  an  order  accordingly.  On 
[appeal  to  a  Divisional  Court,  they  reversed  his  order  on  the 
I  ground  that  no  sum  was  due  &om  the  respondents  to  the 
i  employefs  as  alleged. 

Bwgg,  K.C.,  and  Chester  Jones,  for  the  appelant,  contended 
Utat  no  appeal  lay  to  the  Divisional  Court  from  the  order  of  the 
eofimty  court  judge. 

Baldane,  K,C,,  and  F,  K  Smith,  for  the  respondents. 

Thx  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  Mathew  L. J.,  and  Cozens-Hardy 

LJ.)  hekl  that  an  appeal  lay  to  the  Divisional  Court  from  the 

;.  Qtder  of  the  county.court  judge  by  virtue  of  sect.  120  of  the 

i  OoBLty  Ooorts  Act,  1888,  and  that  the  decision  of  the  Divi- 

:  QQBsl  Court' was  correct 

Appeal  dismissed. 


Solicitors  for  the  appellant :  Chester  <fc  Co.,  for  Fielding  it 
Femihough,  Bolton. 

Solicitors  for  the  respondents :  Bowcliffes,  Bawle  &  Co.,  for 
Peace  <fc  Ellis,  Wigan.  E.  L. 


C.A. 


BlOHABDS  V.  De  WiNTON. 

BioHABDS  V.  Evans. 


May  29. 


Common  lands— Lands  taken  for  public  undertaking— Compema-- 
t  ion  for  commonable  rights — Apportionment — Determination  of 
persons  interested — Jurisdiction — Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act,  1845  (8  (fe  9  Vict.  c.  18),  s.  lOi—Lidosure,  &c.,  of  Land 
Act,  1854  (17  &  18  Vict.  c.  97),  s.  17. 

Appeal  against  the  decision  of  Ktkewich  J.,  [1901]  2  Ch.  566- 

The  plaintifiF  claimed  to  ba  solely  entitled  to  commonable 
rights  over  parts  of  two  commons  which  had  been  taken  by  a 
district  cDuncil  for  the  construction  of  waterworks.  Agree- 
ments had  been  entered  into  between  the  council  and  an  agent 
for  the  commoners  of  the  two  commons  respectively,  by  which 
the  council  agreed  to  pay  40?.  per  acre  for  the  extmction  of 
commonable  rights  over  the  lands  which  they  required. 
Meetings  of  the  commoners  had  boea  held,  under  tho  pro- 
visions of  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,  and  com- 
mittees had  been  appointed  of  the  commoners  respectively. 
The  committees  had  ratified  the  agreements.  The  members 
of  the  committees  were  the  defendants  to  the  actions  respec- 
tively. The  defendants  had  in  their  hands  3000Z.,  paid  by  tlie 
council  for  the  extinction  of  commonable  rights  over  the  lands 
taken  by  them. 

The  plaintiff  claimed  a  declaration  that  he  was  entitled  to 
the  whole  of  the  3000^ 

Kekewioh  J.  held,  upon  the  construction  of  the  above 
sections,  that  the  committee  of  commoners,  or,  in  case  of 
difficulty,  tho  Board  of  Agriculture,  were  the  proper  tribunal 
to  determine  among  what  persons  and  in  what  shares  the 
compensation  should  be  apportioned,  and  that  the  Court  had 
no  jurisdiction. 

The  plaintiff  appealed. 

Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  B.  Bowlands,  for  the  plaintiff. 

8.  T.  Evans,  K.C.,  and  B.  J.  Parker,  for  the  defendants. 

Before  the  plaintiff's  counsel  had  conclude!  their  argument, 
the  parties  came  to  an  agreement  to  refer  it  to  a  person  to  be 
named  by  them  to  hold  an  inquiry  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
taining the  persons  entitled  to  the  fund  and  the  nature  of  their 
interests. 

Thb  Coijbt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L.JJ.) 
thereupon  ordered  ihe.  appeal  to  stand  over  generally,  with 
liberty  to  apply  to  restore  it  to  the  list. 

Solicitors:    Schvltz  &  Son,  for  QwUym   James,  Charles   A 
2)oW€»,Merthyr  Tydfil;  Sharpe,  Parker  &. Co.,  ioi  D.  T.  Jeffreys,  . 
Brecon.  W.  L.  C. 


C.  A.  WiGHTWICK  V.  POPB  AND  OTHBBS.  JuUC  2. 

Practice — Security  for  costs — Application  for  new  trial. 

Application  by  the  plaintiff  for  an  order  for  security  for  costa 
of  a  motion  by  defendants  for  judgment  or  a  new  trial 
Mack-innon,  for  the  plaintiff.  ^    .  . 
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:G,  A.  ^,oU,  for  the  defendants,  referred  to  Heckscher  v.  Croslev, 
[1891]  1  Q.  B.  224. 

•    Cur,  adv.  vuU,- 

Jane  2.  Thb  Court  (Cbllins  M.R.,  M  itheT  L.J.  and  Cozens- 
Hardy  L  J.)  gave  judgirent  to  the  effect  that,  after  consulta- 
tion with  the  other  members  of  the  Court,  they  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  rule  of  practice  laid  down  in  Heckscher 
V.  Croshy,  [1891]  1  Q.  B.  221,  ought  no  longer  to  be  trealed  as 
bindlDg,  and  that  the  Court  would  exercise  in  the  case  of 
applications  for  new  trials  a  discretion  with  regard  to  ordering 
securi'y  for  costs  s'milar  to  that  which  they  exercise  in  the 
caFe  of  other  appeals:  and,  that  being  so,  they  were  of  opinion 
that  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case  the  application  should 
be  granted,  and  an  order  made  for  security  for  costs  to  the 
extent  of  25?. 

Application  granted. 

S)licitors  for  the  plaintiff:  Nicol,  Son  <fe  Jones, 

Solicitors  for  the  defendants:  Wontner  &  Sons.  R  L. 


Tbiob  Court  of  Justice^ 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Wright  J. 


May  29. 


Kckewich  J. 


In  re  Lbgh*8  Settled  Estate. 


May  27- 


Settled  estcUe — Capital  moneys — Rebuilding  principal  mansion" 
house— Dry-rot— Salvage— Settled  Land  Ad,  1890  (63  <fc  54 
Vict.  c.  69J,  s.  13,  sub-s.  (it-.). 

This  was  an  applicati  m  by  the  tenant  for  life  of  a  settled 
estate  that  the  trostees  might  be  directed  to  pay  out  of  capital 
moneys  in  their  hands  a  sum  of  17,109/.,  which  had  been 
expended  by  the  tenant  for  life  in  rebuilding  and  reconstruct- 
ing the  principal  mansion-house  in  consequenoe  of  dry-rot.  It 
appeared  that  the  dry-rot  ftingus  had  spread  through  the 
greater  part  of  the  house,  and  nearly  the  whole  of  it  had.to  be 
taken  down  and  rebuilt.  No  scheme  was  laid  before  the  trus- 
tees, as  it  was  found  to  be  impossible  to  foresee  the  extent  of 
the  works  required.  The  rental  of  the  estate  was  22,153/. 
'  J.  Mulligan,  K.C,  and  B.  J.  A.  Morrison,  for  the  tenant  for 
life,  submitted  that  the  expenses  incurred  were  in  the  nature 
of  salvage,  and  that,  therefore,  the  Court  under  its  general 
jurisdiction  had  power  to  allow  the  entire  sum  asked  for,  and 
not  merely  the  amount  of  one-half  of  the  annual  rental  as  pro- 
Tided  by  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1890,  s.  13,  sub-s.  (iy.).  They 
referred  to  In  re  Willis.     WUHs  t.  Willis,  [1902]  1  Oh.  15. 

L.  F.  Potts,  for  the  trustees. 

KsKKWiGH  J.,  being  satisfied  that  the  rebuilding  of  the 
mansion-house  was  necepsary,  sanctioned  the  repayment  to  the 
tenant  for  life  by  the  trustees  of  the  sum  of  11,076/.,  being  one- 
half  of  the  annual  rental,  but  declined  to  allow  the  payment 
of  any  further  sum  by  way  of  salvage. 

Sol'citors:  Philpot  &  Morrell,  for  Potts,  Potts  A  Gardner, 
CI  ester.  C.  C.  M.  D. 


In  re  White. 
Ex  parte  Nichols. 

Bankruptcy — Taxation  of  costs — Solicitors^  retainer — Bankruptcy 
Act,  1888(16  <fc  ^  Vict.  c.  52),  ss.  57,  7Z— Bankruptcy  Act, 
'  1890  (53  <fc  54  Vict.  c.  71),  «.  15.    ' 

In  this  case  Dawes  <&  Sons  ac^e  1  as  solicitors  for  Mr.  Nichols, 
the  tm&tce,  under  his  instructioos  contained  in  a  minute  duly 
enteroi  in  the  trustee's  minute-book,  and  signed  bytheoom- 
mittee  of  inspection,  as  follows :  "  That  Messrs.  Dawes  &  Sjds, 
of  9,  Angel  Court,  Throgmorton  Street,  be  and  they  are  hereby 
appointed  the  solicitors  to  act  for  and  on  behalf  of  the  trastee 
in  all  actioDS,  proceedings,  and  applications,  and  genei&Uy 
herein  on  the  instructions  of  the  sa^'d  trustee." 

Under  this  retainer  and  on  instructions  from  the  tmstea^ 
Dawes  <&  Sons  (1)  attendel  the  public  examination  of  the 
bankrupt  by  counsel ;  (2)  opposed  the  bankrupt's  discharge  by 
counsel ;  (3)  and  brought  actions  against  certain  debtors  to  the  | 
estate.    Subsequently,  on  taxation  of  the  solicitors'  bill  of  oostB  ^ 
against  the  trustee,  the  taxing  master  disallowed  all  the  chBigee 
in  rela'ion  to  the  three  items  above  mentioned,  on  the  ground  j 
that  they  were  not  sanctioned  by  the  retainer,  which  was  too  | 
general  in  its  terms. 

The  trustee  now  applied  that  the  taxing  master  might  ba 
directed  to  allow  the  items  in  question,  and  deposed  that  wbe& 
the  retaii^er  was  given  it  was  fully  considered  by  him  and  tiio  ^ 
committee  of  inspection,  and  was  intended  to  embrace  and 
apply  to  every  matter  aritiiog  in  the  bankruptcy  on  which  ii 
would  be  necessary  in  his  discretion  to  employ  a  solicitor,  p•^ 
tioularly  as  to  bringing  actions,  if  neoessary,  to  collect  out* 
standiog  accounts. 

T.  F.  Hohson,  for  the  application. 

Wbight  J.  confirmed  the  decision  of  the  taxing  master,  and 
dismissed  the  application. 

Solicitors :  Dawes  <fc  Sons.  H.  L.  P. 


Wright  J. 


May  29.1 


In  re  Druckkr. 
Ex  parte  Basden. 

Bankruptcy — Examination  of  witness  abroad — JurisdiduM— 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  (46  &  47  Vict.  c.  52),  ss.  27, 105,  lia 
This  was  an  ex  parte  appUcation  by  the  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy for  an  order  under  sect  27  of  the  Bankruptcy  Aet,  188^ 
for  the  examination  of  the  bankrupt,  and  his  brother  and 
mother,  before  the  special  examiner  who  had  been  appointed 
by  the  Court  to  take  the  examination  of  the  mother  at  Zoridi 
in  Switzerland  under  these  ciroamstances. 

The  bankrupt  was  a  naturalized  British  subjeot  He  was  on 
the  Continent,  and  had  not  surrendered  for  his  public  ezamiia* 
tion,  and  declined  to  give  the  trustee  any  information  as  to  hi4 
property  and  affairs.  His  mother,  who  was  a  foreigner,  lodgfli 
a  proof  against  his  estate  for  10,000Z.,  supported  by  affidayit«; 
but  her  attendance  in  England  for  cross-examination  on  her 
claim  could  not  be  obtained. 

On  the  I6th  of  May,  on  her  application,  an  order  was  xoade 
for  the  appointment  of  a  special  examiner,  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  her  evidence  at  Z  irich  in  Switzerland.  Thereupon  the 
trustee  applied  for  an  order  under  sect.  27  as  abave  stated. 
Theie  was  evidence  that  the  bankrupt  and  his  brotjier  would 
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most  probably  be  present  at  the  ezamination  of  their  mother 
under  the  order  of  the  16th  of  May,  and  that  they  oonld  give 
Tiluable  iaformation  as  to  the  banlmipt's  property  and  fortune 
in  Holland  if  they  woold  tender  themselves  for  examination. 

Oarrinffton,  for  the  applioatioo. 

Wbioht  J.  held  that  he  had  no  jurisdiction  to  moke  the 
order.  The  words  **  or  in  any  other  jdaoe  oat  of  Eogland,**  in 
fnb-«ect.  6  of  sect  27,  mnst  be  read  with  some  limitation,  and 
eooid  not  ezfend  to  places  not  within  the  jarlsiiction  of  the 
British  Grown. 

Solicitors:  King,  Wigg  <fc  Co.  H.  L.  F. 


^rneJ.  Jabkd  V.  CLKMmfTS.  May  31* 

YtndoT  and  purchaser — EguiUMe  mortgage — Notice — Fraud  of 
vendor't  solicitor — Legal  estate — Possession  of  deeds — Forged 
recdfi— Priority, 

The  qnestion  for  decision  was  which  of  two  innocent  parties 
iriB  to  saff  r  by  the  fraud  of  a  solicitor  namel  Charles  Parr. 
The  fitcts  were  shortly  as  follows:  In  January,  1897,  one  Joseph 
Tiylor  purchased  two  leasehold  houses,  and  applied  to  his 
solicitor  Charles  Parr  to  find  him  430^  to  complete  his 
poichase.  The  plaintiff,  another  c!ient  of  Parr'ti,  at  Parr's 
leqnest  found  the  money,  and  Taylor,  on  the  15th  of  January, 
1897,  signed  a  memorandum  of  deposit  in  favour  of  the  plainiiff 
for  the  450/.  so  advanced,  and  charged  the  houses  comprised  in 
the  iitie-doeds  deposited  by  way  of  equitable  mortgage  for 
wenring  to  the  plaintiff  the  rei)ayment  of  the  sum  of  450/.,  with 
interest  at  5/.  per  cent.  The  title-deeds  remained  with  Parr  as 
the  plaintiff's  solicitor.  In  September,  1898,  a  receiving  order 
in  bankraptcy  was  made  against  Taylor,  which  was  res  inded 
in  January,  1899.  In  July,  1899,  Taylor  contracted  to  sell 
these  two  houses  to  the  defendant  for  630/.,  Parr  acting  as  his 
solicitor  in  the  matter  of  this  sale.  The  abstract  of  title  as 
^Tered  did  not  disclose  the  equitable  mortgage  of  January, 
18^,  bnt,  on  searchirg  the  file  in  bankruptcy  to  satisfy  them- 
BelTee  that  the  receiving  order  had  been  discharged,  the 
puchaser's  solicitors  discovered  the  existence  of  the  equitable 
^rtgage  in  favour  of  the  plaintiff,  and  they  thereupon  required 
it  to  be  discharged,  to  which  Parr  replied  that  he  should  be 
prepired  to  hand  over  the  same  with  a  receipt  indorsed  on 
completion.  On  the  10th  of  August,  1899,  the  purchase  was 
completed,  and  an  assignment  of  the  property  by  the  vendor  to 
the  defendant,  pisdog  the  legil  estate,  was  executed,  and  at  the 
sime  thne  the  memorandum  of  deposit,  with  what  purported 
to  be  a  nce'pt,  signed  by  the  plaintiff,  for  all  moneys  due  on 
the  security,  was  handed  over  to  the  defendant's  solicitor 
together  with  the  title-deeds  relating  to  the  property.  As  a 
^,  the  signature  to  the  receipt  was  not  that  of  the  plaintiff, 
^0  knew  nothing  at  all  about  the  transaction,  but  was  a 
forgery  ommitted  by  Parr.  Under  these  circumstances  the 
qnestion  now  raiked  was  whether  the  defendant,  having  the 
l^gal  estate  and  possession  of  the  title-deed^,  was  entitled  to 
hold  the  property  free  from  the  450/.  mortgage,  or  whether  the 
plamtiff  as  equitable  mortgagee  could  uphold  his  security. 

AVrton,  JT.C,  and  T.  T,  Methold,  for  the  plaintiff,  ontended 
that  the  defendant  had  purchased  with  notice  of  an  incum- 
biEBce  which  as  a  fact  was  still  subsisting,  and  consequently 


that  the  possession  of  the  deeds  and  the  legal  estate  did  not 
help  hiuL 

Botoden,  K.C.,  and  W.  Tl,  Cozens- Hardy,  for  the  defendant, 
argued  that  the  purchaser  bai  taken  all  reasonable  precaution<i, 
and  that  as  between  two  eiually  innocent  parties  with  equal 
eiuities,  who  had  both  been  defrauded,  the  possession  of  the 
le*al  estate  and  the  deeds  was  sufficient  to  protect  hi  a  against 
the  plaintiff's  claim. 

Btbni  J.  held  that  the  contention  of  the  plaintiff  mu^t  pre- 
vail ;  there  was  a  subsisting  charge  in  his  favour  of  which  the 
defendant  had  notice  prior  to  the  payment  of  the  purchase- 
money;  having  this  notice,  it  was  for  the  defendant,  or  his 
solicitors,  to  be  satisfied  that  the  incumbrance  was  discharged 
before  parting  with  the  money ;  they  were  satisfied  with  what 
appjared  to  be,  but  was  not  in  fact,  sufficient  evidence,  and  his 
Lordship  was  unable  to  say  that  the  fraud  practise!  up  in  them 
by  the  vendor's  solicitor.  Parr,  enabled  the  defendant  to  stand 
in  the  same  position  as  if  he  ha  I  never  had  notice  of  the 
charge. 

Sjlicitors :   Watson,  Dyer  &  By  don  ;  Shepheards  d:  Walters, 

W.  C.  D. 


Farwell  J. 


Akbators,  Limited  v.  Tollitt. 


Maj  31. 


Company — Kame — Proposed  ntw  company — SimilaHty  of  name 
—Injunction— Companies  Act,  1862  (25  tt  26  Vict,  c.  89),  s.  20. 

The  plaintiff  company  was  incorporaVed  in  February,  1900, 
for  the  purpose  of  working  a  certain  pa*ent  for  the  instanta- 
neous automatic  aeration  of  liquids,  and  was  carrying  on  a 
large  business.  The  defendants  were  the  seven  sigaatorlts  to 
the  memorandum  and  articles  of  association  of  a  new  company, 
to  be  called  "Automatic  Aerator  Patents,  Limited,"  and  had 
lodged  the  necessary  papers  for  registration  at  Somerset  House. 
The  plaintiff  company  hearing  of  this,  at  once  commenced  this 
action  against  the  defendanis,  claiming  an  injunction  to  restrain 
them  from  registering  a  company  under  the  title  of  "  Automalio 
Aerator  Patents,  Limited,"  or  in  any  other  name  so  nearly 
resembling  the  name  of  the  plaintiff  company  as  to  be  calcu- 
lated to  deceive.  It  wa:^  admitted  that  the  apparatus  and 
patents  of  the  defendants  were  difierent  to  those  of  the  plain- 
tiff**, but  the  plaintiffs  objected  to  the  use  by  the  defendants  of 
the  word  "  aerator  "  as  part  of  the  name  of  the  new  company 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  calculated  to  mislead  the  public  into 
the  belief  that  the  business  of  the  new  company  was  identical 
with  the  plaintiffs'  business. 

Jenkins,  K,C.,  and  J.  G.  Wood^  fur  the  plaintiffs. 

Upjohn,  K.C,  and  O,  P.  Lawrence,  for  the  defendants. 

Fabwxll  J.  held  that  the  plaintiff  company  had  no  monopoly 
of  the  word  *' aerator,"  which  was  a  word  in  common  use  ia  tho 
English  language^  and  dismissed  the  action  with  cjsts. 

Solicitors:   Wainwright  tt-  Co. ;  Hind  &  Eohinson, 

H.  L.  F, 


Buckley  J.  Miy  28. 

Ia  re  "  Gbosvknob  "  House  Pro:  ebty  Acquisition  and 

iKvssiiCENT  Building  Society. 

Building  Society  —  Cancellation  of  registry  —  Windinr^-yp  — 
Building  Societies  Act,  1894  (57  ct  58  Vict.  c.  47),  s.  6,  subss. 
1,5;  «.  8. 

Digitized  by  V^OOQ IC 


116 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[Junk  7, 190^ 


The  society  was  registered  in  1878,  under  the  Building 
Societies  Act,  1874,  and  had  a  nominal  capital  of  175,000/.  in 
shares,  and  a  paid-np  capital  of  about  82Z.  Prior  to  1880  the 
^society  bcoamo  indebted  to  W.  Stollard,  a  shareholder,  in  the 
sum  of  about  31/.  for  rent,  and  moneys  paid  on  behalf  of  the 
f  oclety  ■  The  society  did  not  carry  on  business  after  the  year 
1880,  and  in  1895  its  registration  was  cancelled  under  sect.  6, 
sub-s.  5,  of  the  Bailding  Societies  Act,  1894.  Stollard  petitioned 
for  the  winding-up  of  the  society,  alleging  that  it  had  ceased  to 
carry  on  business  for  some  years,  that  it  was  insolvent,  and 
that  its  assets,  so  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  ascertain,  consisted 
of  the  sum  of  73/.  and  interest  in  the  hands  of  its  bankers. 

P.  Rosc'Innes,  for  the  petitioner. 

BuGSJUET  J.  said  that  the  object  of  the  petition  was  to  obtain 
payment  out,  for  the  benefit  of  the  creditors,  of  the  money  in 
the  bank.  Sect.  6,  sub-sect.  5,  of  the  Act  of  1894  said  tliat  a 
society  whose  registry  had  been  cancelled  should  "  absolutely 
cease  to  enjoy  as  such  the  privileges  of  a  society  under  the 
Bailding  Societies  Acts,  but  without  prejudice  to  any  liability 
actually  incurred  by  the  society,  and  any  such  liability  may  be 
enforced  against  the  society  as  if  the  cancelling  ....  had  not 
taken  place.''  And  sect.  8,  sab-sect.  1,  said  that, ''  notwithstand- 
ing anything  in  the  Bailding  Societies  Acts,  every  society 
under  those  Acts  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  company  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Companies  (Winding-up)  Act,  1890."  'The 
petition  was  filed  to  enforce  a  liability.  In  la  re  Anglo- 
American  Exploration  and  Development  Company,  [1898]  1  Ch. 
100,  Yanghan  Williams  J.  held  that  where  the  name  of  a  com- 
pany had  been  strack  o£f  the  register  under  the  Companies 
Act,  1880,  a  creditor's  remedy  was  to  petition  for  a  winding-up 
order.  The  effect  of  making  a  winding-up  order  against  the 
society  would  be  that  the  official  receiver  would  be  able  to  get 
the  money  from  the  bank.  The  winding-up  order  would  there- 
fore be  made,  but  no  proceeding  under  it,  beyond  obtaining 
the  money  from  the  bank,  was  to  taken  without  the  leave  of  the 
Court. 

Solicitors:  II.  Boger  SadJ.  F.  E. 


Joyce  J. 


Sweet  v.  Bishop  of  Ely. 


May  16. 


Ikclesiastical  law — Offences  ly  clergymen — Deprivation — SeparOf 
Hon  order  hy  Court  of  summary  jurisdiction — Persistent 
cruelty  —  Statute —  Construction  — Jtepeal — Re-enactment  with 
modification — Clergy  Discipline  Act,  1892  (55<fc  56  Vict»  c,  32), 
8. 1,  sub-s,  1  (d),  (e)— Matrimonial  Causes  Act,  1878  (41  <fc42 
Vict,  c,  19),  «.  4 — Summary  Jurisdiction  ^Married  Women) 
Act,  1895  (58  <fc  59  Vict.  c.  39),  ss.  4,  5^Interpretation  Act, 
1889  (52  <fc  53  Vict.  c.  63),  s.  38,  sub-s.  1. 

This  was  a  motion  by  the  plaintiff,  the  vicar  of  Cowlings, 
against  the  defendants,  the  bishop  of  the  diocese,  the  church- 
wardens of  the  parish,  and  the  patrons  of  the  living,  for  an 
injunction  to  restrain  them  f^om  acting  upon  a  declaration 
made  by  the  bishop  on  the  7th  of  March,  1902,  that  the  vicarage 
was  vacant. 

On  the  28th  of  January,  1902,  the  Newmarket  justices,  upon 
an  application  by  the  plaintiff's  wife,  made  a  separation  order 
under  the  Sammary  Jurisdiction  (Married  Women)  Act,  1895, 
against  the  plaintiff  upon  the  ground  of  his  persistent  cruelty 


to  her,  and  in  consequence  of  this  order  the  bishop,  actj 
under  £e3t.  1  of  the  Clergy  Discipline  Act,  1892,  declared  i 
vicarage  to  be  vacant    The  plaintiff  dispated  th^valid 
this  declaration.    By  sect.  1,  sub-s.  1,  of  the  Clergy  Dis 
Act,  1892,  *'  if  either  (d)  an  order  for  judicial  separation  is  i 
against  a  clergyman  in  a  divorce  or  matrimonial  canse,  or  (| 
separation   order  is   made  against  a  clergyman ,  under 
Matrimonial  Causes  Act,.  1878,"  the  bishop  is  reqniredj 
declare  the  preferment  Gf  &Qy)  ^^^  by  such  clergyman  1 
as  from  the  date  of  the  order. 

By  sect.  4  of  the  Matrimonial  Qauses  Act,  1878, ''  if  a  hn 
shall  be  convicted  summarily  or  other\%'ise  of  an  aggavi 
assault  within  the  meaning  .of  the  statute  24  &  25  Vict.  c.  1 
s.  43,  upon  his  wife,  the  Court  or  magistrate  before  whom| 
shaU  be  so  convicted  may  ....  order  that  the  wife  shall  I 
longer  bound  to  cohabit  with  her  husbjuid ;  and  Bach  i 
shall  have  the  force  and  effect  in  all  respects  of  a  decri 
judicial  separation  on  the  ground  of  cruelty." 

That  section  was  repealed  by  the  Sammiry  JuriudicJ 
(Married  Women)  Act,  1895;  but  sect.  4  of  that  Act  > 
a  married  woman  whose  husband  shall  have  beea  convicts 
certain  assaults  upon  her  of  the  character  therein  msntio] 
or  whose  husband  shall  have  been  guilty  of  persistent  ( 
to  her,  and  shall  by  such  craelty  have  caused  her  to  lire  a 
from  him,  to  apply  to  a  Court  of  suamiary  jarisdictioa  foi 
order  under  the  Act;  and  sect.  5  empowers  the  Court  tod 
an  order  containing  (inter  alia)  a  provision  that  the  applr 
be  no  longer  bound  to  CDhabit  with  her  husband,  ''(^l 
provision  while  in  force  shall  have  the  effect  in  all  resj 
of  a  decree  of  judicial  separation  on  the  ground  of  cniel| 
By  sect.  38,  sub-sect  1,  of  the   Interpretation   Act,  ' 
where  any  Act  repeals  and  re-enacts  with  or  without  mw 
tion  any  provisions  of  a  former  Act,  references  in  any  ( 
Act  to  the  provisions  so  repealed  shall,  unless  the  cont] 
intention  appears,  be  construed  as  references  to  the  prov 
so  re-enacted. 
E.  Clayton,  for  the  plaintiff, 

Dibdin,  K.C.,  and  G.  J.  Talbot,  for  the  bishop  and  ohu 
wardens. 
J.  Pawley  Bate,  for  the  patrons. 

Joyce  J.  held  (1)  that  the  provision  in  the  Summary  H 
diction  (Married  Women)  Act,  1895,  which  authorizedj 
making  of  a  separation  order  on  the  ground  of  perf" 
cruelty,  could  not  be  treated  as  a  re-enactment,  or  partj 
re-enactment,  with  modification  of  the  provision  in  the  V 
menial  Causes  Act  of  1878,  enabling  a  separation  order  i 
made  upon  the   ground  of  a  conviction  for  an  aggravi 
assault,  so  as  to  require  the  bishop,  for  the  purposes  ofj 
Clergy  Discipline  Act,  1892,  to  treat  a  separation  order  r 
the  Act  of  1895  as  if  it  had  been  a  separation  order  ua 
the  Act  of  1878;  (2)  that  a  separation  order  made  under] 
Act  of  1895  was  not  an  order  for  judicial  separation  in  a  di^f 
or  matrimonial  cause  within  sect.  1,  sub-sect  1  ((0,  of  tlie  J 
of  1892.    He  therefore  held  that  the  deckration  was  inT 
and  granted  an  injunction. 

Solicitors:  Buston,  Clark  &  Busion,  for  A.  H.&M  SusU^. 
Newmarket;  Lee,  Bolton  &  Xm;  CoU  &  Jackson,  for  Fram 
Francis  <fc  Collin,  Cambridge.  S-  ^'  ^ 
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With  the  view  of  insuring  the  greatest  possible  accuracy  and 
rapidity  in  the  various  publications  connected  with  the  Law 
REPORTS,  the  Council  will  he  obliged^  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
applicaiion  is  made  hy  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Council 
mil  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
Papers^  together  with  any  information  in  their  poioer  as  to  the 
•atnes  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
same  iime^  the  Council  ihankfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
ikey  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fe$sioH  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 
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BiGOBD  or  Business. 


COURT  r. 

Fbiday,  Jane  6. 

Marthall  v.  Budeforth,    Appeal  from  County  Court    DUmined. 
Armitage  v.  Lancathire  and  TorJahire  BaUway  Cfompany.    Appeal 

from  County  Court.    Allowed. 
Hughee  v.  Laneashirt  and  Yorkshire  Bsilway  Company,    Appeal  from 

County  Court    DiflmisBed. 
Hilder  t.  Bock^  Hawkiw  A  Thorpe.  Appeal  from  County  Court.   DU- 

misBed. 
C^trw  y.  Johnson  A  Co.  and  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War.    Appeal 

fipom  County  Court    DUmiaBed. 
EdmondMm  v.  Mayor^  &c.,  of  Burnley.    Appeal  from  County  Court 

DismiBBed. 
Southern  r.  Abram  Coal  Company,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Coantj 

Court    Part  heard. 

Satubday,  June  7. 
Southern  r.  Abram  Coal  Cbmpiny,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County 

Court    DiBmiBeed. 
Mall  T.  Tubes,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County  Court    DUmiBBed. 
Bond  ▼.  GrencUle.    Appeal  from  County  Court    Part  heard. 

TuiSDAY,  June  10. 
naghet  y.  Pump  Houw  Hold  CompoLny,  Limited.      Appeal   from 

Wright  J.    Cwr.  ade.  vult. 
Mclver  A  Co.,  Limited  v.   TaU  Steamers,  Limited.     Appeal  from 

Bigham  J.    DiamiBsed. 
Cjidmcm  r.  Ward.    Appeal  from  Buoknill  J.    Allowed. 
Mareltall  V.  DanieU  and  Otheri.   Appeal  from  Buoknill  J.   DismiBBed. 
Whitbread  A  Co.,  Limited  Y.Shutske.    Appeal  from  Lawnmce  J.    Db- 

missed. 
Dupont  and  Others  y.  Britii'h  South  African  Company.     Appeal  from 

Kennedy  J.    DiamiBBed. 

Wcdnisday,  June  11. 
Hughes  y.   Pump  House  Hotel  Company,  Limited.     Appeal   from 

Wright  J.    Allowed. 
Bond  y.  GrenviUe.    Appeal  from  County  Court    DiBmiBBod. 
Frofici*  Morion  A  Co.,  Limited  y.  Woodward.    Appeal  from  County 

Court.    Allowed. 
Fenton  y.  J.  Thorley  ft  Co,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County  Court 

DismiBBed. 
Thomas  y.  NixonU  Navigation  Company,  Limited.      Appeal   from 

County  Court    DiamiBsed. 

Thubsday,  Jane  12. 
Burr  y.  WHliam  Whiteley,  Limited.     Appeal  from  County  Court 

Allowed. 
Ores  and  Others  y.  Bamett.    Appeal  from  Grantham  J.    New  trial 

ordered. 


COURT  IL 

TsuBflDAY,^  June  5. 
Aihworfh  y.  EngOth  Curd  Company.     Appeal  from  Joyce  J. 


Part 


heard. 
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the  class  on  her  and  her  children — Death  he/ore  period  of  distri- 
hution. 

Appeal  from  the  decisioii  of  Byrne  J.,  [1901]  W,  N.  146. 

Maria  Whitmore,  a  spinster,  who  died  in  1854,  by  her  will, 
made  in  1849,  directed  the  income  of  her  residuary  estate  to  be 
paid  to  her  sisters,  Sophia  and  Catherine  Whit  more,  in  equal 
shares  during  their  joint  lives,  or  until  one  of  them  should 
marry  or  die,  and  after  the  death  or  marriage  of  either,  then  to 
the  other  during  her  li^e  or  until  she  should  marry,  and  after 
the  death  or  marriage  of  such  surviving  or  last  marrying  sister 
the  testatrix  declared  trusts  of  a  sum  of  1000/.  for  her  sister 
Elizabeth  Saltmarshe  and  a  niece,  and,  subject  to  these  pro- 
visions, the  testatrix  directed  that  her  residuary  estate  should 
be  held  in  trust  for  all  or  such  one  or  more  of  her  brothers  and 
sisters  (except  Elizabeth,  but  including  Sophia  and  Catherine, 
if  they  or  either  of  them  should  marry)  who  should  be  living  at 
the  death  or  marriage  of  such  surviving  or  last  marryiog  sister, 
in  equal  shares,  if  more  than  one,  as  tenants  in  common.  Pro- 
vided that  if  at  the  death  or  marringe  of  such  her  surviving  or 
last  marrying  sister,  her  brothers,  or  any  or  either  of  them, 
should  be  dead,  or  either  of  her  sisters  Sophia  and  Catherine 
should  be  dead  haying  previously  married,  and  there  should  be 
living  any  child  or  children  of  any  one  or  more  of  them  so 
dying,  who  should  then  have  attained  or  should  afterwards 
attain  the  age  of  twenty-one,  or  who  should  then  have  married 
or  should  afterwards  marry,  such  child  or  children  should 
together  and  per  stirpes  be  entitled  to  such  part  or  share  of  the 
trust  estate  as  his,  her,  or  their  parent  or  respective  parents 
would  have  been  entitled  to  if  such  parent  or  parents  had  been 
then  living.  And  with  respect  to  *'the  share''  of  her  sister 
Charlotte  Harrison,  the  testatrix  directed  that  "the  same 
share"  should  be  held  in  trust  to  pay  the  income  thereof  to 
her  during  her  life,  for  her  separate  u^e,  and  after  her  death 
the  capital  of  "  the  same  share"  should  be  held  in  trust  for  her 
child  or  children,  as  she  should  by  deed  or  will  appoint,  and,  in 
default  of  appointment,  in  trust  for  and  to  vest  in  her  child  or 
all  her  children,  if  more  than  one,  being  sons  at  twenty-one,  and 
being  daughters  at  twenty-one  or  marriage,  and  if  more  than 
one  in  equal  shares. 

At  the  date  of  the  will  the  testatrix  had  living  three  brothers 
and  four  sisters,  two  of  whom,  Sophia  and  Catherine,  were 
unmarried,  and  the  other  two,  Elizabeth  and  Charlotte,  were 
married.  Sophia  and  Catherine  n^Tt^r  married.  Catherine 
died  in  1900,  having  survived  all  her  brothers  and  sisters. 
Charlotte  Harrison  died  in  1884.  She  had  four  children,  all  of 
whom  attained  twenty-one,  but  they  all  died  before  Catherine. 
Neither  the  brothers  nor  the  other  married  sister  of  the 
testatrix  left  if  sue. 

Byrne  J.  held  that,  as  Charlotte  did  not  survive  the  period  of 
distribution,  she  did  not  take  any  share  in  the  fund,  and  that 
therefore  her  children  and  their  representatives  could  take 
nothing.  In  so  decidiog  his  Lordship  followed  In  re  Boherts, 
(1885)  30  Ch.  D.  234,  and  distinguished  In  re  Pinhorne,  [1894] 
2  Ch.  276.  and  In  re  Powell,  [1900]  2  Ch.  625. 

The  representatives  of  Charlotte's  deceased  children  appealed. 

Levett,  K,C.,  and  Leverson,  for  the  appellants. 

Younger,  K.C,  and  Hon,  Frank  Russell,  for  the  next  of  kin  of 
tne  testatrix. 

P.  M.  Walters,  for  the  trustees. 


Thb  Court  (Collins  M.B.,  and  Stirling  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L. JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal 

Stiblino  L  J.,  who  read  the  judgment  of  the  Court,  said  that 
In  re  Boherts  was  binding  on  this  Court,  and  their  Lordships 
saw  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  other  two  cases  were  well 
decided.  But  in  all  those  three  cases  the  wills  which  had  to 
be  construed  differed  substantially  from  the  will  in  the  pieseat 
case.  The  only  rule  or  principle  which  their  Lordghips  conld 
find  to  have  been  laid  down  in  those  cases  was  this— that  the 
words  "  the  ahara  "  were  susceptible  of  more  than  one  meaoiBg, 
and  that,  in  ascertaining  the  sense  in  which  they  were  used, 
the  whole  will  must  be  regarded.  Looking  at  the  whole  will  in 
the  present  case,  their  Lordships  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
by  "the  share"  of  Charlotte  the  testatrix  did  not  mean  the 
share  to  which  Charlotte  would  be  entitled  if  she  survived  the 
period  of  distribution,  but  meant  an  aliquot  share  of  the  estate 
destined  for  Charlotte  and  her  children.  The  other  constractioa 
would  involve  this  capricious  and  anomalous  result— that,  if 
Charlotte  had  died  before  the  period  of  distribution,  leaving 
four  children,  who  all  attained  twenty-one  and  survived  that 
period,  none  of  them  would  have  taken  anything,  though  they 
were  primary  objects  of  the  bounty  of  the  t^tatrix.  la  their 
Lordships'  opinion,  such  a  result  could  not  have  been  intendei 
The  question  was  one  of  difficulty,  and  their  Lordships  regretted 
that  they  had  to  differ  from  so  accurate  and  careful  a  judge. 
But,  on  the  best  construction  they  could  give  to  the  case,  they 
thought  the  appeal  should  be  allowed. 

Solicitors:  Upton,  Athey  <fc  Co. ;  Hon.  Charles  Bussell;  Waiten 
A  Co,  W.  L.  C. 


Ibtob  Court  ot  Justice^ 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Eekewich  J. 


NlGHnNQALB  V.  BSTKOLDS. 


April  29;  Mayia 


Mortgage — Portion — Priority — Mortgage  by  direction  of  Court  to 
raise  tiuo  out  of  three  portions  charged  on  real  estate. 

A  testator,  who  died  m  1851,  by  his  will  charged  three  sums 
of  5000/.  for  children's  portions  on  his  real  estate.  In  the  year 
1880  two  of  the  portions  had  become  raisable,  but  the  tenant 
for  life  of  the  third  portion  was  still  alive.  In  that  year  an 
action  of  Muskett  v.  Muskett,  properly  constituted,  was  brought 
for  the  purpose  of  clearing  the  real  estate  from  charges,  and 
on  the  17th  of  May,  1882,  an  order  was  made  directing  that 
the  two  portions  then  raisable  should  be  raised  by  a  mortgage 
of  the  rejd  estate  to  a  person  who  was  willing  to  lend  the  money, 
such  mortgage  to  be  settled  by  the  judge.  The  mortgage  deed 
as  60  settled  contained  recitals  of  the  title  to  the  portions,  and 
of  the  proceedings  in  the  action,  and  was  expressed  to  be  made 
as  to  all  the  hereditaments  comprised  therein  "  without  pn- 
judice  to  any  charge  which  may  be  subsisting  therein  under 
the  said  will,"  but  was  in  other  respects  in  the  ordinary  form 
of  a  mortgage  in  fee.  The  mortgagee  duly  paid  the  money  into 
court,  and  it  was  afterwards  distributed  among  the  persons 
interested  in  the  two  portions. 
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The  mortgagee  now  brought  the  present  action  for  the  realiza- 
tion of  his  mortgage,  and  claiming  priority  orer  the  persons 
interested  in  the  remaining  portion  of  5000/. 

F,  0.  Lawrence,  K,C.,  and  J,  K.  Faung,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Warrington,  K,0.,  and  Tyssen,  for  the  persons  interested  in 
the  lemaining  portion. 

D,  Jones  and  Feck,  for  other  parties. 

Cur.  adv,  vulU 

Maj  13.  KsKiwiOH  J.  held  that  the  plaintiff  could  only 
claim  a  charge  on  the  real  estate  for  the  two  snms  of  5000Z.  pari 
fotiu  mih  the  third  sum  of  like  amount,  and  this  notwith- 
standing that  this  third  sum  was  at  present  only  charged  in 
equity  by  yirtne  of  the  will,  whereas  the  plaintiff  had  a  legal 
mortgage  sanctioned  by  the  Ooari  With  the  aid  of  sub- 
eeqnently  acquired  knowledge  it  might  be  said  that  it  would 
haye  been  better  to  ra'se  all  the  portions  at  one  and  the  same 
time;  but  this  was  quite  a  different  thing  from  saying  that  the 
Court,  in  fulfilling  the  testator's  directions,  which  was  its  only 
duty,  intended  to  place  two  of  the  portions  in  a  better  position 
than  the  third,  or  to  giye  the  mortgagee  a  charge  for  the  two 
in  priority  to  the  third,  which  was  from  the  first  equally 
entitled  to  a  like  charge  under  the  will. 

Solicitors :  Fasco  Daphne ;  J,  M,  Tetts ;  Orundy,  Izod  <fc  Co, ; 
nife,  Henley  <fe  Sioeei.  C.  0.  M.  D. 


Wright  J. 


In  re  BoBOVSKT  &  Weestbaum. 
Ex  parte  SalAMAN. 


May  13. 


Bankruptcy — English  bankruptcy — Offence  committed  in  foreign 
State— Extradition  of  bankrupt — Froperty  found  on  bankrupt 
at  date  of  a/rrest—Betentiim  by  police — Title  of  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy— Evidence  of  crime — Order  for  delivery  up  of  property — 
"Competent  authority"  to  make  order — Belgian  Extradition 
Treaty,  1872,  art.  1%-Extradition  Act,  1870  (33  d:  M  Vict. 
c.  52),  M.  9, 10. 

The  debtor  B  >royBky  was  a  Bussian  subject  domiciled  in 
linglancl,  and  the  debtor  Weinbaum  was  a  naturalized  British 
itibject  They  traded  in  partnership  as  dealers  in  precious 
Btenes  under  the  style  of  "  BoroTsky  &  Weinbaum"  in  London, 
and  at  Antwerp  in  Belgimn.  On  the  10th  of  March,  1902,  they 
wen  arrested  in  London  on  an  extradition  warrant  granted  at 
the  bstance  of  the  Belgian  Qoyemment  for  offences  committed 
in  Belgimn,  and  at  the  date  of  their  arrest  property,  consisting 
of  bills  of  exchange,  precious  stones,  and  some  cash,  was  found 
upon  them  and  retained  by  the  police.  Article  12  of  the 
Extradition  Treaty  with  Belgium  provides  that  all  property 
belonging  to  the  prisoner  and  found  upon  him  upon  his  arrest, 
shall  be  returned  to  him  should  he  be  ordered  to  be  extradited, 
nnkfis  otherwise  ordered  by  "  the  competent  authority." 

On  the  14th  of  March  a  receiying  order  was  made  against  the 
debtors  in  England  and  adjudication  followed,  and  Salaraan 
l^ocame  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy.  On  the  19th  of  March  the 
debtors  were  adjudicated  bankrupt  in  Belgium  and  a  curator  of 
their  estate  was  appointed.  On  the  19th  of  April  the  police 
ottgistrate  at  Bow  Street  made  an  order  for  the  extradition  of 
the  bankrupts,  but  declined  to  give  any  direction  as  to  pro- 
perty found  on  them,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  not "  the  com- 
petent authority''  to  deal  with  the  matter.    Salaman  claimed 


that  the  property  found  on  the  bankrupts  at  the  date  of  their 
arrest  had  vested  in  him  as  trustee  in  bankruptcy,  and  now 
asked  that  the  commissioner  of  pDlice  should  be  ordered  to 
hand  it  over  to  him. 

Muir  Mackenzie,  for  Salaman. 

Sutton,  for  the  commissioner  of  police.  The  usual  pracUoe 
when  a  prisoner  is  extradited  la  for  the  police  to  hand  over  the 
property  found  on  him  to  be  used  as  evidence  of  the  crime  at 
the  trial :  Dillon  v.  O'Brien,  (1887)  16  Cox,  245. 

Edioardes  Jones,  for  the  Belgian  curator. 

Wbioht  J.  held  that  "  the  competent  authority  "  in  the  first 
instance  was  the  police  magistrate  who  made  the  extradition 
order,  and  that  the  Home  Secretary  had  also  authority  in  the 
matter.  Application  should  be  made  to  them,  and  some  stipu- 
lation should  be  made  as  part  of  the  order  surrendering  the 
prisoners  to  the  Belgian  authorities  for  the  return  of  the  pro- 
perty, after  the  trial  in  Belgium  was  concluded,  to  the  authori- 
ties here  for  the  trustee  in  bankraptcy.  This  would  be  without 
prejudice  to  the  rights  of  the  Belgian  creditors  to  prove  in  the 
English  bankruptcy. 

Solicitors:  Osbom  A  Osborn;  Wontner  A  Sons;  Crawley, 
Arnold  &  Co.  H.  L.  P. 


Farwell  J. 


In  re  Garboll. 
Bbici  v.  Gabboll. 


May  9. 


AdministrcUion — Breach  of  trust — Trust  money  in  hands  of  soli' 
citor  with  notice—Solicitor  not  a  party  to  the  action — Order  on 
solicitor  to  pay  money  into  court — Jurisdiction — Fractice, 

This  was  an  action  conomenced  by  originating  summons  to 
administer  the  estate  of  Elizabeth  Garroll,  who  died  in  1894. 
The  plaintiffs  were  beneficiaries  under  the  will  of  Elizabeth 
Garroll,  and  the  defendant  was  the  sole  executor.  From  the 
accounts  carried  in  by  the  defendant  it  appeared  that  he  had 
received  two  sums  of  225Z.  12s.  6(f.,  which  he  was  ordered  to 
pay  into  court.  On  motion  for  a  writ  of  attachment  against 
him  for  non-compliance  with  the  order,  it  appeared  that  he  was 
a  clerk  in  the  employment  of  a  Mr.  Mcintosh,  a  solicitor,  who 
was  acting  as  his  solicitor  in  the  action ;  that  he  had  lent  the 
money  in  1895  to  Mr.  Mcintosh  at  4  per  cent,  interest  without 
security,  who  accepted  the  loan  knowing  it  to  be  trust  money; 
and  that  last  August  he  had  given  Mr.  Mcintosh  notice  call- 
ing in  the  money,  but  it  was  not  forthcoming.  Thereupon  the 
plaintiffs  served  Mr.  Mcintosh  with  a  notice  of  motion  for  an 
order  that  he  should  bring  the  money  into  court.  This  notice 
of  motion  was  headed  in  the  action,  and  also  "  In  the  Matter  of 
Francis  Hugh  de  Mortimer  Mcintosh,  one  of  the  solicitors  of 
the  Supreme  Gourt."  Mr.  Mcintosh  filed  an  affidavit  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  motion,  in  which  he  stated  he  intended  to  repay 
the  money  in  due  course,  and  objected  that  the  Gourt  had  no 
jurisdiction,  in  an  action  to  which  he  was  not  a  party,  to  order 
him  to  pay  the  money  into  court 

Sheldon,  for  the  motion,  cited  In  re  Howard,  (1871)  24  L.  T. 
(N.S.)  860;  Staniar  v.  Evans,  (1886)  34  Gh.  D.  470. 

Muir  Mackenzie,  for  Mcintosh. 

Fabwbll  J.  held  that  the  cases  cited  sufficiently  supported 
the  application.  In  such  a  case  as  this  the  Gourt,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  its  snmmary  jurisdiction  over  its  officers,  had  ample 
power  to  order  the  money  to  be  brought  into  court.    There 
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iiiYcst  in  c£r!aia  descriptioDs  of  GoverDineiit  Stocky  includiDg 
Local  I/ans  3  per  cent.  Stock,  and  provided  that  the  dividends 
thereon  would  be  credited  to  the  deposit  account  as  they 
I  ecame  due.  Any  depositor  desiring  to  invest  in  Grovemment 
Stock  was  required,  to  forward  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Savings 
Back  Department  an  application  on  a  printed  form  to  be 
obia  ned  at  any  Post  0£Soe  Savings  Bank  together  with  the  de- 
poeif-book.  The  rules  further  provided  that  the  investment  was 
to  ba  at  the  curr«  nt  price  of  the  day  on  which  it  was  made,  and 
that  a  certificate  would  be  sent  to  the  depositor  by  post.  Sales 
of  stock  would  be  effected  at  the  request  of  the  depositor  made 
in  like  manner,  the  upplication  being  accompanied  by  the 
depo£i'-book  and  the  investment  certificate^  and  in  such  case 
the  value  of  the  stock  at  the  current  price  of  the  day  of  sale,  less 
the  comm'ssion,  would  be  forthwith  paid  by  warrant  to  the 
depositor  at  the  Post  Offi  e  Savings  Bank  most  convenient  to 
him.  The  rules  also  enabled  the  depositor  to  transfer  stock 
standing  to  his  credit  into  his  own  name  at  the  Bank  of 
'England  in  manner  therein  provided.  The  bank-book  con- 
tained an  entry  of  tie  £um  invested  by  the  bank  for  the 
depositor. 

Tbe  inves'nrent  certificate  certified  that  the  507.  10«.  Local 
Loans  S  ock  had  Ixen  placed  on  the  Sailings  Bank  Investment 
Account  of  the  National  Debt  Commissioner?,  and  had  been 
credited  in  the  Government  Sock  Register  of  the  Post  Office 
SiTings  Bank  to  the  testatrix,  and  that  the  deposit  account  had 
been  charged  with  the  price  of  tte  stock  at  the  date  of  invest- 
ment and  commi»s:on. 

iT.  E.  Wrightj  for  the  summons. 

Lyitelton  Chubb,  for  Anna  Andrews. 

George  Cave,  for  a  rei^iduary  and  pecuniary  l^atee. 

Kekbwich  J.  said  that,  as  regards  the  cash  depoi>it  at  the 
1  ank,  the  case  was  covered  by  In  re  Weston,  [1902]  1  Ch.  GBO,  in 
which  he  entirely  concurred.  As  regards  the  Qovemment 
Steck,  the  Po^t  Office  Savings  Bank,  in  order  to  assist  depositors, 
insU  ad  of  purchasing  so  much  stock  in  their  own  names,  in 
which  case  it  could  not  be  contended  that  the  stock  could  be 
the  sul  ject  of  a  donntio  mortis  causa,  invested  the  money  for 
them— in  other  words,  the  bank  acted  as  a  trustee  for  the 
depositor.  There  was  no  transfer  of  the  stock  which  was  the 
.£ubj(et-matter  of  this  action  at  the  Bank  of  England,  but  the 
National  Debt  Conmiisfioners  placed  the  stock  on  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Tank  luTestment  Account,  and  credited  it  to  the 
testatrix.  If  the  de];>c8itor  in  this  case  wished  to  realize,  there 
Would  be  a  debit  of  so  much  as  was  to  be  transferred  to  her. 
There  was  no  transfer,  but  the  50/.  lOs.  would  be  credited  to 
her  at  the  current  price,  less  oommi&*-ion,  and  by  m«iking  the 
reqni^ite  af  plication  the  money  would  be  paid  to  her  by 
warrant  at  the  Post  Office  Savirgs  Bank  most  convenient  to 
sier.  She  could  not  get  the  money  simply  by  asking  for  it,  but 
certain  forms  had  to  be  gone  through.  To  hold  that  stock 
invested  by  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  for  a  depositor  in  this 
way  could  be  the  subject  of  a  donatio  mortis  causa  would  be  to 
push  the  dcctrine  beyond  the  decided  cases,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  this  was  a  step  which  ought  to  be  taken  by  a  Court 
of  first  instanca  He  therefore  held  that  there  was  a  good 
donatio  mortis  cattsd  of  the  cash  balance,  but  not  of  the  Govern- 
ment Stock. 

Solicitors :  JRad/vrd  &  Frankland ;  William  Mercer ;  Pritckard 
A  Sons.  H.  B.  H. 


Buckley  J.      In  re  Pbdtob  &  Bauoh,  Ldcitbd. 
IBeobll  v.  Pbinob  6s  Bkvaa,  Lixitbd. 

.  Company — Debenture-holders'  action — Form  o/jadjment. 

The  note  of  this  case,  ante,  p.  96,  is  cancelled.  F.  E. 


Buckley  J. 


JoneS 


In  re  Cabatal  (Nbw)  Mikbs,  LnaxBD. 


Company — Winding-up —Resolution  for  voluntary  winding-up^ 
Declaration  of  chairman  of  meeting — Companies  Act,  IM 
(25  ib  26  Vict.  c.  89),  ».  51. 

Creditors  petitioned  for  a  ODnpuIs^ry  winding-up  ordar. 
defence  to  th^  petition  wm  that  the  company  wa?  alreaif  a 
voluntary  liquidation,  and  that  the  creditors  were  n3t  therein! 
prejudiced.    Tbe  petitioners  contended  that  the  special 
tion  for  voluntary  winding-up  had  not  been  validly 
The  first  of  the  two  meetings  for  passing  and  oonfirmiog  thftl 
special  resolution  for  reconstruction  of  the  company  and  TdaiH 
tary  winding-up  with  a  view  thereto  was  held  in  Jaly,  IS/M 
After  considerable  discussion,  on  a  show  of  hands  the  chainuB 
said, "  I  will  now  put  the  resolutions  for  the  reconstrofitioi 
Those  in  favour,  6 ;  those  against,  23 ;  but  there  are  200  Toti|| 
by  proxy,  and  I  declare  the  resolutions  carriel  as  require]  iTj 
Act  of  Parliament"     No  poll  was  held  or  demandei   l!m\ 
articles  of  association    provided  (clause   58)  that  *'at  a^ 
general  meeting,  unUss  a  poll  is  demanded  by  at  least 
members  personally  present,  a  declaration  by  the  chairman  thi 
a  resolution  has  been  carried,  and  an  entry  to  that  effect  in  tt 
book  of  proceedings  of  the  company,  shall  be  sufficient  6yid0Df 
of  the  fact  without  proof  of  the  number  or  proportion  of  fl 
votes  recorded  in  favour  of  or  against  such  resolation";  H 
(clause  61)  that  "every  membor  shall  have  one  vote  for  em 
share  held  by  him.**    The  voluntary  liquidator  contended  f!ud 
having  regard  to  the  arlic'es  and  to  sect.  51  of  the  Gompanicl 
Act,  1862,  the  chairman's  declaration  could  not  be  diFputei 

Gore-Browne,  K,C,,  and  Martdli,  for  the  petitioners. 

John  Henderson,  for  the  conpany  and  the  liquidator. 

Buckley  J.  said  that  it  had  been  held  that  if  the  cfaainnii 
by  his  dedarat'oa  held  erroneously  or  by  mistake  that  a  roBoh* 
tion  had  been  earned,  th3  Court  could  not  go  behind  his  decW 
raUon :  In  re  Hadhigh  Castle  Go'd  Mines,  [1900]  2  Ch.  4»f 
Arnot  V.  United  African  Lands,  [1901]  1  Ch.  5ia  In  thelatW 
case  there  was  so  much  confusioa  that  no  one  could  undeistanl 
what  resolutions  were  put,  an  1  in  the  former  case  the  mfidtiaf 
was  a  stormy  one  and  there  was  a  conflict  of  evidenoe  as^ 
what  took  place.  In  both  cases  the  Court  ref used  to  go  behtal 
the  chairman's  declaration.  But  those  decisions  did  not  ap^ 
where  the  chairman  by  his  declaration  found  the  figurea,  aal 
erroneously  in  point  of  law  held  that  the  resolution  had  M 
duly  pisred.  The  chahrman  had  no  right  to  ciunt  the  aj 
votes  by  proxy,  and  on  the  f  lOO  of  the  declaration  it  was  shart 
that  the  resolution  had  not  been  passed  by  the  reqnifw 
majority.  The  declaration  was  not  oonclusive;  there  was  b* 
voluntary  winding-up  existing;  and  a  compulsory  winding-i* 
order  must  be  made. 

Solicitors:  Mayo  A  Co. ;  Adler  <fc  Perowne.  ^'  ^ 


Digitized  by 


Google 


>FNE  21,  If  02.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


121 


NOTICE  TO  SOIilCITOBa 


Jltth  the  view  of  insuring  the  greatest  possible  accuracij  and 
rapidity  in  the  various  puUicatlom  connected  with  the  Law 
PiKPORTS,  the  Council  will  he  dblijed,  if  the  Solicitors  to  wham 
api^icatim  is  made  hy  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Council 
Kill  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
Papers,  together  icith  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
names  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
tame  tim,  the  Council  thankfully  acknowledge  the  assistance 
iky  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
ftt$ion  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
Kports, 
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sation Act,  1897  (60  A  61  Vict  c.  37),  s.  1 ;  SvJied.  Z,  c'.ame 
1(a) 125 

Workmen*$  compensation — •*  Engineering  %cork  " — "  liailroad  " — 
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Vict,  c,  37),  8.  7 123 
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Recobd  of  Business. 


COURT  L 

Satubdat,  Jime  14. 

The  King  t.  Howard  and  Others*  Appeal  from  the  Lord  Ohiof  Jus- 
tice and  DarliDg  and  Channell  JJ.    Part  heard. 

Monday,  Jane  IC. 

The  King  v.  Howard  and  Others,  Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Jud- 
tioe  and  Darling  and  Channell  J  J.    Part  heard. 

TunDAT,  Jane  17. 

The  King  y.  Howard  and  Others.  Appeal  from  tho  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice and  Darling  and  Channell  JJ.     Cur.  adv.  vult 

The  Ovingdean  Grange,  Owners  of  Forseie  v.  Owners  of  Ocingdeau 
Grange,    Appeal  from  the  President    Part  hoard. 

WsDNXSDAT,  June  18. 

The  Ovingdean  Grange.  Owners  of  Forseie  v.  Owners  of  Ovingdean 
Grange.    Appeal  from  the  President    Dismiseed. 

Digitized  by  V^OOQ IC 


122 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[June  21, 1902. 


The  Oeeanio,  Water/ord  Sleam  Shtp  Company,  Limited  r.  Oeeanio 
Ste^m  Ship  Company^  Limited,  Appeal  from  the  President 
Diflmiased. 

The  Poien.  Owners  of  Inehkeith  r.  Owners  of  Po?en.  Appeal  from 
t  le  Preeident    Part  heard. 

THT7B8DAT,  Jano  19. 

274a  Poien.    Owners  of  InrJikeOh  v.  Otpners  0/  Posen,     Appeal  from 

the  President.    Dismbsed. 
The  Siam.    Owners  of  Andrea  Vagliano  and  Otliers  v.  Owners  of  Siam. 

Appeal  from  Gore  11  Barnes  J.    Dismissed. 


COURT  IL 


Thubsdat,  June  12. 

Biidische  AniHn  uud  Soda  Fabrik  v.  W,  G,  Thompion  &  Co.^  Limited, 
and  Others.    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Dismissed. 

In  re  Irvine  <t-  CMs*  Contract  and  Vendor  and  Purcfia?er  Act,  1874. 
Appeal  from  Cozons-Hardy  J.    Part  heard. 

F&IDAT,  June  13. 

In  re  a  Debtor.  Ex  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  345  of  1902.  Appeal  from 
Hr.  Begistnur  Linkiater.    Adjourned. 

In  re  a  Dd)tor.  Ex  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  831  of  1902.  Appeal  from 
Mr.  Begistrar  Brougham.    Dismissed. 

In  re  C,  Cottam,  Ex  parte  the  Trustee.  Appeal  from  Wright  J.  Dis- 
missed. 

In  re  Irvine  <fe  Coles*  Contract  and  Vendor  and  Purchaser  Act,  1874- 
Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J.    Stands  over. 

Union  Lighterage  Company,  Limited  y.  London  Graving  Dock  Com- 
pany, Limited.    Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J.    Part  heard. 

Batubdat,  Jane  14. 

In  re  John  Hitooe,  dec..  Bisfeoe  v.  Waite,  Appeal  from  Kekewich  J. 
CoDseut  ordor. 

Union  Lighterage  Company,  Limited  ▼.  London  Graving  Dock  Com- 
pany, Limited.    Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J.    Part  heard. 

MoHDAT,  Jano  16. 

(Triton  Lighterage  Company,.  Limited  v.  London  Graving  Dock  Com- 
pany, Limited.    Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J.    Our.  adv.  vuU. 
Hope  Y.  Hope.    Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J.    Part  heard. 

TuxBDAT,  Juno  17. 

Hope  v.  Hope.    Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J.    Dismissed. 
Tliomas  t.  Tluymas.    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Dismissed. 
Chaytor  r.  Trotter.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Part  heard. 

WiDNisDAT,  June  18. 

Chaytor  r.  Trotter.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Allowed. 
liobinow  Y.  London  and  Northern  Bank,  Limited.     Appeal    from 
Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 


Ibouse  of  !iLorb6. 


DuHng  ike  sitUngs  of  (he  OourU  Tn  Wuklt  Noras  wiU  he  published 
cm  Saturday,  ami  wiU  generally  eompriee  Notes  ofDedeions  up  to  and 
ineluding  those  of  the  previoue  Thursday.  AU  oases  of  permanent 
intereet  noted  therein  wiU  be  reported  infuU  in  Tbb  Law  BBFonrai 


Jane  12. 
BxNNiE  &  Sojx,  Affs.;  Nsbs  &  Co.,  Besfb.  j 

Evidence,  Credibility  of— Breach  of  verbal  contradr^Bise  in  pria 
of  coal. 

The  appellants  brought  this  action  against  the  respondeais 
for  damages  for  breach  of  contracts  for  the  sale  of  coal.  The 
chief  contract  was  made  yerbally  for  1*2,000  tons  of  coil;  tin 
respondents  contended  no  such  contract  existed.  The  Statate 
of  Frauda  does  not  apply  to  Scotland  The  Lord  Oidioai; 
(Lord  Stormonth-Darling)  on  the  3rd  of  April,  1901,  held  tint 
the  Yorbal  contract  was  made  out ;  bat  his  decision  was  re- 
versed on  the  8kh  of  November,  1901,  by  the  Second  DlTiaoD 
of  the  Court  of  Session,  Scotland. 

A.  Graham  Murray,  L.A.,  and  J.  C.  Guy  (both  of  the  Scottish 
Bar),  for  the  appellants. 

ffaJdanc,  K.C.,  and  W,  Hunter  (of  the  Scottish  Bar),  for  the 
respondents. 

Tex  Housb  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  Macnaghta, 
Sband,  Bobertson,  and  Lindley)  reversed  the  decinon  of  tlie 
Second  Division  and  restored  the  Lord  Ordinary's  interloeaio^ 
holding  that  in  a  question  of  the  credibility  of  eridenoe  til 
judge  who  has  seen  and  heard  the  witness  examined  is  alinQS 
the  best  judge  of  the  credit  which  ought  to  be  attached  tolai 
testimony. 

Agents  for  appellants:  Keeping  <fc  Gloag,  for  A.  C.  D.  Vaii, 
S.S.U.,  Edinburgh. 

Agents  for  respondents:  Grahams,  Carrey  A  Spens,  (orM^ 
C.  Brodie  A  Sons,  W.S,  Edinburgh.  G.  J.  W. 


Jane  17 
Fabquhabson  Bbothbbs  &  Co.,  Ai  PS. ;  J.  Eino  &  Co.,  Bsbm 

Sale  of  stolen  goods  — Estoppel  — Loss  to  one  of  two  isnoca 
persons  through  fraud  of  a  third  person — Power  of  rfwpoii^ 
of  goods  given  to  a  derk. 

Asguith,  JSr.C.,and  DanckweHs,  K.C.  {W.  Whatdy  with  them) 
for  appellants. 

Lawson  Walton,  K.C,  and  Cababe,  for  respondents. 

Ths  Housb  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  MacnagUei 
Shand,  Bobertson,  and  Lindley)  reversed  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  [1901]  2KB.  697,  and  restored  the  jadgoeri 
of  Mathew  L.J.,  holding  that  the  appellants  were  not  ostoj^ 
from  claiming  tide  timber  as  their  own,  the  timber  having  bed 
stolen  from  them  by  their  clerk  and  sold  without  authority  ^ 
the  respondents,  who  got  no  better  title  to  the  timber  than  ^ 
clerk  had,  and  to  whom  the  appellants  had  made  no  representir 
lions  by  words  or  conduct. 

Solicitors :  Ward,  Perks  <fe  McKay ;  Anning  &  Co. 

J.  M.IL 
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Supreme  Court  of  Jubtcature. 

CX)URT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  1.  June  3- 

Fletcher  v.  Londoit  Ukitid  Tbamways,  Limited. 

Employer  and  vforkman — WqrJsmen's  compensation-—**  Engineering 
work  " — "  Railroad  "  —  Tramtoay —  Workmen* s  Compensation 
Ad,  1897  (60  &  61  Vkt.  c.  37),  «.  7. 

Appe&l  from  a  decision  of  the  oonntj  court  judge  of  Brent- 
M.  npon  an  application  for  compensation  under  the  Workmen's 
Compensation  Act»  1897. 

The  applicant  was  a  workman  in  the  employment  of  the 
RspoDdents.  The  respondents  had  obtained  powers  under  the 
Light  Baiiwajs  Act^  1896^  to  construct  a  light  railway  along 
the  road  from  Uxbridge  to  Hanwell.  Subsequently  the  London 
Unitei  Tramways  Act,  1900,  was  passed,  which  authorized  the 
lespondents  to  construct  a  tramway  along  the  road  from  Han- 
▼dl  to  Acton,  fiMrming  a  continuation  of  the  authorized  light 
ndlvay.  The  tramway  was  to  be  worked  by  electrical  power. 
The  Act  incorporated  sect  3  and  Parts  IL  and  III.  of  the 
Tiamvays  Act,  1870.  The  applicant  was  employed  by  the 
le^pondents  on  the  constraction  of  the  tramway,  and  was 
injoied  by  an  accident  arising  out  of  and  in  the  course  of  his 
orpIoTment.  la  proceedings  for  the  assessment  of  compensa- 
tioD  under  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897,  the  county 
eoort  jadge  held  that  the  applicant's  employment  was  not  on, 
in,  or  about  a  "  railway  "  or  "  engineering  work  "  within  sect.  7 
of  the  Act,  and  that  therefore  the  Act  d^d  not  apply;  and  he 
dismissed  the  application. 

The  applicant  appealed. 

Compston,  for  the  applicant. 

Buegg,  K,C.,  and  B.  Pike  Glasgow,  for  the  employers. 

Thk  Court  (Collins  M.B.,  Mathew  L.J.  and  Cozens-Hardy 
\  LJ.)  held  that  a  tramway,  though  not  a  **  railway  "  within  the 
I  defioition  in  feet.  7,  sub-sect.  2,  of  the  Act,  was  a  "railroad" 
I  ^iihin  the  meaning  of  that  word  in  the  definition  of  "engineer- 
i  log  vork "  in  that  section,  and  that  therefore  the  applicant, 
,  who  was  employed  on  the  construction  of  the  tramway,  was 
employed  on  an  engineering  work,  and  the  Act  applied.  They 
therefore  allowed  the  appeal. 

&^licito^8:  Walter  Tamer;  Hugh  C.  God/ray.  A.  M. 


;  C  A.  DimHAU  v.  Clare.  June  5. 

I  Emfioger  and  workman —  Workmeri^s  compensation — Death  result. 
i*g  from  the  injury — Death  not  the  natural  or  probable  conse- 
qwnce— Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897  (60  d  61  Vict, 
«.87),g,l;  Sched.L,clausel(a). 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  the  county  court  judge  of  Walsall 
upon  an  application  for  compensation  under  the  Workmen's 
Compensation  Act,  1897. 

The  applicant  was  the  widow  of  a  workman  who  had  met 

I  with  an  accident  arising  out  of  and  in  the  course  of  his  employ- 

i  Mil   On  the  2ad  of  September,  1901,  the  deceased  man  was 

eoiploijed  in  a  factory,  and  was  carrying  a  heavy  pipe  up  some 


steps  when  the  pipe  fell  upon  his  foot  and  inflicted  a  wound  on 
his  toe.  He  was  an  out-patient  at  the  hospital  until  the  17th 
of  September,  when  erysipehis  supenrenei  in  the  wound,  and 
he  died  on  the  27th  of  September.  The  medical  eyidenoe  was 
to  the  effect  that  the  cause  of  death  was  blood-poisoning  caused 
by  erysipelas ;  that  erysipelas  was  a  very  unusual  consequenoe 
of  a  wound  of  this  kind;  that  the  theory  was  that  erysipelas 
was  caused  by  the  introduction  of  a  germ,  and  would  appear  in 
six  to  ten  days  at  the  latest,  and  that,  if  erysipelas  did  not 
appear  until  fifteen  days  after  the  wound  was  inflicted,  the 
wound  must  have  been  re-opened,  or  erysipelas  must  have  been 
doe  to  some  later  cause.  The  county  court  judge  held  that  the 
applicant  was  not  entitled  to  compensation  on  the  ground  that 
death  was  not  the  result  of  the  accident,  i.e.,  that  it  was  not  the 
natural  or  probable  consequence. 

The  applicant  appealed. 

Buegg,  K.C,  and  R. «/.  Lawrence,  for  the  applicant. 

Distumal,  for  the  employer.* 

The  Court  (Collins  M.U.,  Mathew  LJ.  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.  J.)  allowed  the  appeal  They  held  that  if  death  in  fact  resalted 
from  the  injury  it  was  immaterial  how  improbable  or  unnatural 
it  was  that  it  should  so  result.  The  question  was  whether 
death  resulted  in  fact  from  the  injury,  or  whether  the  chain  of 
causation  was  broken  by  a  novus  actus  interveniens,  which  gave 
a  fresh  origin  to  the  afteiHX>iisequ6nces.  To  say  that  death 
was  not  the  natural  or  probable  consequenoe,  and  therefore  did 
not  result  from  the  injury,  was  to  apply  a  wrong  standard. 
The  case  must,  therefore,  go  back  to  the  county  court  judge. 

Solicitors:  Bowcliffes,  Bawle  &  Co,,  for  James  F.  Addison^ 
Walsall;  Robinson  &  Bradley,  for  C.  A.  Loxton  <fe  Ne'jman, 
Walsall.  A.  M. 


C,  A.  June  10. 

McIyer  &  Co.,  Limited  v.  Tate  Stealers,  Likited. 

Practice— Costs — Examination  of  witness  he/ore  trial — Attend^ 
ancs  of  country  solicitor — Costs  as  between  party  and  party — 
Bule  10  of  Bules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  January,  1902. 
Order  LXV.,  r.  27,  reg.  29.    Appendix  N,  No,  147. 

Appeal  by  the  defendants  against  an  order  of  Bigham  J., 
nf  using  to  direct  a  reyiew  of  taxation. 

The  examination  of  a  witness  for  the  plaintiffs  in  an  action 
for  breach  of  a  charterparty  had  been  taken  in  town  before  the 
trial.  The  evidence  of  this  witness  was  very  important  to  the 
plaintiffs'  case.  The  plaintiffs'  solicitor  from  Liverpool  attended 
on  the  examination  to  instruct  counsel.  The  plaintiffs  re- 
covered judgment  in  the  action  with  costs.  On  taxation  of  the 
costs  as  between  party  and  party,  the  taxing  master  allowed 
twelve  guineas  costs  in  respect  of  the  attendance  of  the  country 
solicitor  as  aforesaid,  being  of  opinion  that  rule  10  of  Bules  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  January,  1902,  gave  him  a  discretion  to  do 
so,  if  he  thought  that  such  costs  were  necessary  or  proper  for 
the  attainment  of  justice,  or  for  defending  the  rights  of  the 
party,  and  had  not  been  incurred  through  over-caution,  negli- 
gence, or  mistake. 

Bailhache,  for  the  defendants,  contended  that  the  master  had 
no  discretion  to  allow  anything  in  respect  of  the  solicitor's 
attendance  at  the  eximination  of  the  witness  beyond  the 
amount  of  two  guineas  sprc'fiei  in  Appendix  N  to  Order  lxv.. 
No.  147. 
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A,  D.  Batesoii,  for  tho  plaintiffs. 

The  Court  (Mathew  L.J.  and  Cozens-Hardy  L.J.)  held  that 
the  master  had  a  discretion  to  make  the  allowance  which  he 
hixd  made  under  rule  10  of  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
January,  1902 ;  and  tbey  therefore  dismissed  the  appeal. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiffs :  Charles  Bussell  &  Co.,  for  C.  A.  M. 
Zighthound  <fe  Co.,  Liverpool. 

SDlicitors  for  the  defendants:  Downing  <fe  Bolam,  for  Bolam  & 
Co.,  Sunderland.  K  L. 


C.  A.  June  11. 

Hughes  i\  Pump  House  Hotel  Company,  Limited. 

Assignment  of  chose  in  action — Absolute  assignment  (not  pur- 
porting to  be  by  way  of  charge  only) — Security  for  debt — In- 
strument passing  whole  right  of  assignor — Judicature  Act,  1873 
(36  &  37  Vict,  c.  66),  s.  25,  swfc-s.  6. 

Appeal  from  the  order  of  Wright  J.  upon  the  argument  of  a 
preliminary  point  of  law,  directed  to  bo  raised  before  the  trial  of 
the  action  under  Order  xxxiv.,  r.  2. 

The  action  was  brought  by  a  builder  against  building  owners 
to  recoTer  a  balance  alleged  to  be  due  to  the  plaintiff  on  the 
building  contract.  The  plaintiff  had,  before  the  action  was 
brought,  executed  au  instrument  in  writing,  by  which,  in 
consideration  of  Lloyd'ts  Bank,  L' mi  ted,  continuing  a  banking 
account  with  him,  and  by  way  of  continuing  security  to  the 
bank  for  all  moneys  due  or  to  become  due  to  them  from  him 
on  the  said  account,  he  assigoed  to  the  bank  all  moneys  due 
or  to  become  due  to  him  from  the  building  owners  under 
the  building  contract,  and  he  thereby  empowered  the  bank 
on  his  behalf  and  in  his  name  to  settle  and  adjust  all  ac- 
counts in  connection  \rith  the  work?,  to  give  effectual  receipts 
for  the  moneys  thereby  assigned,  which  should  discharge  the 
person  paying  the  same  from  being  concerned  to  see  to  the 
application  thereof,  and  also,  if  necessary,  to  sue  for,  or  to  take 
such  other  steps  as  they  might  think  necessary  for  enforcing 
payment  of  the  moneys  thereby  assigned;  and  he  ako  thereby 
undertook  at  their  request  and  his  own  cost  to  do  and  exe3ute 
all  such  further  acts,  deeds,  and  things  as  they  might  reason- 
ably require  for  giving  full  eff».ct  to  tho  security  thereby  created. 
Notice  in  writing  of  this  assignment  had  been  only  given  by 
the  bank  to  the  defendants. 

The  preliminary  point  direcled  to  be  raised  was  whether  the 
above  instrument  was  an  absolute  assignment  (not  purporting 
to  be  by  ^ray  of  charge  only)  of  the  moneys  sued  for  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1873,  s.  25,  sub-s.  6,  and  the 
cause  of  action  had  therefore  passed  from  the  plaintiff  to  Lloyd's 
Bank. 

Wright  J.  held  that  the  instrument  was  not  such  an  assign- 
ment, and  therefore  declined  to  stay  the  action. 

S,  1\  Kvans,  K^C,  and  B,  E.  L.  Vaughan  Williams,  for  the 
defendants. 

Leuns  Jf.  EichardSj  for  the  plaintiff. 

Cur.  adu.  vult. 

Juno  11.  The  Court  (Mathew  L.J.  and  Oozens-Hardy  L.J.) 
held  that,  upon  the  true  construction  of  the  .instrument,  it 
passed  the  whole  right  and  interest  of  the  plaintiff  in  the 
moneys  payable  under  the  building  contract  lo  the  bank  by 
way  of  security,  and  therefore  was  an  absolute  assignment 


within  the  meaning  of  the  section.  They  therefore  allowed  the 
appeal. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiff:  Paterson,  Snow,  Bloxam  &  Kinder, 
for  Eadley  &  Bain,  Birmingham. 

Solicitors  for  the  defendants:  Q.  J.  Vanderpump  <fc  Bon, for 
Daniel  Evans,  Brecon.  E»  L. 


C.A. 


June  18. 


In  re  Spibitinb,  Limited. 

Owen  v.  Spiritine,  Limited. 

Beceiver— Security— Bond  of  limited  company — Ultra  vires. 

Appeal  from  Farwell  J. 

A  receiver  had  been  appointed  in  a  debenture-holder's  actioiv 
and  the  receiver  had  brought  in  by  way  of  security  a  bond  of, 
the  Bailway  Passengers*  Assurance  Company,  Limited,  for  10001^  j 
given  to  two  of  the  masters,  and  conditioned  to  be  void  if  tiie 
receiver  discharged  his  duties.  The  company  which  gave  thi»| 
guarantee  purported  to  act  under  the  powers  of  their  special 
Act  of  Parliament  (the  Bailway  PasseDgers'  Assurance  Act, 
1897  (60  Vici  c.  xiv.)),  by  sect.  2,  sub-sect,  ii.,  of  which  it  was 
provided  that  the  business  of  the  company  was  to  comprise,  in 
addition  to  the  business  described  in  sect  9  of  their  Act  of 
1892,  "  the-  insurance  of  compensation  or  indemnity  in  respect 
of  loss  or  damage  occasioned  to  any  person  or  persons  by  any 
act  or  default  of  any  other  person  or  persons."  It  was  stated 
that  in  1899  North  J.  had  refused  to  accept  such  a  bond  as 
security  for  a  receiver,  and  that  although  similar  bonds  hid 
been  accepted  on  many  occasions,  there  was  a  doubt  whether 
they  were  not  ultra  vires  the  company  under  their  Act. 

Farwell  J.  declined  to  accept  the  security,  and  the  plaintife 
in  the  action  appealed.  j 

J.  G.  Wood,  for  the  appellant.  " 

The  Court  (Vaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  LJJ) 
allowed  the  appeal.  They  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  no  reason  why  this  bond  should  not  be  accepted,  and 
that  it  did  fall  within  sect.  2  of  the  Act  of  1897.  It  did  not 
appear  that  the  effect  of  the  section  was  the  reason  for  the 
objection  to  the  bond  by  North  J.  Their  Lordships  did  nat 
think  there  was  anything  so  far  as  the  section  was  concerned 
which  made  the  giving  of  this  bond  beyond  the  so^po  of  the 
authority  of  the  company. 

Solicitors:  Faithfull  &  Owen.  H.  C.  ^ 


Ibfgb  Court  of  Justice. 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Wright  J. 


JoneU 


In  re  Howes. 
Ex  parte  White.  j 

Bankruptcy— Fraudulent  debtor — Prosecution  by  trustee— Costs  of 
prosecution— Debtors  Act,  1869  (32  dk  33  Vict,  c  62),  s.  11, 
sub-s.  3;  8.  16— Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  (46  &  47  Vict,  c  52), 
s.  57,  sub-s.  3 ;  «.  166. 

The  debtor  having  removed  goods  without  disdadng  them, 
the  trustee  laid  the  facts  before  counsel,  who  advifedaprosecu- 
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tion ;  and  the  debtor^  haylog  been  arrested,  was  charged  with 
hsLY'mg  committed  an  offence  under  sect.  11,  sub-sect.  3,  of  the 
Debtors  Act,  1869,  upon  which  he  was  committed  for  trial.  He 
was  ultimately  acquitted.  Prior  to  the  proceedings  the  trustee 
obtained  the  sanction  of  the  committee  of  inspection  to  the  pro- 
stcntion  and  to  the  employment  of  Adams  &  Adams  as  his 
fiolicifors  in  the  matter.  The  taxing  master  haying  declined  to 
tax  the  solicitors'  bill  of  costs  on  the  ground  that  no  order  to 
pioGecute  was  obtained  under  sect.  16  of  the  Debtors  Act,  1869, 
the  trustee  now  applied  for  an  order  that  the  costs  m*ght  be 
taxed  and  paid  out  of  the  estate. 

Muir  Mackenzie,  for  the  application. 

WsiOHT  J.  declined  to  make  the  order.  If  the  trustee  had 
tee  his  duty  and  obtained  the  leave  of  the  Court  under 
sect  16  of  the  Debtors  Act,  1869,  the  costs  of  the  prosecution 
would  have  been  paid  out  of  the  public  funds.  It  was  very 
undesirable  that  a  trustee  should,  without  obtaining  the  leave 
of  the  Court  under  the  section,  embark  on  a  speculative  prose- 
cution, 

^^d\oT^:  Adams  A  Adams,  H.  L   F. 


Bacliley  J.  June  6. 

Sutton  v,  English  and  Colonial  Fbodugx  Compant. 

Company — Director—  Qualification  shares — Holding  shares  "  in 
his  own  rightJ" 

The  company  was  incorporated  in  1931.  Its  articles  of  asso- 
mtioQ  provided  (103)  that  the  plaintiff  should  ba  one  of  its 
Srst  directors;  (104)  that  the  qualification  of  a  director  should 
be  the  holding  "in  his  own  right"  of  100  shares ;  (116rf)  that  the 
office  of  a  director  should  ba  vacated  if  he  ceased  to  hold  the 
qualifying  number  of  shares.  On  the  25th  of  April,  1902,  the 
plaintiff,  being  then  the  registered  owner  of  1000  shares,  was 
cicladed  from  the  board  of  directors  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
become  disqualified  under  the  following  circumstances:  In 
1888  he  was  adjudicated  a  bankrupt,  and  he  never  obtained  his 
discharge.  On  the  14th  of  April,  1902,  his  trustee  in  bank- 
^V<^J  gave  the  company  notice  to  forthwith  register  him  as 
lolder  of  the  1000  shares,  and  by  a  telegram  and  letter  of  the 
16th  of  April  he  modified  this  by  stating  that,  although  he 
citimed  the  shares  as  property  vested  in  him  by  law,  he  did  not 
wk  for  the  actual  transfer  for  a  few  days,  but  wished  to  have  a 
&t  of  the  shareholders,  as  he  purposed  offering  the  shares  to 
flie  shareholders. 

The  phiintiff  brought  an  action  in  which  he  moved  for  an 
bjnnction  to  restrain  the  company  and  the  other  directors  from 
(xcladisg  him  from  acting  as  a  director. 

Bamdl  and  Macklin,  for  the  plaintiff. 

tH,  Terrdl,  K.C.,  and  J.  D.  Israel,  for  the  defendants. 
tecKLET  J.  said  the  effect  of  what  the  trustee  did  was  that 
cUimed  the  shares  as  his,  but  pDstpmed  his  decisi  m  whether 
be  would  be  registered  himself  or  have  some  nominee  registered 
M  transferee.  And,  after  referring  to  Pulhrook  v.  Richmond 
CmolidaUd  Mining  Company,  (1878)  9  Oh.  D.  610;  Bainbndge 
r.  Smith,  (1889)  41  Ch.  D.  462;  Cooper  v.  Griffin,  [1892]  1  Q.  B. 
740, 750;  and  Howard  v.  Sadler,  [1893]  1  Q.  B.  1,  he  said  that 
(be  decision  of  Jessel  M  B.  in  the  first-named  cise  was  not 
WW  open  to  question.     Negatively,  the  holder  "  in  his  own 


right  "need  nob  be  beneficial  owner.  What^  affirmatively,  he 
must  be  was  answered  by  Lindley  L  J.  in  Bainbridge  v.  Smith, 
He  must  be  a  person  who  held  shares  in  such  a  way  that  the 
company  could  safely  deal  with  him  in  respect  of  his  shares 
whatever  his  interest  might  bo  in  the  shares.  Holding  in  a 
representative  character  would  not  do.  Holding  ai  trustee 
without  beneficial  ownership  would  do,  but  the  holder  must  eo 
hold  as  that  the  company  could  safely  deal  with  him  as  owner. 
After  the  trustee's  notices  the  company  could  not  have  safely 
dealt  with  the  plaintiff  in  respect  of  his  shares  in  disr^ari  of 
the  trustee's  claim.  The  plaintiff  did  not  hold  the  shares  in 
his  own  right,  and  had  become  disqualified,  and  his  cla*m  to  an 
injunction  failed 
Solicitors:  Churchman  &  Winser;  Dyson,  Smith  &  Marchant. 

F.  E. 


Joyce  J. 


Pbyck  Jones  v,  Williams. 


June  13. 


Vendor  and  purchaser — Lease — Conditions  of  sale — Title — Time 
limited  for  requisitions  —  Waiver  of  objection — Outstanding 
legal  estate  in  the  Crown, 

In  April,  1884,  two  leases  were  granted  to  a  company  formed 
in  1869  called  the  Van  Mining  Company.  Subsequently,  in 
1881,  this  company  was  wound  up  for  the  purpose  of  being  re- 
constructed, and  a  new  company  of  the  same  name  was 
forme  i.  The  new  company  purchased  all  the  assets  of 
the  old  company  including  the  leases;  but  there  was  no 
formal  assignment  to  the  new  company,  and  consequently 
the  legal  estate  in  the  leases  did  not  piss  to  the  new  com- 
pany. The  old  c^mpany  was  dissolved  in  due  course.  In 
1891  the  second  Van  Mining  Company  was  reconstructed,  and 
a  third  company  of  the  same  name  was  formed,  and  there 
was  a  sale  of  the  assets  of  the  second  company  to  the  third 
company,  but  again  no  formal  assignment.  Then  the  third 
company  was  ordered  to  be  wound  up,  and  a  sale  under  the 
direc'ion  of  the  Courb  was  ordered  in  a  debenture-holders* 
action.  Accordingly  these  leases  were  put  up  for  sale  by 
auction,  but  were  not  sold,  and  they  were  subsequently  pur- 
chased by  private  contract,  subject  to  the  conditions  of  sale  so 
far  as  applicable.  Condition  6  requirel  the  purchaser  to  deliver 
requisitions  within  a  specified  time,  and  provided  that  in  this 
respect  time  was  to  be  deemed  of  the  essence  of  the  contract. 
The  purchaser  did  not  deliver  any  requisitions  within  the  pre- 
scribed time,  but  he  afterwards  objected  that  the  vendors  had 
made  no  title  to  the  leases,  inasmuch  as  the  legal  estate  was 
outstanding. 

This  was  a  summons  by  the  vendors  in  effect  asking  that 
the  purchaser  m'ght  b3  ord  rad  to  complete  the  contract. 
They  contended  that  the  purchaser  must  be  deemed  to  have 
accepted  the  title,  since  his  objection  was  out  of  time,  and  he 
was  in  no  danger  whether  the  legal  estate  was  vested  in  the 
Crown  as  bona  vacantia  or  reverted  to  the  lessor;  and  they 
offered  to  procure  the  consent  of  the  lessor  to  the  transfer. 

R,  J.  Parker,  for  the  vendors. 

Dunham,  fox  the  purchaser. 

JoTOE  J.  was  of  opinion  that  the  legal  estate  wa?  outstanding 
ia  the  Crown.  He  thought  that  the  purchaser  could  not  insist 
upon  his  objection,  since  it  was  mide  out  of  time  and  did  not  go 
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to  tho  root  of  the  title.  The  purchaser  would  get  a  good  equit- 
able title,  and  he  could  no  doubt  obtain  the  legal  estate  from 
the  Crown  by  applying  in  the  proper  quarter  and  paying  the 
requisite  fec& 

Solicitors :  Bunk,  Mellor  &  Norris,  for  E.  Powell,  Newtown ; 
Vallance,  Dirkbtck  &  Barnard.  H.  B.  H. 


In  his  opinion,  the  phrase  must  include  all  works  authorized  by 
the  provisional  order,  and  the  binding  contracts  entered  into 
by  the  corporation  were  a  substantial  commencement  of  theso 
works.    The  action  mast  be  dismissed  with  costs. 
Solicitors:  Sydney  Morse;  Lowell,  Son  &  Pitfield. 

J.  R.  B. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  Jane  13, 14. 

Attorney-Gkneral  v.  Matob,  Ac,  op  Bournemouth. 

Tramway — Commencement  of  works — Cesser  of  powers — Evi- 
dence-' Tramways  Act,  1870  (33  «fe  31  Vict.  c.  78),  «.  18. 

The  Bournemouth  Corporation  had  powers  under  a  pro- 
visional order,  confirmed  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  came 
into  operation  on  the  Gth  of  August,  1900,  to  construct  certain 
tramways  within  their  borough  and  to  work  them  by  electric 
power.  The  order  incoriwrated  the  Tramways  Act,  1870, 
which  provides  (sect.  18)  that  "if  within  one  year  from  the 
date  of  the  order,  the  works  are  not  substantially  commenced, 
the  power  given  by  the  order  to  the  promoters  for  executing 
such  works  shall  cease."  The  same  section  also  provides  "  that  a 
notice  purporting  to  be  published  by  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
.  •  .  the  work  has  not  been  substantially  commenced  shall  be 
conclusive  evidence  of  such  non-commencement." 

This  action  was  brought  on  the  8th  of  March,  1902,  by  the 
Attorney-General  on  the  relation  of  the  Poole  and  District 
Electric  Traction  Company,  and  the  company,  who  claimed  a 
special  interest  in  the  matter  undor  their  Act,  to  restrain  the 
corporation  from  proceeding  with  the  construction  of  their 
tramway,  on  the  ground  that  they  had  not  substantially  com- 
menced the  work  within  twelve  months  from  the  date  of  their 
order.  The  evidence  shewed  that  the  corporation  had  within 
the  year  done  no  work  to  the  tramway  itself,  but  had  adopted 
a  scheme  for  its  construction,  obtained  powers  to  borrow  a  loan 
for  that  purpose,  completed  the  purchase  of  land  as  a  site  for  a 
generating  station  and  cffices,  and  entered  into  binding  con- 
tracts with  responsible  firms  for  tho  supply  of  dynamos  and 
plant  for  the  tramways  and  of  electric  cars.  These  contracts 
provided  that  the  work  should  be  commenced  at  once. 

Warminglon,  K,C,,  and  R.  J,  Parker,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Vernon  Smith,  K,C.y  and  Church,  for  tho  defindants,  con- 
tended that  the  only  admissible  evidence  of  non- commencement 
of  the  work  was  the  notice  of  the  Board  of  Trade  referred  to  in 
sect.  18  of  the  Tramways  Act,  1870,  and  In  re  Dudley  and 
Kxngswinford  Tramways  Company,  (1893)  69  L.  T.  (NS.)  711. 
But  in  any  case  work  had  betn  substantially  commenced. 

Warmingion,  K.C,  in  reply.  No  authorities  seem  to  have 
been  cited  to  Kekewich  J.  in  the  ca^e  citoJ  ;  it  is  inconsistent 
with  the  practice  under  similar  clauses  in  other  statutes :  Beg. 
V,  Thomas,  (1870)  22  L.  T.  138 ;  Yarmouth  v.  Ventnor  Railway, 
[1871]  W.  N.  233. 

Swinfen  Eadt  J.  said  that  if  it  were  necessary  to  decide  the 
point  he  should  follow  the  decision  of  Eekewich  J.  as  that  of  a 
judge  of  co-ordinate  jurisdiction,  without  expressing  his  own 
opinion ;  but  that  the  question  did  not  arise,  for  ho  was  satisfied 
that  there  had  been  a  substantial  commencement  of  the  works. 
It  wou7d  be  too  narrow  a  construction  to  limit  the  meaning  of 
the  works  in  sect.  18  to  works  upon  tie  actual  tram-lino  itself* 


CROWN  CASES  RESERVED. 


C.  C.R. 


The  King  v.  Plummeb. 


Jane  I 


Criminal  law — Conspiracy — Indictment  against  tujo  or  monfi 
conspiring  together — Plea  of  ** guilty"  by  one — Acquittal  of  i 
others — Conviction  and  serit-ence  on  plea  of  "  guilty  **  hy  the  ofl 
whether  valid — Jurisdiction  to  allow  prisoner  to  withdraw  pk 
of  "  guilty  "  be/ore  sentence. 

Case  stated  for  the  opinion  of  the  G^urt  for  the  ConsideratknT 
of  Crown  Cases  Reserved  by  the  chairman  of  the  Berk^biro 
Quarter  Sessi  ms. 

Throe  defendants,  Plummer,  Fenton,  and  Whe:ler,  were 
jointly  indicted  at  the  quarter  sessions  for  conspiring  together 
to  obtain  by  false  pretences  largo  sums  of  money  from  the 
Conservators  of  the  River  Thames.  Plummer  pleaded  "guilty" 
to  this  charge.  Fenton  and  Wheeler  pleaded  "not  giiiitj," 
and  the  jury  acquitted  them  both.  Immediately  after  the 
verdict  of  "  not  guilty  "  in  favour  of  Fenton  and  Wheeler  bad 
been  recorded,  Piammer's  counsel  contended  that  Plununer 
could  not  be  convicted  and  punished  on  the  indictment;  asd 
must  be  acquitted.  The  chairman  overruled  that  contentioD, 
whereupon  Plummer's  counsel  asked  for  leave  to  withdraw 
the  plea  of  "  guilty,"  and  to  plead  "  not  guilty."  The  chainma 
refused  to  grant  leave,  being  of  opinion  that  he  had  no  power 
so  to  do,  and  then  proceeded  to  pass  sentence  upon  Plummer. 

The  questions  for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  were— (1)  whether 
under  the  above  circumstances  a  conviction  could  be  reccrdcd 
and  judgment  passed  against  Plummer;  (2)  whether  the  C^urt 
of  quarter  sesfcions  had  jurisdiction  to  permit  him  to  Mithdi»» 
his  plea  and  plead  "not  guilty*';  and  (8),  if  the  Court  of 
quarter  sessions  was  wrong  in  giving  judgment  and  passiig 
sentence,  what  course  ought  to  have  been  taken. 

Dickens,  E.G.  {A.  J.  David  with  him),  appeared  for  the 
defendant  Plummer. 

n.  C.  Biron  and  W.  Frampton  appeared  to  watch  the  case  for 
the  Thames  Conservators,  but  were  not  instructed  to  argae. 

Cur,  adv.  vult 

June  14.    The  Couht  (Lord  Alverstone  C. J.,  Wright,  Bn 
Darling  and  Jelf  J  J.)  held  that  the  conviction  recorded  ag 
Plummer  was  bad  and  most  be  quashed,  and  also  thfttj 
Court  of  quarter  cessions  had  power,  before  sentence,  to  i 
Plununer  to  withdraw  his  plea  aLd  plead  "  not  guiltj.** 

Conviction  qMOS^^' 

Solicitors  for  defendant:  Bookertons,  fur  Brain  &  i?^ 
Beading. 

Solicitor  for  prosecution :  The  Solicitor  of  the  Thames  Of^ 
servators.  W.  A. 
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l^OTICE  TO  SOIiICITOBa 


With  the  view  of  insuring  the  greatest  possible  accuracy  and 
rapidity  in  the  various  publications  connected  wiih  the  Law 
Beports,  the  Council  wiU  he  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
application  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Council 
mil  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
Papers,  together  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
names  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
tavK  time,  the  Council  thankfully  acknowledge  the  assistance 
(k^  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
femon  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 
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Swindon  Steamship  Company,  Limited.     Appeal  from  Diviaioual 

Courfe.    Allowed. 
The  Dowlais.    Dowlais  Steamship  Comp:iny,  Limited  v.  Budd  &  Co^ 
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London  County  Council  v.  Uir^an  Didricl  Council  of  Acton,    Appeal 

from  Bidley  J.    Part  heard. 
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Supreme  Court  of  5ubtcature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A. 


In  re  A  Debtor. 
Ex  parte  Smith. 


June  20. 


bankruptcy — Bankruptcy  notice — Judgment  debt — Stay  of  execu- 
tiojw— Seizure  hy  Sh^ff — Withdrawal — No  return  to  writ — 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  (46  <fc  47  Vict.  c.  52),  s.  4,  9uh-s.  1  0). 

Appeal  against  an  order  of  the  registrar  setting  aside  a  bank- 
ruptcy notice. 

On  the  11th  of  February  the  judgment  creditor  issued  a  fi, 
fa,  upon  his  judgment,  and  the  sheriff  seized  goods  in  a  house 
in  which  the  debtor  resided  with  his  wife.  On  the  14th  of 
February  notice  was  given  to  the  sheriff  by  solicitors,  who 
were  acting  for  the  wife  and  for  the  trustees  of  the  debtor's 
matriage  settlement,  that  the  wife  claimed  as  her  property 
some  of  the  goods  which  had  been  seized,  and  that  the  trustees 
^claimed  the  remainder.  On  the  18th  of  February,  at  2.15  p.m , 
the  sheriff,  in  pursuaDC3  of  instructions  from  the  judgment 
creditor's  solicitor,  withdrew  from  possession.  The  sheriff  did 
not  make  any  return  to  the  writ.  On  this  same  day,  about 
8.50  p.m.,  the  judgment  creditor  issue!  against  the  debtor  a 
bankruptcy  notice  for  the  whole  of  the  judgment  debt.  On  the 
debtor's  application,  the  registrar  set  aside  the  notice,  on  the 
ground  that,  as  the  sheriff  had  made  no  return,  there  was 
nothing  to  shew  whether  the  debt  bad  been  satisfied  in  whole 
or  in  part  by  the  leyy.  The  registrar  was  of  opinion  that  he 
was  bound  by  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  an  un- 
reported case :  In  re  Cochrane  (&[arch  9, 1900). 

The  judgment  creditor  appealed. 

Herbert  Seed,  K.C.,  and  Bartley  Denniss,  for  the  appellant. 

Muir  Mackenzie,  for  the  debtor. 

The  Court  (Vaughan  Williams,  Eomer,  and  Stirling  L.JJ.) 
allowed  the  appeal. 

Vaughan  Williams  L.J.  (who  read  the  judgment  of  the 
Court)  said  that  Miller  v.  Pamell,  (1815)  6  Taunt.  370,  was  a 
plain  authority  for  the  proposition  that,  if  a  judgment  creditor 
caused  the  sheriff  to  execute  his  Ji.  fa,  by  seizure,  he  could  not 
have  a  writ  of  ca.  sa,  till  the  fi.  fa.  had  been  completely  executed 
and  returned,  even  though  the  execution  creditor  abandoned 
the  seizure.  This  case  was  recognised  as  good  law  in  Chapman 
V.  Bowlby,  (1841)  8  M.  &  W.  249,  and  in  Andrews  v.  Saunderson, 
(1857)  1  H.  &  N.  725,  in  which  it  was  unsuccessfully  argued 
that  the  rule  against  the  issue  of  a  newfi.fa.  had  no  application 
unless  EomethiDg  had  been  realized  under  the  first  execution. 
It  was  to  be  observed  that  in  Beploe  v.  Qalliers,  (1820)  4  Moore, 
163,  it  seemed  to  bo  assumed  that  there  might  be  a  second  writ, 
if  the  goods  seized  under  the  first  had  been  restored  to  the 
judgment  debtor.  But  that  case  could  not  be  taken  to  have 
overruled  Miller  v.  Parnell,  which  was  acted  on  in  Andrews  v. 
Saunderson,  and  in  many  other  cases  ^ioce  Peploe  v.  Qalliers.  And 
the  authority  of  Miller  v.  Parnell  did  not  seem  to  be  impaired 
by  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Lee  v.  Dangar,  [1892] 
2  Q.  B.  337.  But,  on  the  facts  of  the  present  case,  his  Lordship 
tliought  that  Miller  v.  Parnell  had  no  application.    It  appeared 


to  him  on  the  evidence  that  no  goods  of  the  debtor  were  seizei 
Miller  v.  Parnell,  in  his  Lordship's  opinion,  applied  only  in  caw 
in  which  there  had  been  a  seizure  of  goods  of  the  judgment 
debtor,  i.e.,  of  goods  which  the  writ  directed  and  authoriaj 
the  sheriff  to  seize,  and  it  had  no  application  if  the  seizuie 
of  the  goods  of  a  stranger.    In  Andrews  v.  Saunderson,  P< 
C.B.  pointed  out  that,  on  the  question  whether  a  second 
could  issue  without  a  return  to  the  first,  the  test  was,  not  wl 
there  had  been  a  substantive  levy,  but  whether  anything  had 
done  which  rendered  the  existence  of  the  writ  necessary  for  A 
justification  of  the  sheriff.    It  followed  that  the  principle! 
Miller  v.  Parnell  would  not  make  the  issue  of  a  second  writi 
fi.  fa.  illegal  or  irregular  in  a  case  in  which  the  seizure  b 
been  of  goods  other  than  those  of  the  judgment  debtor,  I 
neither  the  writ,  nor  anything  which  the  sheriff  purported  1 
do  under  it,  could  justify  him  if  he  had  seized  thegooderf 
stranger.     In  his  Lordship's  judgment,  the  seizure  by  fl 
sheriff  of  the  goods  of  a  stranger  not  only  did  not  makefl 
issue  of  a  first  writ,  e.g.,  in  another  county,  wrong,  but  alsodi 
not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  seizure  by  the  sheriff  null 
the  existing  writ  of  any  goods  of  the  debtor  within  his  bailiwii 
which  consequently  fell  within  the  direction  in  the  writ  Tl 
seizure  of  the  goods  of  a  stranger  might,  of  course,  prerenll 
issue  of  a  fresh  writ,  or  further  proceedings  under  the  er'^'" 
writ,  if  the  sheriff  interpleaded,  because  in  such  a  case 
was  either  an  express  stay  by  the  interpleader  order,  or 
implied  stay  by  the  pendency  of  the  summons.    The  result 
that  in  the  present  case  the  judgment  creditor  had  a  rigtt 
serve  the  bankruptcy  notice,  for  there  was  no  stay,  expws 
implied,  and  the  sheriff  had  not  realized  anything  by  ' 
seizure  or  the  sale  of  the  debtor's  goods  for  which  he  wa? ' 
to  account,  or  to  make  a  deduction  from  the  judgment 
mentioned  in  the  bankruptcy  notice ;  nor  was  the  sheriff, 
had  he  ever  been,  in  possession  of  the  goods  of  the  ju^i 
debtor. 
Solicitors:  John  Westcott;  George  Twynam.  W.L.C 


Ibfgb  Court  of  Justice. 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


KekewichJ.  June  11,11 

Jabbah  Timber  and  Wood  Paving  Cobpobation,  Limit©  ^ 

Samuel. 

Mortgage— Stock— Clog  on  equity  of  redemption— Option  ^ 
purchase  mortgaged  stock. 

The  defendant  advanced  to  the  plaintiffs  the  sum  of  50W 
on  the  terms  of  a  letter,  whereby  they  agreed  to  secure  * 
repayment  with  interest  by  the  transfer  of  30,000^  debeatrt 
stock,  and  the  defendant  stipulated,  first,  that  a  nomioee  of  M 
should  join  the  pkintiffs'  board ;  secondly,  that  he  should  \^ 
the  option  of  purchasing  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the  deb* 
ture  stock  at  40  per  cent  at  any  time  within  twelve  ^^^^ 
and,  thirdly,  that  in  the  event  of  the  plaintiffs'  undertab* 
being  disposed  of,  he  should  ba  entitled  to  underwrite  net 
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capital  at  a  fixed  commission.  It  was  also  stipnlated  that  the 
adrance  vas  to  become  due  and  payable  with  interest  at  thirty 
days'  notice  on  either  side.  The  stock  was  duly  transferred. 
The  question  was  whether  the  option  to  purchase  constituted  a 
clog  or  fetter  on  the  plaintiffs'  right  to  redeem. 

Warrinffion,  K.C.,  and  Martdli,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

P.  0.  Lawrencp,  K.C,^  and  Manning,  for  the  defendant 

Cur,  adv,  vuU, 

June  18.  KsKBWiOH  J.  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  stipu- 
lation that  the  defendant  should  for  twelye  months  baye  an 
cption  to  imichase  the  mortgaged  stock  at  a  certain  pric3  was  a 
clog  or  fetter  on  the  plaintiffs'  right  to  redeem.  His  Lordship  re- 
ferred to  2lo€tkes  &  Co.  v.  Rice,  [1902]  A.  0. 24,  where  Lord  Dayey 
<at  p.  34)  says :  ''  The  principle  is  this—that  a  mortgage  must 
isot  be  conyerted  into  something  else,  and  when  once  you  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  a  stipulation  for  the  benefit  of  the  mortr 
^agee  is  part  of  the  mortgage  transaction,  it  is  bat  part  of  his 
ficcority,  and  necessarily  comes  to  an  end  on  payment  off  of  the 
loan."  It  was  not  arguable  tbat  the  stipulation  now  in  question 
was  not  part  of  the  mortgage  transaction,  and  part  of  the 
Aecuritj.  It  was  fo  expressed  on  the  face  of  the  contract ;  and 
of  ooarEO  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  mortgagee.  Therefore,  to 
use  Lord  Dayey*s  phrase,  it  necessarily  came  to  an  end  on  pay- 
zcdQt  off  of  the  loan.  It  was  rather  an  extrayagant  instance  of 
«  clog  or  fetter  of  a  right  to  redeem,  inasmuch  as  it  interfered 

with  ihb  ownership  of  the  yery  property  which  was  made  the 
security  for  the  loan.  The  plaintiffs  were  therefore  entitled  to 
a  declaration  that  the  stipulation  was  yo:d,  and  that  they  were 
entitled  to  redeem  on  payment  of  whatever  was  due,  with  con- 
sequent relief. 

Solicitors:  H,  Percy  Becker;  Bale,  Newman  &  JBood, 

C.  C.  M.  D. 


Wright  J. 


In  re  Lawfobd  &  Lawbbngb. 
Ex  jparte  The  Tbustxi. 


June  12. 


Bankruptcy — Fledge  of  ehatteh  by  debtors  for  loan  repayable  on  a 
^fixed  date— Redemption  of  pledged  chattels  on  the  stipulated  date 
— Delivery  up  of  chattels  by  pledgee  with  notice  of  act  of  bank- 
rupicy— Bankruptcy  of  debtors— Fraud  of  debtors-^Title  of 
trustee— Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  (46  &  47  Vict,  c  62),  s.  49. 

This  was  a  motion  by  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy  against  one 
Ward  claiming  the  delivery  of  certain  chattels,  or  payment  of  the 
value  of  them,  under  these  circumstances.  In  and  prior  to  1900 
thedebtors  traded  as  cab  proprietors  at  Butland  Gate.  On  the  14th 
<rf  September,  1900,  they  pledged  with  Ward,  who  was  a  dealer 
in  cabs,  a  number  of  vehicles  on  a  memorandum  of  deposit  for 
a  loftn  of  about  450^  then  made  to  them,  to  be  repaid  with 
interest  on  the  26th  of  October  following.  On  the  27th  of 
September  they  made  a  further  pledge  of  vehicles  with  Ward 
Cor  a  loan  of  120^.,  to  be  repaid  with  interest  on  the  11th  of 
.  Noy^nber  following.  On  the  26th  of  October  one  Goss  came  to 
Ward  with  a  written  authority  from  the  debtor  stating  that  he 
liad  purchased  the  vehicles,  and  he  paid  off  Ward  and  took 
ddivery  of  the  vehicles  pledged  on  the  14th  of  September,  On 
this  occasion  Ward  had  notice  that  the  debtors  had  committed 
an  act  of  bankruptcy  on  the  previous  6th  of  October.  On  the 
nth  of  November  Gjes  came  again  with  a  written  authority 
'com  the  debtors,  and^  as  purchaser  of  the  vehicles  pledged  on 


the  17th  of  September,  arranged  with  Ward  to  extend  the  date 
for  repayment  of  the  120J.  and  interest  to  the  11th  of  January 
following.  On  the  28th  of  November  a  bankruptcy  petition 
was  presented  against  the  debtors,  on  which  a  receiving  order 
was  made  on  the  9bh  of  January  following;  adjudication 
followed,  and  on  the  29  th  of  January  the  trustee  was  appointed. 
On  the  11th  of  January  Goss  paid  Ward  (who  had  notice  of  the 
receiving  order)  the  loan  on  the  pledge  of  the  27th  of  September, 
and  took  delivery  of  the  vehicles,  and  on  the  28th  of  January 
he  sold  all  the  vehicles.  The  debtors  were  prosecuted  for 
fraud  and  convicted,  and  were  undergoing  terms  of  imprison- 
ment The  trustee  now  claimed  that,  by  virtue  of  the  doctrine 
of  relation  back,  the  property  in  the  vehicles  pledged  with 
Ward  had  vested  in  him,  and  that  under  the  circumstances  he 
was  entitled,  as  against  Ward,  to  delivery  of  the  vehicles  or 
payment  of  ^eir  value  less  the  loans. 

Carrington  and  F,  Mellor,  for  the  trustee. 

Muir  Mackenzie  and  Q,  Lushington,  for  Ward. 

Wright  J.  said  it  was  an  important  case.  It  was  clear  that 
Ward  knew  of  the  act  of  bankruptcy  of  the  6th  of  October, 
when  he  was  paid  off,  and  that  the  trustee's  title  related  back 
to  that  date,  and  therefore  Ward  was  not  protected  by  sect.  49 
of  the  Act,  It  was  also  clear  that  Goss  was  in  collusion  with 
ihe  debtors,  and  was  fraudulent  in  all  that  he  did;  but  Ward 
acted  in  good  faith  and  was  no  party  to  any  fraud*  Although 
the  trustee  by  relation  back  took  the  debtors'  interest  in  the 
pledged  goods  from  October  the  6  th,  he  took  subjest  to  the  con- 
tracts with  Ward,  who  had  a  right  to  discharge  himself  of  his 
liabilities  under  those  contracts  when  he  was  paid  off  on  the 
dates  fixed  by  the  memorandums.  He  had  no  option.  He  held 
the  goods  on  the  very  terms  that  he  should  return  them  when 
he  was  paid  off.  If  ho  had  refused  to  do  so  he  would  have  had 
no  answer  to  an  action  for  damiges  for  trover.  If  he  had  not 
been  paid  and  had  kept  his  securities  he  could  have  enforced 
them  against  the  trustee.  Under  the  circumstances  Ward  was 
not  liable,  but  it  was  not  a  case  for  costs. 

Solicitors :  C.  Jennings ;  George  Reader  &  Co.  H.  L.  F. 


Buckley  J. 


In  re  Baneks. 
Betkolds  v.  Ellis. 


June  12. 


Settlement— Agreement  to  settle  after-acquired  property— Bequest 
to  separate  use — Restraint  on  anticipation — Marriage  vjitk 
foreigner — Domicil — Law  applicable. 

In  1878  Mrs.  Anderton,  a  widow  domiciled  in  England,  was 
engaged  to  be  married  to  Angelo  Favaroni,  an  officer  in  the 
Italian  Army.  On  the  28th  of  March,  1878,  they  executed  in 
Italy  a  marriage  settlement  in  common  English  form  of  3000/. 
belonging  to  Mrs.  Anderton,  and  the  settlement  contained  a 
coTonant  that  if  she  then  was,  or  if  during  the  then  intended 
coverture  she  or  Mr.  Favaroni  in  her  right  should  at  one  time 
and  from  one  source  become  entitled  to  any  real  or  personal 
property  of  the  value  of  100/.  or  upwards,  it  should  be  vested  in 
the  trustee  upon  the  trusts  of  the  settlement.  The  evidence 
proved  that  this  settlement  was  void  under  Italian  law,  because 
it  was  not  executed  before  a  notary  public  and  it  altered  the 
order  of  succession.  The  marriage  took  place  in  Italy,  and 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  Favaroni  lived  in  that  country.  There  were  no 
children  of  the  marriage.    In  1898  the  0  jurt.  of  Florence  made 
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a  decree  approvisg  of  a  yoInDtary  separation  between  Mr.  and 
Mnu  Fayaronij  and  since  that  date  they  had  liyed  apart  from 
one  another.  In  1881  Mr.  Bankes,  the  father  of  Mrs.  Favaroni, 
died,  haying  bequeathed  a  leasehold  house  and  fomitaie  to  his 
wife  for  life  and  then  to  Mrs.  Fayaroni,  and  a  legacy  of  603Z.  to 
the  latter,  and  with  a  declaration  that  all  personal  estate  made 
payable  to  a  female  should  daring  any  coyerture  be  paid  to  her 
for  her  separate  use  when  the  same  became  payable,  and  so  that 
she  should  not  haye  power  to  deprive  herself  of  the  benefit 
thereof  by  anticipation.  Mrs.  Bankes  died  in  1899,  haying  by 
her  will  bequeathed  1000/.  to  Mrs.  Fayaroni.  Questions  aroee 
whether  these  legacies  were  caught  by  the  provision  to  settle 
after-acquired  property  in  the  settlement. 

Buckmaster,  K.C!,  and  8.  B.  L.  Di^uce,  for  the  trustee. 

Astbury,  K.C.y  and  T.  T.  Metkold,  for  Mr.  Favaroni. 

H.  Terrell,  K.G.,  and  P.  F.  Stokes,  for  Mrs.  Favaroni,  con- 
tended that  whether  the  ECttlement  was  governed  by  English 
or  Italian  law,  she  was  entitled  to  have  the  property  handed 
over  to  her  free  from  the  settlement 

0.  If.  Cflare,  for  the  executor  of  Mrs.  Bankes. 

Buckley  J.  said  that  under  In  re  Bown,  (1884)  27  Gh.  D.  411, 
the  restraint  on  anticipation  directed  by  the  will  of  Mr.  Bankes 
only  enured  till  the  date  of  payment  When  that  date  arrived 
Mrs.  Favaroni  could  take  the  money  and  spend  it,  and,  if  she 
could  do  that,  she  could  by  her  settlement  bind  herself  not  to 
spend,  but  to  settle  the  property.  The  decision  in  In  re  Gurreyt 
(1886)  32  Gh.  D.  861,  did  not  apply  to  legacies  in  this  form. 
The  question  whether  the  lOCO?.  was  caught  by  the  covenant 
was  not  covered  by  Davenport  v.  Marshall,  [1902]  1  Oh.  82, 
for  the  evidence  shewed  that  by  Italian  law  the  separation  did 
not  put  Mrs.  Favaroni  in  the  position  of  a  feme  sole,  and  in 
fact  that  neither  the  marriage  nor  the  separation  affected  her 
property.  Therefore  all  the  l^acies  were  bound  by  the 
covenant. 

The  question  was  then  argued  whether  the  law  of  England  or 
of  Italy  applied  to  the  settlement. 

Buckley  J.  said  that  the  instrument  was  in  English  form, 
the  wife  was  domiciled  in  England,  the  settlement  provided 
that  the  trust  funds  which  were  then  invested  on  an  English 
mortgage  should  when  realized  be  invested  on  English  securi- 
ties, and  unless  the  settlement  was  under  English  law  it  was 
void.  The  matrimonial  domicil  was  Italian,  but  on  the  facts 
it  must  be  taken  that  the  parties  agreed  that  the  settlement 
should  be  treated  as  English.  Mrs.  Favaroni  was  able  to  bind 
herself  in  this  way  at  the  date  of  the  settlement,  and  was  bound 
by  the  clause. 

Solicitors :  Woodcock,  Ryland  &  Parker,  for  Alan  8.  Reynolds, 
Liverpool;  W,  H,  Winterhotham ;  Crosse  <fc  Sons;  Bowdiffes, 
Bawle  &  Co,,  for  Peace  &  Ellis,  Wigan.  H.  C.  R 


KING'S  BBNOH  DIYIBION. 


K.  B.  D. 


BUDD-SOOTT  V.  DaNIELL. 


Jane  IS 


Landlord  and  tenant — Implied  covenant  for  quiet  enjoyment-^ 
"  Agrees  to  let." 

Appeal  of  the  defendant  from  the  judge  of  the  Bzigbta 
County  Court. 

By  a  writing  not  under  seal  the  plaintiff  "agreed  to  let 
the  defendant  a  furnished  house  for  a  year.  At  the  date  of  th 
agreement  the  plaintiff  was  under  an  obligation,  by  the  pn 
visions  of  a  private  Act  of  Parliament,  to  paint  the  outside  ( 
the  house  daring  that  year.  The  oounty  court  judge  fono 
that,  when  the  house  was  let,  the  plaintiff  had  forgotten  that 
was  the  year  for  painting  the  outside,  and  that  the  painting  < 
the  house  during  the  year  rendered  it  necessary  for  the  defei 
dant  to  leave  the  house  for  a  fortnight.  In  an  action  by  tl 
plaintiff  for  dilapidations,  the  defendant  counter-claimed  f< 
breach  of  an  implied  covenant  for  quiet  enjoyment  Tt 
county  court  judge  held  that  he  was  bound  by  the  opinio 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Baynes  v.  Lloyd,  [1895]  2  Q.  B.  61 
to  hold  that,  as  the  tenancy  agreement  did  not  contain  ti 
word  "demise,"  no  covenant  for  quiet  enjoyment  conid 
implied,  and  gave  judgment  for  the  plaintiff  on  the  oonnte 
claim. 

E.  E,  Humphreys,  for  the  defendant 

ff.  Jacobs,  for  the  plaintiff. 

The  Court  (Lord  Al verstone  C. J.,  Darling  and  Channell  J. 
held,  first,  that,  upon  an  agreement  to  let  a  house,  a  cotena 
for  quiet  enjoyment  was  to  be  implied  from  the  mere  relatii 
ship  of  landlord  and  tenant,  whether  the  word  "  demise "w 
used  or  not;  and,  secondly,  that  the  finding  of  the  county  cot 
judge  that  the  defendant  had  to  leave  the  house  dnring  1 
painting  was  conclusive  as  to  there  having  been  a  breach 
such  implied  covenant,  that  being  a  question  of  fact. 

Dictum  in  Baynes  &  Co.  v.  Lloyd  &  Sons,  [1895]  2  Q.  B.  6 
dissented  from. 

Bandy  v.  CaHvoright,  (1863)  8  Ex.  918,  and  Ball  v.  0»^f 
London  Brewery  Company,  (1862)  2  B.  &  S.  737,  foUowed. 

Appeal  allov^i 

Solicitors  for  the  defendant :  Bowdiffes,  Bawle  &  Co.,  for  ^* 
Champion,  Sons  <fc  Hart,  Brighton. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiff:  Biggs,  Roche  <fc  Co.,  for  -Btfat*^ 
Berkeley,  Brighton.  ^• 


Digitized  by 


Google 


July  5,  1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


131 


Iff'OTIGE  TO  80LICIT0B& 


With  the  view  of  ineuring  the  greatest  pasnhle  accuracy  and 
n^ity  in  the  varioua  publications  connected  with  the  Law 
Reports,  the  Council  will  he  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
applieation  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Council 
toiU  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
Pt^persy  together  mih  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
names  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
9wne  Hme^  the  Council  thankfully  acknowledge  the  assistance 
ikey  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fession in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
I  reports. 
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COURT  I. 

Tuesday.  June  24. 

Marshall  r.  Royal  Exchange  Assurance  Corporation.     Appeal  from 

Bidley  and  Fhillimore  J  J.    Cur.  adv.  vult, 
Wertheim  ▼.  Thomas  Owen  &  Co.,  Limited,    Appeal  from  Digham  J. 

Part  heard. 

Wbdnisdat,  Jane  25. 

Weriheim  ▼.  Thomas  Ovoen  &  Co.,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Bigbam  J. 

Bismiaaed. 
B.  S,  Abrahams  ▼.  BuUook.    Appeal  from  Bidlej  J.    Allowed. 

Monday,  Jane  30. 

Great  Wettern  Railway  Company  v.  SdlihuU  Rural  District  Council, 
Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Part  heard. 

TvBflDAT,  Jaly  1. 

Great  Western  Railway  Company  v.  Solihull  Rural  District  Council, 
Application  for  Judgment  or  new  trial.    Allowed. 

Wbxxnbsdat,  July  2. 

John  Marshall  y.  Royal  Exchange  Aseuranee  Corporation.  Appeal  from 

Bidley  and  PhiUimore  JJ.    Dismissed. 
Patrick  Igoe  v.   Thomas  Thomhili  Shann   and  Others  {Manchester 

Justiees),    Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Lawrance  J. 

Cur.  adv,  vuU. 

Tbubsdat,  July  3. 

Corporation  of  the  Royal  Exchange  Assurance  r.  SjOfifrsdkrings  Aktie 

BoiagetVega,    Appeal  from  Bigham  J.    Dismijned. 
Michel  y.  Day,    Appeal  from  Bidley  J.    New  trial  ordered. 
Taylor  Y.  TonAs,    Appeal  from  Dturling  J.    Ptft  heard.' 


Appeal  f^om 
Appoal  ftom 


COURT  II. 

Tubsdayv  Jme  24; 

J,  Ambler  A  Sons,  Limited  y.  Ifa^r,  dte.,  of  Bradford, 

J6yoe  J.    Plart  heard. 
J,  AmMer  A  Sons^  Liwdted  ?.  Mayor,  cj^c,  of  Bradford, 

Joyce  J.    Part  heard. 

Wbdnesday,  June  25. 

J.  Ambler  &  Sons^  Limited  ▼.  Mayor^  <£o.t  of  Bradford.    Appeal  from 

Joyce  J.    Part  heard. 
/.  Ambler  A  Sons,  Limited  r,  Aayor^  Ac,  of  Bradford.    Appetl  fiott 

Jpyoe  J.    Part  hnrd. 

MomoAT,  June  80. 

J.  Ambler  A  Sons,  Limited  ▼.  Jlfoyor,  <f  c,  of  Bradford    Appeal  from 

Joyce  J.    DismiMod. 
J,  Ambler  &  Sonsj  Limited  v.  Mayor ^  Ac,  of  Bradford.    Appeal  .from 

Joyce  J.    Cur,  adv.  vtiU. 
Afialo  y.  Lawrence  &  BuJlen,  Limited    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Part 
heard. 
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TUIBDAT,  July  1. 

AJUOoY. Lawrence 6i  BuOen,  IdmUed.    Appeal  from  Joyoe  J.    Our. 

adv.  wU. 
In  re  Brfee  Brown.    Brovm  y.  Gedney.    Appeal  from  Kekewieh  J. 

Part  heazd. 

WiDHiBDAT,  Jaly  2. 
SckoJUtd  ▼.  AUen.    Appeal  ttom  Kekewibh  J.    Stands  oyer. 
In  re  Spear.   CkUme  t.  Spear.   Appeal  from  Y.-O.  of  County  Palatine 

of  Lancaster.    Stands  over. 
In  re  Loekyer'e  Private  Solel  Ckmpany^  LinUied,      Appeal  from 

Bnokley  J.    The  respondent  nodertaking  to  pay  the  rent  in 

arrear,  no  order  except  that  the  appellant  be  entitled  to  proye  in 

the  liqoidation  for  his  oosts  aboye  and  below. 
In  re  Bryee  Brown.    Brown  y.  Oednep,    Appeal  from  Kefcewioli  J. 

AUowed. 
In  re  Wood.    Wood  y.  Wood.    Appeal  from  Eekewioh  J.    Allowed. 
Sproatw.  Marehete.    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 


During  fkeeUHngeofikeOourU  Tbi  Wana.T  NonBioia  hepMMed 
on  Satorday,  and  wiU  generally  eomprite  Notee  if/Deeieione  nptoand 
indnding  ihoee  of  ihe  previaue  Thursday.  M  eaeei  of  pennaneni 
intereel  noted  therein  witt  he  reported  infuU  in  Thi  Law  BiPOBm 


Supreme  Court  of  5ubtcature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


G.  A 


Thb  OyiNaDiAir  Grakob. 


June  18 
Thames  By^we 


CoUteion — Negligence — Contributory  ncgUgi 
1898,  art.  47. 

On  the  22nd  of  AngoBt,  1900,  about  8.80  a.m.,  the  weather 
being  fine  and  oleer,  the  tide  one-third  flood  of  the  force  of 
about  two  Imots,  and  the  wind  freeh  from  the  S.W.,  the  Nor- 
wegian steam  yeesel  Foreete,  belonging  to  the  plaintiffs— of  818 
tons  register,  with  thirteen  hands  and  a  pilot,  from  London  to 
Grimsby  in  ballast— was  proceeding  down  the  lower  part  of 
Blaokwall  Beach  in  the  riyer  Thames,  keeping  to  the  south- 
ward of  mid-channel,  at  a  speed  of  four  to  five  knots,  when  she 
came  into  collision  with  the  British  steam  yessel  Ovingdean 
Orange,  belonging  to  the  defendants,  of  1550  tons  register,  with 
thirty-eight  hands  and  a  pilot,  from  Antwerp  to  Bucdos  Ayree, 
via  London,  carrying  a  general  cargo  and  two  passengers,  with 
a  tug  in  attendance  made  fast  ahead. 

The  Ovingdean  Orange  had  sounded  four;  short  blasts  on  her 
whistle,  and  was,  at  the  material  time^  turning  in  the  riyer 
towards  the  north,  with  the  tug  towing  on  her  starboard  bow, 
preparatory  to  entering  the  West  India  Bock.  In  executing 
the  manoBuyre  she  gaye  three  short  blasts  on  her  whistle,  and 
choked  her  headway  by  putting  her  engines  full  speed  astern, 
but,  from  want  of  efficient  look-out,  went  astern  too  long,  and 
getting  oyer  (as  the  Oourt  below  fotqid)  towards  the  south 
■hore«  brought  herself  across  the  course  of  the  Forsete,  whidi 
ywnd  wu  unable  to  poart  and  go  und«r  her  stem  owing  to 
bebg  tettjKNd  Iff  a  ttn^  ^rffli  ^nfUdk  aba  (SolIUed. 


The  Foreete  had  not  complied  with  art  47  of  the  Tbamn 
By-laws,  by  which  "steam  yessels  nayigating  against  the  tide 
shall,  before  rounding  ....  Blaokwall  Point,  wait  until  any 
other  yessels  rounding  the  point  with  the  tide  have  pasnd 
dear.** 

The  learned  judge  in  the  Oourt  below  (Sir  F.  H.  JeuneP.) 
held,  [I90I]  P.  127^  that  the  Ovingdean  Orange  was  to  blun; 
for  negligently  failiog  to  ezeonte  the  manoBuyre  of  tnnuDg  will 
due  regard  to  the  passing  traffic,  and  that  the  Fortete  was  tim 
to  blame,  for— through  the  breach  of  art  47-— she  had  broiigit 
herself  into  a  position  in  which  she  would  not  otherwise  haii 
been,  and  by  hampering  the  manoauyre  of  the  defendantir 
yessel  contributed  to  the  collision  and  the  damage. 

The  plaintiffs,  the  owners  of  the  Foreete,  appealed  on  tin 
ground  that  in  accordance  with  the  case  of  The  Margtu^ 
{Oayzer  y.  Carron  Company),  (1884)  9  App.  Oas.  878,  the  OM 
deofh  Ora/nge  was  alone  to  blame.  { 

Thb  Oourt  (OoUins  M.B.»  Mathew  and  Oozens-Hardy  LiJ^i 
assisted  by  nautical  assessors)  affirmed  the  decision  of  thi! 
Oourt  below  on  the  ground  that,  as  held  by  Sir  F.  H.  Jeane  P^ 
The  Margaret  was  distinguishable,  for,  in  that  case,  the  oonfl»> 
quences  of  the  breach  of  the  rule  by  the  other  yessel  conld  hiia 
been  ayoided  by  ordinary  care  on  the  part  of  the  Margaret,  and, 
therefore,  that  yessel  was  alone  to  blame,  whereas,  in  tto 
present  case,  the  Forsete  must  be  held  also  to  blame,  becaiue 
she  had,  as  a  result  of  the  breach  of  the  rule,  placed  henelf  in 
a  position  in  which  she  was  herself  hampered  by  a  baige^ml 
thereby  hampered  the  manoeuyres  of  the  Ovingdean  Oran^n 
that  there  was  thrown  upon  the  latter  yessel  the  necessi^tf 
exercising  more  than  ordinary  care. 

Fick/ord,  K.C.,  AepinM,  K.C.,  and  8tiM>e,  for  the  appellaaii 
(plaintiffs),  the  owners  of  the  Foreete. 

Laing^  K.C.,  and  Dawson  MUUr,  for  the  reepondentB  (defin- 
dants),  the  owners  of  the  Ovingdean  Orange. 

Solicitors:  Thom/os  Cooper  db  Co. ;  WiUiam  A.  Crump <ft  Sw. 

T.  L.  JL 


0.  A.  In  re  SmsDOTTOM.       May  38;  JuneSd 

BnuT  V.  Watibhousb. 

Charity— Mortmain—Beat  estate— Devise  of  land  on  trust  for  «* 
—Bequest  of  proceeds  to  charity— Extension  of  time  for  vAt- 
Right  of  trustees  to  retain  land  unsold — Mortmain  and  Chariism 
Uses  Act,  1891  (54  cfe  55  Vict,  c  78),  ss.  8,  5. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Buckley  J. 

The  testator  devised  real  estate  to  his  trustees  upon  trurt 
to  sell  the  same  and  hand  oyer  the  prooeeds  to  the  Ashton 
Infirmary.  All  parties  assumed  that  the  deyise  was  subject  to 
sect.  5  of  the  Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses  Act,  1891,  and 
they  applied  to  the  Court  for  and  obtained  an  extension  of  the 
time  for  selling  the  property:  see  /n  re  Sid^Mtom.  Bedeyy* 
Sidebottom,  [1901]  2  Oh.  1.  Further  attempts  were  made  to 
effect  a  sale,  but  in  yain,  and  the  trustees  of  the  infiMMiy 
applied  by  originating  summons  for  (inter  alia)  a  declarstioB 
that  sects.  6  and  6  of  the  Act  of  1891  did  not  apply  to  the  ewe. 

Buckley  J.  held,  on  the  ground  that  the  preyious  order  had 
been  based  on  this  yiew^  that  the  seotions  did  apply. 

The  tmiteiB  oC  the  inSXBMJ  appided  * 
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0.  L  Cflare,  for  the  trufltees  of  the  will. 

Thi  Coubt  (Vaugban  Williams,  Komer,  and  Stirling  L. JJ.) 

IiUowed  the  appeal    This  was  not  a  case  where  according  to 
the  (me  constrnction  of  the  will  land  or  any  "  tenements  and 
hereditaments  corporeal  or  incorporeal  of  anytennre"  within 
~  i  3  was  given  directly  to  the  charity  or  to  trustees  upon 
;  for  the  charity,  nor  had  land  been  "assure!  by  will  to  or 
:  the  benefit  of  any  charitable  nse  *'  within  sect.  5.    Therefore 
5  and  6  had  no  application.    The  charity  obtained  no 
It  except  in  '*  personal  estate  arising  from  the  land  *'  after 
I  testator  had  affected  the  land  with  an  effective  trust  for 
But  the  trustees  of  the  will  would  not  be  justified,  even 
ilh  the  consent  of  the  charity,  in  indefinitely  postponing  the 
They  were  bound  to  carry  out  the  sale  within  a  reason- 
t  time,  and  if  they  did  not  do  so  the  Attorney-General  could 
action.    By  postponing  the  sale  the  trustees  would  run 
eoDfliderable  risk  unless  they  obtained  the  sanction  of  the  Court 
tander  its  general  jurisdiction  as  to  trusts;  and  sect.  8  would 
rBoi  apply  so  as  to  enable  them  to  retain  the  land. 

ScdidtoTB:  Woodcock,  Eyland  <fc  Parker,  for  Leonard  Bottomley 
Aahton-imder-Lyiie.  H,  C.  K. 


In  re  Dbuokbh. 
Ex  jHKie  Basdin. 


June  23' 


-Property  of  bankrupt — Money  advanced  for  speciaj 
\  purpote— Payment  to  creditor  by  bankrupt'8  solicitors — Bank- 
nipfcy  Act,  1883  (46  <fe  47  Vict.  c.  62),  «.  44. 

Appeal  frran  the  decision  of  Wright  J.,  [1902]  2  K.  B.  56,  and 
«ife,p.ll4. 

The  trustee  appealed. 

Haiert  Beed,  K,C.,  and  Carrington,  for  the  trustee. 

ifi«tr  Mackenzie  and  J.  O,  Joseph,  for  the  banking  company. 

The  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L. JJ.) 
dianiseed  the  appeal  They  said  that,  accepting  the  finding  of 
tte  facts  by  Wright  J.,  the  case  was  absolutely  concluded  by 
hrt  Rogers,  (1891)  8  Morr.  243.  And  their  Lordships  were  of 
QfimiHi  that  Wright  J.  had  come  to  a  right  conclusion  upon 
the  evidence,  namely,  that  the  300?.  was  impressed  with  a  trust, 
so  that  it  could  never  be  used  for  any  other  purpose  than  paying 
the  banking  company.  But  the  Court  did  not  express  any 
opinion  as  to  any  question  between  the  trustee  and  Beyfus. 

SoHcitors :  King,  Wigg  &  Co. ;  Ernest  Salaman,  Fort  <fc  Co, 
I  W.  L.  0. 


The  plaintiffs,  a  limited  company,  whose  business  consisted 
largely  of  advancing  money  upon  mortgage,  were  in  the  habit 
of  appointing  local  solicitors  to  act  for  them  in  certain  districts. 
In  May,  1899,  they  appointed  F.  Atkinson,  a  solicitor  carrying 
on  business  at  Hastings  and  Bexhill  under  the  name  of  Atkinson 
&  Atkinson,  their  solicitor  for  the  Hastings  district.  They 
knew  that  Atkinson  had  then  no  partner.  In  September,  1900, 
the  plaintiffis  instructed  Atkinson  to  act  for  them  in  the  matter 
of  an  advance  of  360/.  on  mortgage  to  Coleman.  On  the  81st  of 
December,  1899,  Atkinson  took  the  defendant  into  partnership. 
Atkinson  shortly  afterguards  gave  notice  in  writing  to  the 
plaintiffs  that  he  had  taken  a  partner  and  the  business  would 
be  carried  on  under  the  name  of  Atkinson  &  Faterson.  The 
plaintiffs  paid  no  attention  to  this  notice,  and  continued  to  send 
letters  and  instructions  to  Atkinson  addressed  "Atkinson  <fe 
Atkinson,''  and  on  the  28th  of  February,  1901,  they  sent  him, 
for  the  purpose  of  completing  the  mortgage,  a  cheque  for  3607. 
drawn  to  the  order  of  Atkinson  &  Atkinson.  Atkinson  sent  a 
receipt  signed  "  Atkinson  &  Atkinson,"  which  the  plaintiffis  ac- 
cepted, indorsed  the  cheque,  andipaid  it  into  his  private  account 
and  misappropriated  the  money. 

The  plaintiffs  brought  this  action  to  make  the  defendant 
liable  for  the  fraud  of  his  partner. 

Jenkins,  K,C.,  and  A.  P.  Poley,  for  the  plaintiflBs. 

Upjohn,  K,C,,  and  F,  Thompson,  for  the  defendant. 

Fabwell  J.  said  that  the  conduct  of  the  plaintiffs  amounted 
to  an  election  to  continue  to  employ  Atkinson,  and  not  to 
accept  the  partnership  firm  as  their  solicitors.  They  had  paid 
the  money  to  Atkinson  in  his  individual  capacity,  and  it  had 
never  come  into  the  possession  of  the  firm;  and  therefore  the 
defendant  was  not  liable  for  Atkinson's  fraud. 

Solicitors :  E.  C.  Bawlings  Ss  Butt ;  Field,  Boscoe  <fc  Co, 

J.  R  B. 


Wgb  Court  of  Justice. 

OHANOBBT  DIVISION. 


Farwell  J. 


In  re  Chbnowbth. 

WABD  V,  DWKLLET. 


June  25. 


f  "f^ell  J.  June  18 

BainiH  Hong  Assurahob  Cobporation,  Limitid  v. 

Patsbsok. 

^(irtrunhip^Liability  /or  fraud  of  co-partner^  Contraa  with 
^^^^IpfffMT  Jt^ore  partnersh^p^KoifaHon-^EtecHon  to  abide  by 


Gavelkind — Descent — Partibility — Extension  to  collaterals. 

The  testator  in  this  action  died  possessed  of  gavelkind  lands 
as  to  which  there  was  an  intestacy.  His  nearest  male  relatives 
were  two  first  cousins,  the  younger  sons  of  his  uncle,  and  three 
first  cousins  once  removed,  the  sons  of  the  eldest  son  of  the 
same  uncle,  who  had  died  in  the  lifetime  of  the  testator.  The 
eldest  of  these  three  was  the  testator's  heir  at  common  law. 

The  question  raised  by  this  summons  was  whether  the  parti- 
bility among  heirs  male  according  to  the  custom  of  gavelkind 
extended  beyond  brothers  and  their  descendants,  so  as  to  be 
applicable  in  the  present  case,  or  whether,  on  failure  of  brothers 
and  the  issue  of  brothers,  the  custom  was  exhausted  and  the 
common  law  rule  prevailed. 

H.  Langford  Lewis,  for  the  trustees  of  the  will 

Jenkins,  K,C.,  and  Oreenwood,  for  the  heir-at-law. 

Upjohn,  K.C.,  and  J  Bandall  Stainer,  for  the  other  male 
relatives. 

FabwzxiL  J.  said  that  the  tenure  of  gavelkind  was  the 
common  law  as  to  land  in  Sent,  and  not  a  custom  in  cdq- 
t]^V0ntio!n  of  this  colnman  law  like  the  cust(^  of  a  manor.    It 
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was  not  therefore  necessary,  as  in  the  case  of  a  manorial 
custom,  to  proTe  as  a  fact  that  the  partibility  amongst  heirs 
male  extended  to  collaterals;  but  it  was  a  question  of  law 
upon  which  the  opinions  of  deceased  persons  learned  in  the 
law  could  be  referred  to  as  authorities.  Eegarding  the 
question  as  one  of  law,  all  the  authorities  (among  which  he 
referred  to  Robinson  on  Gayelkind,  3rd  ed.  p.  117,  5th  ed.  p.  89, 
Watkins  on  Descents,  Chitty  on  Descents,  the  Third  Report 
of  the  Real  Property  Conmiissioners,  and  Elton  on  the  Tenures 
of  Kent)  were  in  favour  of  an  xmlimited  extension  of  partibility 
to  collaterals.  But  eyen  if  the  question  were  one  of  fact,  a 
single  instance  had  been  held  sufficient  to  prove  a  custom  in 
a  manor,  and  the  case  of  Cole  v.  Wade,  stated  in  Mr.  Wilson's 
note  to  Robinson  on  Gavelkind  (3rd  ed.  p.  117),  a  statement 
which  had  been  verified  by  counsel  in  this  case  examining  the 
record,  and  In  re  Fullagar,  a  case  in  Lunacy  stated  in  the  same 
note,  were  instances  in  which  the  divisibility  had  been  extended 
beyond  the  limits  suggested.  He  therefore  found  that  the 
divisibility  extended  to  heirs  of  every  degree. 
Solicitors :  Calkin^  Lewis  <fe  Stokes,  J.  R  B. 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


PuBOiVAL  V,  Weight. 


June  20,  21,  23. 


Company — Directors— Purchase  of  shares — Fiduciary  position — 
Negotiations  for  sale  of  undertaking — Duty  to  disclose. 

Witness  action. 

This  was  an  action  to  set  aside  a  sale  of  shares  in  a  limited 
company  on  the  ground  that  the  purchasers,  being  directors, 
ought  to  have  disclosed  certain  facts  to  their  vendor  share- 
holders. 

In  and  prior  to  October,  1900,  the  plaintiffs  held  253  102. 
shares  in  a  colliery  company  called  Nixon's  Navigation  Com- 
pany, Limited. 

The  objects  of  the  company  included  the  disposal  by  sale  of 
all  or  any  of  the  property  of  the  company. 

The  shares  of  the  company,  which  were  in  few  hands  and 
were  transferable  only  with  the  approval  of  the  board  of 
directors,  had  no  market  price  and  were  not  quoted  on  the 
Stock  Exchange. 

On  the  8th  of  October,  1900,  the  plaintiffs*  solicitors  wrote  to 
the  secretary  of  the  company  asking  if  he  knew  of  any  one 
disposed  to  purchase  shares. 

On  the  15th  of  October,  1900,  in  answer  to  an  inquiry  by 
the  secretary,  the  plaintiffs'  solicitors  wrote  stating  that  the 
plaintiffs  would  be  disposed  to  entertain  offers  of  12?.  5». 
per  share. 

This  price  was  based  on  a  valuation  which  the  plaintiffs  had 
ol)tained  from  independent  valuers  some  months  previously. 

On  the  17th  of  October,  1900,  the  chairman  of  the  company 
wrote  to  the  plaintiffs'  solicitors  stating  that  he  would  take  the 
shares  at  127. 5s. 

On  the  20th  of  October,  1900,  the  plaintiffs'  solicitors,  having 
taken  a  fresh  valuation,  replied  that  the  plaintiffs  were  pre- 
pared to  accept  12?.  lOs.  per  sharo. 

On  the  22nd  of  October,  1901,  the  chairman  wrote  accepting 
that  offer  on  behalf  of  himself  and  two  other  directors. 


The  transfers  having  been  approved  by  the  board,  the  trans- 
action was  completed. 

The  plaintiffs  subsequently  discovered  that,  prior  to  and 
daring  their  own  negotiations  for  sale,  the  chdrman  and  the 
board  were  being  approached  by  one  Holden  with  a  view  to  the 
purchase  of  the  entire  undertaking  of  the  company,  which 
Holden  wished  to  resell  at  a  profit  to  a  new  company.  Various 
prices  were  successively  suggested  by  Holden,  all  of  which 
represented  considerably  over  12?.  10s.  per  share,  but  no  firm 
offer  was  ever  made  which  the  board  could  lay  before  the  share- 
holders, and  the  negotiations  ultimately  proved  abortive.  The 
Court  was  not  in  fact  satisfied  on  the  evidence  that  the  board 
ever  intended  to  sell. 

The  plaintiffs  brought  this  action  against  the  chairman  and 
the  two  other  purchasing  directors,  asking  to  have  the  sale  set 
aside  on  the  ground  that  the  defendants  as  directors  ought  to 
have  disclosed  the  negotiations  with  Holden  when  treating  for 
the  purchase  of  the  plaintiffs'  shares. 

The  plaintiffs  did  not  suggest  that  there  had  been  any  unfair 
dealing,  or  that  a  better  price  could  have  been  obtained  for  the 
shares,  but  contended  that,  although  the  directors  need  not 
have  disclosed  information  acquired  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
management  of  the  company,  it  was  their  duty  to  disclose  any- 
thing of  a  special  nature,  such  as  negotiations  to  sell  the  entire 
undertaking ;  and  the  moment  those  negotiations  were  on  foot 
the  directors  became  trustees  for  sale  for  the  benefit  of  the 
individual  shareholders,  and  were  as  such  precladed  firom 
purchasing  their  shares  without  full  disclosure  of  thoee  nc^ 
tiations. 

Eve,  K.C.,  and  Vaughan  Hawkins,  for  the  plaintifiis. 

Macnaghten,  K.  C,  and  Mark  Romer^  for  the  defendants^ 

SwiNFSN  Eadt  J.  It  is  admitted  that  the  directors  were  not 
trustees  for  the  individual  shareholders  before  the  negotdations 
for  the  sale  of  the  undertaking  were  on  foot,  but  it  is  contended 
that  at  the  commencement  of  thoso  negotiations  their  position 
was  changed.  No  authority  has  been  cited  for  that  proposition. 
Why  should  the  line  be  drawn  at  that  point  ?  It  is  said  that 
directors  purchasing  shares  would  not  be  bound  to  disclose  a 
large  casual  profit,  the  discovery  of  a  new  vein,  or  the  expec- 
tation of  a  good  dividend,  because  those  items  would  be 
merely  incidents  in  the  ordinary  course  of  management,  but 
that  negotiations  for  sale  of  the  undertaking  are  on  a  different 
footing.  Why  ?  The  true  rule  is  that  the  shareholders  an 
fixed  with  knowledge  of  all  the  directors'  powers  alike^  inclndiog 
their  power  of  negotiating  a  sale  of  the  undertaking;  and  they 
have  no  reason  to  assume  that  that  power,  any  more  than  any 
other  power,  is  not  being  exercised 

In  my  opinion  the  defendants  were  under  no  obligation  to 
disclose  to  the  plaintiffs  the  negotiations  which  ultimately 
proved  abortive. 

The  contrary  view  would  place  directors  in  the  position  of 
being  unable  to  purchase  shares,  unless  they  make  a  prematon 
disclosure  of  negotiations,  which  their  duty  to  the  company 
may  well  require  them  to  keep  undisclosed. 

The  plaintiffs'  case  wholly  fails,  and  must  be  dismissed  witk 
costs. 
Solicitors :  Eyre,  Dowling  &  Co. ;  Ince,  Colt  *  Ince. 

G.  R.  A. 
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JBTOnOB  TO  BOUOITOBa 


Wiih  the  view  of  injuring  the  greatest  possible  accuracy  and 
rafidity  $«  Ae  various  publications  connected  with  the  Law 
Befobts,  the  Council  wiU  be  obliged^  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
apfUeation  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Council 
mU  as  soon  as  poseiUe  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
Papers,  togeiher  wiA  any  information  in  (heir  power  as  to  the 
names  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  ihe 
same  time,  the  Council  thanhfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
they  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fession in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 
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Blaxbt  v.  Blahbt FarufdL  J, 
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HabwwbT  ahd  Paibb's  Cohtbaot,  In  re.  /  FarwdL  J, 

fioril  EXCHAKQB  AfiSUBAKCE  Ck>BFOBATION  r.  SjOFOBSAXRINGS 

Aktiebolaobt  Vboa       .        .        .  ..        .  0,A, 

Wo(w>,  In  re.    Wood  v.  Wood         .        .        .        .        .  0,A. 

Woolfb  v.  Autokatio  PUfTUBB  Gallebt,  liiMiTBD  KeJcewich  J. 


138 
138 
187 
137 

136 
136 
187 


INDEX  OF  SUBJECT-MATTEB. 
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PRAOnOI. 

Jfidnvits  not  intituled  in  any  matter,  and  in  third  person — Rules 
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TBTOOB  AND  FUBCSAflBS. 

Leg(d  personal  representative — Vesting  of  real  estate — Land 
Transfer  Aet^  1897  (60  d:  61  Viet,  c.  65),  ss.  1,  2— Con- 
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COUBiT  OF  APPEAL. 


Bboobd  ot  Businiss. 


COURT  L 

Fbidat,  July  4. 
Taylor  y.  Tombs  and  Same  y.  Same.    Appeal  from  Darling  J. 


Dis- 


Favets  y.  Merry.    Appeal  from  Bidley  J.    DismiBsed. 
Tredegar  Iron  and  Coal  Company,  Limited  y.  Hatvth^fm  Brothers  &  Co, 
Appeal  from  Phillimore  J.    Part  heard. 

Satubdat,  July  5. 

Tredegar  Iron  and  Coal  Company,  Limited  y.  HatotJ*om\Brol1iers  A  0». 

Appeal  from  Phillimore  J.    Allowed. 
Hedley  Y.  Rippin  and  Others.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    DiBmined. 
Rosenthal  Brothers  y.  Redfem  A  Son.    Appeal   from  Channell  and 

Baoknill  J  J.    Part  heard. 

Titbsdat,  July  8. 

Igoe  y.  Shann  and  Others.    Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Justioe  and 

Lawranoo  J.    Allowed. 
Steei,  Young  d:  Co,  r.  Orand  Canary  Coaling  Company.    Appeal  frooi 

Phillimore  J.    Allowed. 
RMnson  Gold  [Mining  Company,  Limited,   and  Others  y.  AUiance 

Marine  and  General  Assurance  Company,  Limited.    Appeal  trcsm 

Phillimore  J.    Part  heard. 


COURT  IL 

Fbidat,  July  4. 

In  re  Sari  of  Harrowl>y.    Earl  of  Earrouiby  y.  Ryder.    Appeal  from 

Gosens-Hardy  J.    DiflmiaMd. 
Cheat  Western  Railway  Company  y.  Talboi.   Appeal  from  Eeke  ffibh  J» 

Part  heard. 

Satubdat,  July  5. 

Great  Western  Railway  Company  y.  Talbot.  Appeal  from  Kekewibh  J. 
Part  heard. 

HoHDAT,  July  7. 

Great  Western  Railway  Company  y.  TaXbot.   Appeal  from  Kakewidh  J. 

Cur,  adv.  mdi. 
In  re  Leeds  and  Hanley  Ttteatres  of  Varieties^  Limited,    Appeal  Irofli 

Wright  J.    Part  heard. 

TuMDAT,  July  8. 
In  re  Leeds  and  Hanley  Theatres  of  Varieties^  Limited.    Appeal  fioBB 
Wright  J.    Part  heard.       Digitized  by  C^OOgle 
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Wednx8I>at,  Jolj  9. 

Jn  re  a  DAlwr.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor,    Appeal  from  Mr.  Begistnur 

Hope.    Car.  adv.  vuti. 
In  re  Irtine  dt  Colet*  Contract.    Appeal  from  C  zens-Hardj  J.    Fart 

heaid. 

THUB6DAT,  Jalj  10. 

Schofldd  y.  Alhn.    Appeal  from  Kekowich  J.    IHtnJsaed. 

Jn  re  Youde^e  Bitlpo-ting,  Limited.    Ex  parte  Clayton.    Appeal  from 

Bncklej  J.    DiBmiBserl. 
In  re  Toude*e  BiUpotting,  IdmUed.    Ex  parte  Crowther.    Appeal  fkom 

Bookley  J.    Dismissed. 
Jn  re  Irvine  A  Coletf  Contract.      Appeal    from  Coiens-Hardy  J. 

Allowed. 
In  re  Leeds  and  Eanfey  Theatres  of  Varieties,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Wright  J.    Part  heard. 


DwringikesitHngsofih^OouHs  Tbi  Wana.T  JUarmwiUhepMished 
on  Saturday,  emd  tsiS  generaUif  comprise  Notes  of  Deeisums  up  to  and 
including  those  of  th»  prmfious  Thursday.  AU  cases  </  pcrmanmU 
interest  noted  therein  vfiU  he  reported  infvU  in  Tbm  Law  Bbfobtil 


Supreme  Court  of  5uMcature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.A. 


In  re  Wood. 
Wood  v.  Wood. 


July  2. 


Will — Construction — Illegitimate  children — Gift  to  children 
nominatim —  Gift  to  next  of  kin  of  children. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Eekewich  J.,  reported  [1901] 
2  Oh.  578. 

A  testator  by  his  wiU,  dated  in  May,  1883,  bequeathed  divers 
pecuniary  legacies  to  bis  seyen  children  by  name,  and  he 
directed  his  trustees  to  stand  p36se3>8ed  of  his  residuary  estate, 
after  the  death  of  his  wife,  in  trust  for  sucb  of  his  seyen  therein- 
before-named children  as  should  be  then  living  and  should 
attain  twenty-one.  The  testator  also  directed  his  trustees  to 
retain  the  legacy  and  share  of  residue  which  any  daughter 
might  take  under  the  will  upon  trust  to  pay  the  income  to  the 
daughter  for  life,  and  after  her  death,  in  case  she  should  leaye 
a  husband  surviviDg,  for  her  husband  for  life  if  she  should  eo 
appoint,  and  subject  thereto  in  frost  for  her  children  as  therein 
mentioned;  and  if  there  should  be  no  such  child,  then  in  trust 
for  the  persons  who  at  the  death  of  such  daughter  would  haye 
become  entiled  to  such  share  under  the  statutes  for  the  distri- 
bution of  the  personal  estates  of  intestates  in  case  she  had  died 
possessed  thereof  without  having  been  married.  After  the  tes- 
tator's death  it  was  ascertained  from  the  testator's  widow  that 
three  of  the  t^tator's  children  (including  his  daughter  B.)  were 
borne  by  her  to  him  before  her  marriage.  B.  died  after  the 
testator  and  after  his  widow,  leaving  a  hnsband  surviying,  but 
without  having  exercised  her  power  of  appointment  under  the 
will  in  his  favour,  and  without  having  had  any  iseue.  A 
summons  was  taken  out  to  determine  whether  her  legacy  and 


share  of  residue  devolved  upon  the  persons  who  would  hATe 
been  her  next  of  kin  at  the  time  of  her  death  if  she  had  been 
legitimate,  or  passed  to  her  legal  representative,  or  became 
divisible  amongst  the  persons  entitled  in  right  of  the  testator^s 
widow  and  legitimate  children,  as  if  he  had  died  intestate  in 
relation  thereto. 

Eekewich  J.  held,  following  In  re  Standle^s  Estate,  (1868) 
L.  B.  5  £q.  803,  that  the  share  passed  to  the  daughter's  kgd 
personal  representative  as  if  it  had  been  absolutely  bequeathed 
to  her.  The  persons  claiming  as  next  of  kin  of  the  daughter 
appealed. 

Warrington,  K.C.,  and  Lyttelton  ChtM,  for  the  appeUants. 

Benshaw,  K.C.,  and  Frederic  Thompson,  for  the  persons 
entitled  on  an  intestacy. 

P.  0.  Lawrence,  K.C.,  and  Peterson,  for  the  daughter's  legal 
pergonal  representativa 

The  Coubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  XjJTJ.) 
allowed  the  appeal. 

They  held  (Yaughan  Williams  L.J.  doubting,  but  not  dkr 
senting)  that  the  gift  to  the  next  of  kin  under  the  Statutes  «f 
Distribution  ought  to  be  construed  in  such  a  way  as  to  give 
some  effect  to  it,  and  that  the  intention  of  the  testator  as  shews 
by  the  will  was  to  treat  the  illegitimate  children  as  if  tli^ 
were  legitimate  for  all  purposes,  so  that  they  should  be  deemei 
to  be  akin  to  their  brothers  and  sisters.  They  therefoie  heU 
that  the  daughter's  share  passed  to  the  persons  who  wooU 
have  been  her  next  of  kin  at  the  time  of  her  death  if  all  tiw 
children  had  been  legitimata 

Solicitors:  Indermaur,  Clark  d  Parker;  Field,  Roecoe  A  Co» 

H*  B«  fi. 


C.  A.  July  a.  i 

BOTAL  EXCHANOB  ASSUBANCB  GOBPOBATION  V.  SJOVOBSAKBIM  \ 

Aktoebolaget  Ybga. 

Insurance  (^Marine) — Policy — Time  policy  for  more  than  iweive  : 
months — Continuation  clause.  Validity  of —Stamp  Ad,  1891  ' 
(64  <fc  66  Vid.  c.  89),  «.  93. 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  Bigham  J.,  reported  [1901]  ' 
2KB.  567. 

The  action  was  upon  a  policy  of  marine  insurance  upon  a  , 
ship  for  a  period  of  twelve  months  which  contained  the  follow* 
ing  clause:  "Should  the  vessel  be  at  sea  or  abroad  on  the 
expiration  of  this  policy,  it  is  agreed  to  hold  her  covered  until 
arrival  at  her  port  of  final  destination  in  the  United  Eingdon 
or  on  the  (Continent  of  Europe  at  a  pro  raid  daily  premium.* 
On  the  expiration  of  the  twelve  months  the  ship  was  abroad, 
and  on  her  voyage  home  she  was  lost.  Bigham  J.  held  that  the 
policy  was  one  entire  contract  of  insurance  for  a  time  exceeding 
twelve  months,  and  was  consequently  invalid  as  being  in  cjn- 
travention  of  sect  93,  sub-sect.  3,  of  the  Stamp  Act,  1891. 

J.  A.  Hamilton,  K.C.,  and  Chaytor,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Scrutlon,  K.C.,  and  Theobald  Mathew,  for  the  defendanta. 

Thb  Goubt  (Ck>llins  M.B.,  Mathew  L.J.,  and  Ck>zenB-Har4y 
L.J.)  afllrmed  the  judgment  of  Bigham  J.,  and  dismissed  the 
appeal. 

Solicitors  for  the  plaintiffs:  Hollams,  Son,  Coward,  A 
Hawksley, 

Solicitors    for   the  defendants:    Waltons,  Johnson,  Buhh  <fr 


Wf.atton. 
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Dfgb  Court  of  Justice. 

OELASOEELY  DIVISION. 


Kekawieh  J.  July  1. 

WOOLTS  V.  AUTOHATIO  PlOTUBB  GaLLXBT^  LhOTKD. 

Patent — Amendment — Jurisdiction  of  comptroller — Petition  for 
revocation  presented  after  applioation  for  amendment — Patents, 
Detigns,  and  Trade  Marks  Act,  1883  (i6  A  47  Vict.  c.  57),  s,  18, 
sulhs.  10. 

In  this  case  a  quesiiun  arose  as  to  the  constnictioB  of  sect.  18, 
sob-Beet  10,  of  the  Patents,  Designs,  and  Trade  Marks  Act,  1838. 
Seel.  18  contains  proTisions  for  the  amendment  of  speoifioations 
by  vay  of  disclaimer,  correction,  or  explanation  on  application 
to  the  comptroller,  and  subnseci  10  (as  amended  by  the  Act  of 
1888)  is  as  follows :  '<  The  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section 
do  not  apply  when,  and  so  long  as  any  action  for  infringement 
or  pvoeeeding  for  roTocation  of  a  patent  is  pending."  By 
Met  19,  in  an  action  for  infringement  of  a  patent  and  in  a 
fRoeeding  for  rerocatian  of  a  patent,  the  Gonrt  or  judge  may 
si  any  time  order  that  the  patentee  shall  be  at  liberty  to  apply 
st  the  Patent  Office  for  leare  to  amend  his  specification  by  way 
of  disclaimer. 

The  plaintiff  in  this  action  had  applied  nnder  sect  18  for 
leave  to  amend  the  specification  of  a  patent  of  which  he  wai^ 
owner.  After  this  application  was  made  and  before  it  was 
dealt  with,  the  defendants  presented  a  petition  for  revocation 
of  the  patent  The  comptroller  subsequently  granted  leave  to 
amend,  and  the  plaintiff  broaght  this  action  on  the  amended 
patent  against  the  defendants  for  infringement  The  defen- 
dtnts  contended  that  after  the  presentation  of  the  petition  for 
revocation  the  jurisdiction  of  the  comptroller  was  gone  by 
leasoii  of  sub-sect.  10,  and  that,  thereforo,  no  action  could  be 
maintained  on  the  patent  as  amended. 

T.  Terrell,  K.C.,  and  Walter,  for  the  plaintiff. 

MouUon,  K.C.,  and  J.  W,  Gordon,  for  the  defendants. 

KsKXWiOH  J.  said  that  the  question  was  whether,  where  an 
application  had  been  made  by  a  patentee  for  leave  to  amend  his 
specification,  thero  being  at  the  time  of  the  application  no 
letion  for  infringement  or  proceeding  for  rovocation  pending, 
tiiat  iqyplication  could  properly  proceed  without  the  leave  of 
the  Cknirt,  notwithstanding  that  after  that  date  some  action  for 
iBfringement  was  commenced  or  proceeding  for  revocation 
iastituted.  His  Lordship  referred  to  the  provisions  and  scheme 
of  the  Act,  and  said  that  it  was  against  principle  to  say  that 
n  application  of  this  character,  which  was  in  the  nature  of  a 
kgid  proceeding,  could  be  stopped  by  anything  which  occorred 
afterwards,  and  an  Act  of  Parliament  ought  not  to  be  construed 
in  soidi  a  vray  as  to  bring  about  an  absurdity.  Thero  was  no 
authority  upon  the  point  The  dictum  of  Fry  L.  J.  in  Singer  v. 
Stassen  A  Hon,  (1884)  1  Bep.  Pat  Gas.  121,  was  in  accordance 
with  the  view  above  intimated.  The  contrary  dictum  of 
Ghitty  L  J.  in  In  re  Bedels  Patent,  (1894)  11  Bep.  Pat  Gas.  72, 
was  pronounced  in  the  absence  of  argument.  His  Lordship 
therefore  held  that  an  application  to  amend  once  made  could 
properly  be  proceeded  with,  notwithstanding  that  during  the 


course  of  the  proceadings  in  the  Patent  Office  a  petition  for 
rovocation  was  presented. 
Solicitors :  Field,  Eoscoe  A  Co. ;  TT.  V.  H.  Colhtt, 

C.  0.  M.  D. 


Kekewich  J. 


July  2. 


la  re  BuoKWiLL  &  Bebkslbt. 


Costs  —  Taxation  —  Allotvances  —  Disbursements  —  Deposits  as 

security  for  costs  of  discovery  under  Order  xxxi.,  rr,  25,  26, 

of  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1883. 

In  a  bill  of  costs  submitted  to  taxation  by  the  solicitors 
in  an  action,  two  items  were  charged  of  sum<j  of  U.  and  8/ , 
being  deposits  paid  as  security  for  costs  of  discovery  under 
Order  xxxt.,  rr.  26,  26.  The  master  disallowed  tbeie  items, 
and,  in  answer  to  objections  taken  out  by  the  solicitors,  said 
that  the  deposits  could  not  be  allowed  as  the  solicitors  could 
obtain  the  return  of  tl.em.  The  solicitors  took  out  a  summons 
to  review  the  taxation. 

E.  E.  Eumphrys,  for  the  applicants,  in  support  of  the  objec- 
tions, oontendel  that  the  deposits  were  disbursements  within 
6  &  7  Vict  c  73,  s.  37,  which  ought  to  be  allowed  on  taxation, 
and  referred  to  In  re  Bemnant  (1849)  11  Beav.  603,  recently 
approved  by  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  In  re  Kingdomk  Wilson, 
(1902)  18  Times  L.  R  588. 

Eansell,  for  the  respondent,  contended,  on  the  construction  of 
Order  xxxi.,  rr.  25—27,  that  the  deposits  were  not  disburse- 
ments. 

Eeeiwich  J.  held  that  as  the  payments  in  question  were 
made  by  the  solicitor  in  the  regular  course  of  litigation  and  in 
the  due  discharge  of  his  duty  within  the  principle  of  the 
authorities  cited,  they  were  disbursements  which  ought  to  be 
allowed. 

Solicitors:  J.  C.  Buckwdl  <fc  Berkeley,  Cameron,  Kemm  ih  Co. 

C.  0.  M.  D. 


Parwell  J.  July  1. 

In  re  Habbowbt  and  Paink's  Comtbaot.  ' 
Vendor  and  purchaser— Legal  personal  representative— Vesting  of 

real  estate— Land  Transfer  Act,  1897  (60  <fc  61  Vict,  c  65),  ss. 

1,  ^—Conveyancing  Act,  1881  (44  <fc  45   Vict.  c.  41),  s.  70— 

Bules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1883,  Order  xvi.,  r.  8. 

The  contract  in  this  matter  was  entered  into  by  the  vendors, 
who  were  equitable  mortgagees,  in  pursuance  of  an  order  made 
in  a  foreclosure  action,  in  which  the  vendors  were  plaintiffs  and 
the  defendants  were  the  administratrix  of  the  mortgagor,  who 
had  died  intestate  afcer  the  Land  Transfer  Act  1897,  came  into 
operation,  and  a  trustes  in  whom  the  legal  estate  was  vested- 
The  purchaser  took  the  objection  that  the  heir-at-law  of  the 
mortgagor  ought  to  have  been  a  party,  and  the  vendors  could 
not  make  a  good  title  without  adding  him  as  a  pirty,  or 
making  him  join  in  the  conveyance ;  and  took  out  this  summons 
under  the  Vendor  and  Parohaser  Act  for  a  declaration  to  that 
effect 

J.  M.  Stone,  for  the  purchaser. 

Bryan  Farrer,  for  the  vendors,  was  not  called  upon. 

Fabwell  J.  paid  that,  in  the  first  place,  the  case  was  exactly 
within  the  words  of  sect  70  of  the  Conveyancing  Act  *nd  the 
purehaser  was  protected  by  that  section ;  but,  besides  this,  the 
Land  Transfer  Act  1897,  s.  1,  applied,  and  made  the  intestate's 
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r^  estate  yeet  in  the  administratriz  as  if  it  were  a  chattel 
real,  and  sect.  %  snb-sect.  2,  gaye  her  all  the  rights  and  liabili- 
ties she  would  haye  had  with  regard  to  a  chattel  real,  that 
includel  the  right  to  redeem  and  the  liability  to  be  sued  in  a 
foreclosnre  action.  It  was  sn£Seientlj  clear  to  his  mind  that 
the  administratrix  represented  the  real  estate  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Oourt,  Order  xtl,  r.  8,  and  it 
was  sufficient  under  that  rule  to  make  her  a  defendant,  though 
the  Court  had  power  to  add  others,  and  would  do  so  if  there 
were  any  doubt  whether  the  legal  personal  representative  was 
the  right  person  to  redeem.  In  this  case  the  order  had  been 
made  without  doing  this,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the  point  had 
been  considered.  The  summons  must  be  dismissed  with  costs. 
Solicitors :  Bowdiffes  &  Co,,  for  F,  8,  Champion,  Sons  &  Hare, 
Brighton ;  Fanrer  A  Co.  J.  R.  B. 


Farwell  J. 


Blamey  i\  Blamet. 


July  2. 


Practice — Affidavits  not  intituled  in  any  matter,  and  in  third 
person — Bules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1883,  Order  xxxym., 
rr.  2,  7. 

This  was  the  hearing  of  a  partition  action  in  which  the 
oyidence  was  by  agreement  taken  by  affidavit.  The  plaintiffs 
produced  an  affidavit  sworn  in  the  United  Btates,  which  was 
not  intituled  in  any  cause  or  matter,  as  required  by  Order 
XXXVIII.,  r.  2 ;  and  was  made  in  the  third  person  instead  of  the 
first,  as  required  by  rule  7.  It  was  stated  that  the  practice  in 
the  United  States  was  that  all  affidavits  were  sworn  in  the  form 
adopted  here,  i.e.,  "  Personally  appeared  before  tiie  undersigned 
authority  A.  B.,  who,  being  first  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says 
that  he,  &c."  All  parlies  desired  that  the  affidavit  should  be 
allowed  to  be  filed  to  avoid  the  great  expense  of  getting  it 
re-sworn. 

Beaumont,  for  the  plaintiff.  Affidavits  sworn  in  America  in 
the  third  person  were  admitted  in  In  re  Husband,  (1865) 
12  L.  T.  803;  Annual  Practice,  19G2,  583;  and  affidavits  not 
intituled  in  a  cause  or  matter  were  allowed  to  be  filed  in  SaHvidge 
V.  Tutton,  (1869)  20  L.  T.  SCO;  Annual  Prac  ice,  1902,  528. 

J,  M,  Paterson,  for  the  defendants. 

Fabwbll  J.  said  that  in  Sahndge  v.  Tutton  (1869)  20  L.  T.  300, 
Malins  Y.-G.  made  the  order  on  the  footing  that  under  the 
same  circumstances  the  Court  had  made  a  similar  order.  That 
was  in  1869 ;  and  on  the  same  footing  he  would  follow  the  two 
cases  cited,  and  allow  the  affidavits  to  be  admitted. 

Solicitor:  W,  Hubert  Smith.  J.  R.  B. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  Jane  21 

BaXBNDALB  v.  NoSVH  LaMBSTH  LlBBttAL  AMD  BaDIOAL 

Club,  Limited. 

Bight  of  way — Orant — '*  Exeeuiars,  administrators  and  auigns, 
undertenants  and  servants  " — Licensees, 
Witness  action. 

This  was  an  action  by  the  lessee  of  Blackacre  against  the 
defendant  club  and  one  of  its  members  claiming  (inter  alia)  itf 
injunction  to  restrain  the  members,  honomzy  members,  gaeet^ 
visitors,  officers,  and  tradespeople  of  the  defendant  dub,  tbfl 
present  lessee  of  Wbiteacre,  from  using  a  passage  acio«jf 
Blackacre  as  a  right  of  way  from  Whiteacre  into « a  pablie 
road. 

The  defendant  club,  a  society  registered  and  incorporated 
undt^r  the  Industrial  and  Provident  Societies  Act,  1893 
(56  &  57  Vict.  c.  89),  had  recently  built  a  workmen's  club  on 
Whiteacre,  the  only  present  access  to  which  was  over  the 
passage  in  dispute. 

The  right  of  way  was  claimed  under  a  lease  of  the  8th  of 
November,  1879,  by  which  the  common  owner  of  Blackacn 
and  Whiteacre  demised  Whiteacre  to  the  predecessor  in  title, 
of  the  defendant  club  with  a  right  of  way  over  the  passage  ia 
question  for  "  the  lessee,  his  executors,  administrators  and 
assigns,  undertenants  and  servants,"  for  ''  all  purposes  coor 
nected  with  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  said  premises." 

The  lease  contemplated  the  election  of  buildiogSi  ^  ^^ 
was  nothing  to  prohibit  their  user  for  the  purposes  of  a  work" 
men's  club. 

The  plaintiff,  whose  lease  wa^  subject  to  the  right  of  Wi 
contended  (inter  cUia)  that  the  members,  honorary  memhet^ 
guests,  visitors,  officers,  and  tradespeople  of  the  dob  wen 
mere  licensees,  and  not  within  the  above  grant 
Eve,  K.C.,  aod  Leverson,  for  the  plaintiff. 
Vernon  Smith,  K.C.,  and  Howland  Jackson,  for  the  defen- 
dants. 

Swinfen  Eady  J.  Although  ''visitors"  and  "persons 
authorized  "  are  not  expressly  mentioned  as  in  some  of  the 
conveyancing  precedents,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  graatofs 
right  of  way  extends  to  all  persons  lawfully  going  to  and  from 
the  dominant  tenement.  The  members,  honorary  members, 
guests,  visitors,  officers,  and  tradespeople  of  the  club  deer^ 
come  under  that  description.  The  action  fails,  and  most  w 
dismissed  with  costs. 
Solicitors :  Upt07i,  Aikty  &  Co. ;  Chdlton  Hubbard. 

G.  B«  *• 
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NOTICE  TO  SOIiIGITOBa 


With  the  view  of  iruuring  the  grecUest  paaeOde  accuracy  and 
rapidity  in  the  various  publications  connected  with  the  Law 
Reports,  the  OouncU  will  he  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
appluMUan  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Oouncil 
wiU  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
Papers,  together  vfUh  any  informcOion  in  their  power  as  to  the 
names  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  ^  ease.  At  the 
same  time,  the  Oouncil  ihanhfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
(hey  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fession in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 


TABLE  OF  CASES. 

Attobvst-Genbbal  V,  Matob,  &o.,  of  Boubhsmouth       .  0.  A. 

DiLTBr.GaAT Byrne  J. 

DtrcGHTT  V.  LoMAGUHDA  RsBFB,  LiMiTBD.        .        .  Suekley  J, 
Bdcomb  (Jambs),  In  re.    E»  parte  Jambs  Edgoomb.        .  C.  A, 

^''BnSQV.JMB Qj^^ 

HiBBEBT  V,  MoQUADB Q^^ 

Igoe,App.;  Shahk  and  Othbbs,  Rbsps.  .        .        .        ^  C.A. 
IiiDs  ahd  Hanlby  Thbatbbs  op  VARXBTiEa,  LiMiTBD,  In  re 

n.  ^•^•• 

PouLkBi>,Inre,    Pollabd  r.  Pollabd    .         .        .      Joyce  J, 
RoB[!fso!r   Gold   Misting   Company  r.  Allianob   Insubanob 

CoMPAST  a± 

SxTTH  (Joseph),  In  re.    Smith  r.  Lewis  .    .    .  Bnckley  J. 


paob 
142 
142 
143 
141 
142 
140 
140 

141 

144 

140 
148 


INDEX  OF  SUBJEOT-MATTKE. 


COXPAHT. 

Memorandum  of  a$$ociation—BeeonUruotion^8ale  of  assets  for 
thares  in  new  company— Voluntary  winding^p^Companies 
M  1862  (25  *  26  Fic<.  0.  89),  «.  161         ....     148 

Promeier^Miefeasanee— Secret  profit-- Prospectus -^ Nonets- 
dosnre — Measure  of  damages 141 

OOXMHTAL. 

iio».pttSfment  of  raUs^lmprieonment-^Beeeiving  order^BeUase 
-^urisdictum^Legdl  proeess^-Punitive  order^Distress  for 
Bates  Act,  1849  (12  d:  13  Vtct,  o,  14),  s.  2'-Debtors  Af^  1869 
(82  <fr  33  YkL  c  62),  «.  4,  «i6-«,  "l^Banktupicy  Act,  1883 
(46  4  47  rM«.c.  52),  ».  10,  firfK*.  2 141 

IHSUBAVOB  (MABin). 

Pdliey— Property  of  alien  enemy— Loss  before  commencement  of 
var—Seizure  by  enemy's  government  of  property  of  its  own 
tvhjeet-^  Warranty  against  "  capture,  seizure,  or  detention  "^     1 40 

No.  25.-1902. 


LXGXHSUrO  A0T8. 

lAoenee — Benewd — Value  of  premises — Objeotion — Break  in  Hie 
eonHnuity  of  the  hoiding  of  licenee—Liceneing  Act,  1872 
(35  <fe  86  Ff0«.  0. 94),  <.  45         .        .         .        •        •        .     140 

BIVJSHDK. 

Income  taz—PubUe  ofjlee  or  employment  of  profit — Incumbent  of 
benefioe — Qrard  from  Queen   Victoria  Clergy  Stuteniation 
Fund-^Ineome  Tax  Acts,  1842  (5  4  6  Viet.  c.  35),  «.  146 ; 
1853  (16  4  17  Vict.  c.  34),  «.  2,  ScKed.  E    .        .        .        .140 

BXQUEflTSATIOH. 

Noiioe  of  writ — Effect  upon  choee  in  aetioti  in  hands  of  third 

party— Banker  and  customer    ••••••     H4 

TRAXWAT. 

*'  Substantial  commencement  of  works  " — Cesser  of  poxoers — ^t't- 

deiu»— Tramways  Act^  1870  (33  4  34  VicL  c,  78),  s.  18        .     142 

TBU8TSE8. 

Investment — Breach  of  trust — Shares  in  limited  company — Becow 
struetion — Exchange  of  tihares  in  old  company  for  sfiares  in 
new  company — Betainer  of  shares — **  Present  form  of  invest- 
ment"     143 

VXHDOB  AHD  PUB0HA8EB. 


142 


Specific  performance — Sale  by  trustees — Bepurchase  by  one  trustee 
— Executory  contract— Purohaset^s  nominee — Breach  of  tf-ust 

Voidable  contract — Assignment  of  contract — Privity  of  contract — 

Money  had  and  received.  Action  for    •         .         •         •         •     142 


OOUBiT  OF  APPEAL. 


^BsooBD  OF  Busnrsss. 


COURT  L 

Thdbsdat,  July  10. 

Bev,  O,  N,  Herbert  v.  McQuade,    Appeal  from  Kennedy  aiid  Philli- 

more  J  J.    AJlowed. 
Bobinscn  Gold  Mining  Company,  Limited,  and  Others  y.  Alliance 

Marine  and  General  Assurance  Company,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Phillimore  J.    Part  heard. 

Friday,  July  11. 

Bobinson  Gold  Mining  Company,  Limited,  and  Others  v.  Alliance 
Marine  and  General  Assurance  Company,  Limited,  Appeal  from 
Phillimore  J.    DismiBsed. 

Carter  y.  Leyeon.    Appeal  from  Phillimore  J.    Allowed. 

.     .  {satdbday,  July  12.„  . :      -      , 

Moltneaux  ▼.  London,  Birmingham  and  Manchester  Insurance  Company, 
Limited.    Appeal  from  Phillimore  J.     P^  heard.' 
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MoKDAT,  Jaly  14. 

Molineaux  y.  London,  Birmingham  and  Manchester  Imuranoe  Company, 
LimUed.    Appeal  fivm  Phillimore  J.    Our.  adv.  mUt, 

Long  Eaton  BooreaHon  QtoundB  Company,  Limiiod  y.  Midland  BaU- 
way  Company^    Appeal  fiN>m  Lawrance  J.    Part  heard. 

TuvDAT,  July  15. 

Long  Eaton  Beeroation  Grounds  Company,  Limiiod  y.  MidJtand  Bail' 
way  Company.    Appeal  from  Lawranoe  J.    Part  heard. 

WsDHiSDAT,  July  16. 

New  Bivor  Company  y.  Assessment  Commitlee  of  Hertford  Union  and 
Others.    Appeal  from  Bidley  and  Bigham  JJ.    Part  heard. 

Thubsdat,  Jaly  17. 

New  Biver  Company  Y.  Aeeessment  Committee  of  Hertford  Union  and 

Others,    Appeal  from  Bidley  and  Bigham  J  J.    Cur.  adv.  vult 
Honikman  Y.  Stopford  and  Others.   Appeal  from  Barling  J.   Allowed. 


COURT  XL 

Teubsdat,  July  3. 

Spfoat  Y.  Marehese.    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Dismiaied. 
In  re  Leeds  and  Hanley  Theatres  of  Varieties,  Limited.    Appeal  from 
Wright  J.    Part  heard. 

FuDAT,  July  11. 

Adiworth  Y.  English  Card  Company.   Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  a  Debtor.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  689  of  1902.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  Begiatrar  Hope.    Diimiaied. 
In  re  a  Debtor.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  152  of  1902.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  Begiatrar  Gifbrd.    Settled. 
In  re  Leeds  and  Hanley  Theatres  of  Varieties,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Wright  J.    DismiflBed. 
In  re  a  Debtor.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  1490  of  1902.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  Begistrar  Broagham.    Pottponed. 

Satubdat,  July  12. 

r»  re  Margeston.    Margeston  r.  Margeston.    Appeal  frrom  Byrne  J. 

DismiMed. 
Fleming  y.  Loe.     Madkusiek  Y.  Fleming,     Appeal  from  Coaens- 

HardyJ.    Part  heard. 

MOHDAT,  July  14, 

Fleming  Y.  Loe.      Mackusiek  y.  Fleming.      Appeal   firam  Goxens- 

Hardy  J.    Allowed. 
Attomey-OeneraH  y.  Bournemouth  Corporation.    Appeal  from  Swinfen 

Eady  J.    Part  heard. 

TumoAT,  July  15. 

Attomey-Oeneral  Y.  Boumentouih  Corporation.    Appeal  from  Swinfen 

Eady  J.    Allowed. 
Holm'iecid  y.  Cooper.    Appeal  from  Cozena-Hardy  J.    Part  heard. 

Wednbsdat,  July  16. 

HolmUead  y.  Cooper,    Appeal  from  Cozena-Hardy  J.    DismiaBod. 
In  re  Spear,    Cairns  y.  Speir,    Appeal  from  Y.^O.  of  County  Pala- 
tine of  Lanoaiter.    Diuniased 
Byrne  y.  Seid.    Same  y.  Same,    Appeal  from  Joyoe  J.    Part  heard. 


During  the  sittings  of  (he  Oowrts  fn  Wbbklt  IlacmwiahepMUM 
on  Baiuiday,  and  wHl  generally  eompriee  Notes  of  Deeisions  upteaad 
ineiuding  those  of  the  previous  Thunday.  AU  eases  of  permuMst 
interest  noted  therein  wlU  he  reported  infuU  in  Tbm  I4AW  Bnosn. 


Supreme  Court  ot  Jubtcature* 

OOTJET  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A.  July! 

Igoe^  App.  ;  Shank  and  Othbbs^  Bbsps. 
Licensing  Acts — Licence— Beneufdl — Value  0/ premises— Objection 

— Break  in  the  continuity  of  the  holding  of  licetice—Lioentins 

Act,  1872  (85  <fc  86  Vict.  c.  94),  s.  46. 

The  deoidon  of  the  King's  Bench  DiYision,  reported  [1901] 
2  E.  B.  740,  was  reYersed  by  the  Court  of  Appeal  (GolliDS  O. 
and  Mathew  L  J.,  GozenchHardy  L.J.  dissenting). 

Avory,  K.C,  and  Bandolph,  for  the  appellant 

0,  A,  BusadI,  K.C,  and  Hildesheimer,  for  the  respondents. 

Solicitors:  B.  B.  Wheatley,  Son  <fc  Danid,  for  OobheU,  Whe^ff 
A  Cobbett,  Manchester ;  Eockin,  Bahy  &  Beckton,  Manchester. 

A.  M. 


C.  A. 


HiBBIBT  V.  MoQUADB. 


Julyia 


Bevenue — Income  tax — Public  office  or  employtnent  of  proft— 
Incumbent  o/benefice — Grant  from  Queen  Victoria  Clergy  SwUr- 
tation  Fund— Income  Tax  Acts,  1842  (5  (fc  6  Vict,  c  35), ».  146; 
1863  (16  <fc  17  Vict.  c.  34),  s.  2,  Sched.  E. 
Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  a  DlYisional  Court,  reported 
[1901]  2KB.  761. 

Sir  B,  B.  Finlay,  A.-O.,  Sir  E.  E,  Carson,  S.-G.,  and  BoMi, 
for  the  appeUant. 
Danckiverts,  K.C,  and  F,  Low,  K,C.,  for  the  respondent 
Thb  Coubt  (Collins  M.R,  Stirling  and  Mathew  L.JJ) 
were  of  opinion  that  the  grant  was  not  in  the  nature  of  a  pe^ 
sonal  gift  to  the  particular  incumbent,  but  was  a  grant  ia 
augmentation  of  the  Yalue  of  the  benefice ;  they  therefore  heU 
that  the  amount  of  the  grant  was  chargeable  with  income  tax 
under  Sched.  £  as  being  profits  accruing  by  reason  of  the 
appellant's  office  or  employment,  and  rcYersed  thededsionof 
the  DiYisional  Court. 

Appeal  aHowed. 

Solicitor  for  the  appellant :  Solicitor  of  Inland  Bevenue. 
Solicitors  for  the  respondent:   Orowders,  Vizard  A  Oldhant, 
for  Mills  A  BeevCf  Norwich.  W.  J.  B* 

c.  A.  July  1^' 

BoBiNSOM  Gold  Mining  Company  v.  Allianok  Inbuhakoi 
Company. 
Insurance  (Marine) -^Policy -^Properly  of  alien  enemy lo^ 
h^ore  commencement  of  war-Seizure  by  enemy^s  government  ifj 
-  property  qf  its  own   subject ---Warranty  against   '*cajturf, 
teivure,  or  detention."  ^   -  .  ^ 
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AppeBl  from  a  judgment  of  Phillimoie  J.,  zeportod  [1901] 
3  KB.  919. 

Lawson  WdUon,  K.C^  and  J.  A.  HcmUUm,  K.C.  (John  D<m 
with  them),  for  the  appellants. 

lord  Bobert  CtcO,  K.C.,  and  Eon.  Alfred  LyUdton,  K.C. 
(ZocAnw  with  them),  for  the  recfpondents. 

Thx  Court  (Collins  M.B.,  Mathew  and  Cozens-Haidy  L. JJ.) 
lield  that  there  had  been  a  ''seizoie"  of  the  gold  within  the 
meaning  of  the  warranty  in  the  policy  of  insurance,  and  affirmed 
the  judgment  of  Phillimore  J. 

Appeal  diemiteed. 
SoUcifans  for  the  appellants :  Ingle,  Bolmes  A  Bom. 
ScrficitoTB  for  the  respondents:  Walions,  Johneon,  BtM  A 
WhaUon.  W.  J.  B. 


C.A. 


July  9, 11. 


In  re  Jamis  Edgoomb. 
Ex  parte  James  Edgoomb. 

CommiUal— Non-payment  of  rates  ^Imprisonment  ^Beceiving 
order— Belease— Jurisdiction — Legal  process — Punitive  order— 
Disiress/or  Bates  Act,  1849  (12  <fc  13  Vict.  c.  14),  s.  2— Debtors 
Ad,  1869  (32  <fc  83  Ftc<.  c.  62),  s.  4,  suh-s.  2— Bankruptcy  Act, 
1883  (46  db  47  Vict.  e.  52),  s.  10,  sub-s.  2. 
Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Mr.  Begistrar  Hope. 

'  James  Edgcome  was  the  occupier  of  12,  St.  James's  Square, 

in  thecity  of  Westminster,  and  was  liable  to  pay  1747. 16«.  Hd. 

under  a  general  rate  made  on  the  12th  of  April,  1901.    He  did 

Boi  pay  tiiese  rates,  and  a  distress  was  issued  by  a  police  magis- 

tiaie  to  levy  that  sum  on  his  goods.  A  return  of  nulla  bona 
WIS  made,  and  on  the  10th  of  March,  1902,  a  warrant  of  com- 
ttitment  in  default  of  distress  was  issued  by  the  magistrate 
directkig  that  Edgcome  should  be  imprisoned  for  one  month 
udeas  the  money  were  sooner  paid.  The  warrant  was  directed 
to  be  held  over  for  a  month,  and  was  eyentually  executed  on 
the  1st  of  July,  when  Edgcome  was  imprisoned  at  HoUoway. 
On  the  2nd  of  July  he  presented  a  bankruptcy  petition,  and  on 
Ibe  same  day  a  receiTing  order  was  made  against  him  on  that 
letition.  On  the  4th  of  July  he  applied  to  the  registrar  in 
haokmptcy  for  an  order  that  he  should  be  released  from  prison 
Bnder  aecte.  9  and  10  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  on  the  ground 
ttat  the  committal  was  a  legal  process  against  his  property  or 
peraoo,  and  ought  to  be  stayed. 

The  registrar  dismissed  the  application,  and  the  debtor 
liipealed. 

EaUdingtein,  for  the  appellant. 

Jf«tr  Mackenzie,  for  the  mayor,  <&c.,  of  Westminster. 

Tmi  GousT  (Vaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L. JJ.) 
finnissed  the  appeal.  A  committal  by  a  magistrate  under  the 
iMrtiess  for  Bates  Act,  1849,  was  of  a  punitive  character, 
iiyiDQgb  it  determined  on  payment  of  the  debt.  Orders  made 
isder  sect  4  of  the  Debtors  Act,  1869,  had  a  similar  e£fect 
^  exceptions  there  mentioned  to  the  general  rule  that  in 
fitfcoxe  there  should  be  no  imprisonment  for  debt  formed  a 
elttB  of  caopfl  standing  on  the  same  footing,  and  were  excepted 
becanee  imprisonment  under  them  all  meant  pumshment.  That 
ns  the  Tiew  expressed  in  Middleton  y.  Chichester,  (1871)  L.  B. 
I  Ch.  152«  and  In  re  Smith.  Hands  y.  Andrews,  [1893]  2  Gh.  1. 
Mwwrure  the  Bankruptcy  Court  had  no  jurisdiction  to  inter- 
fcn  under  sect  10,  sub-sect.  2,  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883. 

Golicitoro:  B.  G.  Davis;  Caprons,  Eitchins,  Brabant  ^ 
ftteWna.  H-  0.  B. 


C.  A.  July  11. 

In  re  Lexds  and  Hanlxt  Thbatbes  of  YARiKriBS,  LncirxD. 

Company— Promoter— Mirfeasance — Secret  profit — Prospectus^" 
Non-disclosure— Measure  of  damages. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Wright  J. 
The  Consolidated  Exploration  and  Finance  Company  was  a 
company  whose  business  was  the  promotion  of  other  companies. 
They  were  the  promoters  of  a  company  called  the  Leeds  and 
Hanley  Theatres  of  Varieties,  Limited.    The  Consolidated  Com- 
pany agreed  to  purchase  two  music-halls,  which  were  to  be  sold 
to  the  then  intended  Theatres  Company.     The  agreements 
entered  into  proyided  for  the  sale  of  the  halls  at  prices  amount- 
ing to  24,000^.  to  one  Bands,  a  man  of  no  substance,  who  was 
a  trustee  for  the  Consolidated  Company ;  and  he  agreed  to  sell 
the  halls  for  75,000^  to  one  Carter,  who  was  a  trustee  for  the 
then  intended  Theatres  Company.    The  real  yendors  were  the 
Consolidated  Company.    The  directors  of  the  Theatres  Com- 
pany were  appointed  by  the  Consolidated  Company,  and  two  of 
them  receiyed  their  qualification  from  that  company.     The 
prospectus  of  the  Theatres  Company,  which  was  prepared  and 
issued  with  the  knowledge  and  priyity  of  the  Consolidated 
Company,  did  not  disclose  the  fact  that  the  latter  company 
were  the  real  yendors  to  the  Theatres  Company,  or  that  they 
were  making  a  large  profit  upon  the  sale.    The  prospectus 
stated  three  contracts,  two  for  the  sale  of  the  music-halls 
respectiyely  to  Bands,  and  a  third  for  the  sale  of  the  halls  by 
him  to  Carter,  as  a  trustee  on  behalf  of  the  Theatres  Company. 
The  prospectus  stated  that  '' the  yendor,  who  has  the  fullest 
confidence  in  the  success  of  the  company,  will  defray  all  ex- 
penses of  registration,  &o.,  up  to  and  including  allotment,  and 
stipulates  for  the  right  to  apply  for  and  have  allotted  to  him,  in 
part  payment  of  the  purchase-money,  one-third  of  the  share 
capital,  on  the  same  terms  as  the  allotment  is  made  to  the 
public."    The  companies  being  both  in  liquidation,  Wright  J., 
on  the  application  of  the  liquidator  of  the  Theatres  Company, 
made  an  order  declaring  that  the  Consolidated  Company  was  a 
promoter  of  the  Theatres  Company,  and  that  the  ConsoUdated 
Company  was  accountable  to  the  liquidator  of  the  Theatres  Com- 
pany for  the  profit  receiyed  by  the  Consolidated  Company  by 
the  purchase  and  resale  of  the  halls,  with  interest  at  4  per  cent, 
from  the  date  of  receipt  thereof  until  payment 
The  Consolidated  Company  appealed. 

7%e  Eon.  E.  C.  Macnaghten,  K.C,  and  Kenyon  Parker,  for  the 
appellants. 

Younger,  K.C,  and  W.  E.  Cozens-Eardy,  for  the  liquidator 
of  the  Theatres  Company. 

Thb  Coubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L. JJ.) 
dismissed  the  appeal. 

Yauohan  Williams  L.J.  said  that  it  was  dear  that  the  Con- 
solidated Company  from  the  first  were  acting  as  the  promoters 
of  the  Theatres  Company.  Their  intention  was  to  buy  the 
music-halls  for  the  purpose  of  selling  them  to  a  company  which 
they  were  to  create,  yiz.,  the  Theatres  Company.  They  stood 
in  a  fiduciary  relation  to  the  Theatres  Company,  i.e.,  to  the 
persons  who  were  inyited  to  become  shareholders  in  that  com- 
pany. It  was  their  plain  duty  to  disclose  the  fact  that  they 
were  the  beneficial  yenders  of  the  property  which  was  sold  to 
the  Theatres  Company,  and  that  they  were  making  a  profit  upon 
the  sale.    The  prospectus  was  issued  with  their  knowledge  and 
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privity.  It  did  not  disclose  their  interest,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
represented  Rands  as  the  vendor.  It  contained  a  suggestio  falsi. 
This  being  so,  the  Theatres  Company  were  entitled  to  recover 
damages  from  the  Consolidated  Company,  and  the  measure  of 
damages  was  the  profit  which  the  latter  company  made  by  the 
purchase  and  resale  of  the  music-halls. 

BoMER  and  Stirling  L. JJ.  concurred. 

Solicitors :  B.  Raphael  &  Co, ;  G.  B.  W.  Digby. 

W.  L.  C. 


C.  A. 


FLEmNG  V,  Los. 


July  14. 

Vendor  and  purchaser —  Voidable  contract — Assignment  of  contract 
— Privity  of  contract — Money  had  and  received^  Action  for. 

Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J.,  [1901]  2  Ch.  694 

A  contract  of  sale  was  induced  by  and  voidable  for  misrepre* 
sontations  made  by  the  vendor.  The  vendor  assigned  the 
benefit  of  the  contract,  and  payments  made  as  under  the 
contract  by  the  purchaser,  before  he  elected  to  avoid  it,  were 
received  by  the  vendor's  assignee.  The  assignee  sued  for 
sjDecific  performance,' making  the  vendor  and  purchaser  defen- 
dants, and  the  purchaser  counter-claimed,  as  for  money  had  and 
received,  for  repayment  of  the  sums  paid  by  him.  The  original 
action  was  dismissed,  and  on  the  Gounter-daim  judgment  was 
given  by  Cozens-Hardy  J.,  [1901]  2  Ch.  694,  for  the  purchaser 
against  the  plaintiff,  the  assignee,  for  the  sums  claimed,  with 
costs,  on  the  ground  that  they  constituted  money  had  and 
received  on  a  total  failure  of  consideration. 

The  plaintiff  appealed. 

Eve,  K,C.,  and  MartelH,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Upjohn,  ir.C,  and  D.  D,  Robertson,  for  the  defendant,  the 
purchaser. 

Thk  Court  (Vaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L.JJ.) 
allowed  the  appeal  and  dismissed  the  counter-claim  with  costs, 
holding,  upon  the  facts,  that  the  moneys  paid  to  the  plaintiff  the 
vendor's  assignee,  had  been  duly  appropriated  by  him  to  the 
purposes  for  which,  under  the  contract,  they  were  paid  and 
intended  by  the  purchaser,  and  therefore  could  not  now  be 
recovered  from  the  plaintiff. 

Solicitors :  Morten,  Cutler  <fe  Co, ;  Last  &  Sons, 

a  I.  F.  a 


of  such  a  notice.  Their  Lordships  disapproved  of  the  de- 
cision of  Eekewich  J.  to  the  contrary  in  In  re  Dudley  aft<i 
Kingswinford  Tramways  Company,  (1893)  69  L.  T.  (N.S.)  711 
Their  Lordships  also  held  that  in  the  present  case  the  defen- 
dants had  not ''  substantially  commenced  "  their  works  within 
a  year  from  the  date  of  the  provisional  order.  In  their  opinion, 
seci  18  meant  an  execution  of  physical  works  on  the  tramway 
line.  The  making  of  contracts  for  the  supply  of  dynamos  and 
cars  was  not  a  ''substantial  commencement"  of  the  wotb 
within  the  meaning  of  sect  18.  Statutory  provisions  for  tiie 
benefit  of  the  public  ought  to  be  strictly  enforced,  even  if  the 
enforcement  of  them  would  produce  hiudship  to  indivldiuds. 
The  injunction  claimed  by  the  phuntifb  was  accordingly^ 
granted. 

Solicitors:   Sydney  Morse;  Lovdl,  Son  <fc  Fitfidd,  for 
W.  H,  Druitt,  Bournemouth.  W.  L 


...1 


Ibfgb  Court  ot  Justice. 

CHANCERY   DIVISION. 


Dklves  V,  Gbay. 


Jiiiv " 


C.  A.  July  15. 

Attornky-Gknebal  V,  Mayob,  &o.,  op  Boubnemouth. 

Tramimy —^^ Substantial  commencement  of  works" — Cesser  of 

powers— Evidence— Tramtmys  Act,  1870  (83  <fe  34  Vict.  c.  78), 

$,  18. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Swinfen  Eady  J.,  noted  ante, 
p.  12G. 

The  plaintiffs  appealed. 

Warmington,  K.C,  and  R,  J,  Parker,  for  the  plaintiflEs. 

Vernon  Smith,  K,C.,  and  Charles  Churchy  for  the  defendants. 

The  Coubt  (Vaughau  Williams,  Romer,  and  Stirling  L.JJ.) 
allowed  the  ai)peid.  They  held  that,  when  sect.  18  of  the 
Tramways  Act,  1870,  made  a  notice  purporting  to  be  published 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the  Gazette  **  conclusive  evidence" 
of  the  non-comnien cement  of  works,  it  was  not  meant 
that  no  other  evidence  should  be  admissible  in  the  absence 


Byrne  J. 

Vendor  and  purchaser — Specific  ])erformance—Sale  by  trmfm- 
Repurchase  by  one  trustee — Executory  contract— Furchof^] 
nominee — Breach  of  trust. 

By  an  agreement  of  the  17th  of  January,  1902,  two 
for  sale,  D.  and  C,  contracted  to  sell  a  copyhold  property  to 
defendant  for  800/.,  the  purchase  to  be  completed  on  the 
of  February,  1902.    The  title  was  investigated  and  accepted  b; 
the  defendant,  and  the  conveyance  prepared  and  engro^ 
The  defendant  subsequently  r^retted  his  purchase,  and  bjafi 
agreement  of  the  17th  of  February,  1902,  contracted  with 
of  the  trustees,  D.,  for  the  sale  to  him  of  this  proper^  for  8Cf( 
and  he  then  wrote  and  required  the  conveyance  to  be  mad^ 
D.,  as  sub-purchaser,  claiming  the  right   to   have  the  ^ 
purchaser's  name  substituted  for  his  own  in  the  conTeyanc: 
his  nominee.    D.  subsequently  declined  to  allow  his  name  to  l>e 
inserted  in  the  conveyance,  alleging  that  he  had  entered  into 
the  second  contract  under  a  mistaken  idea  of  his  duttefi  sa 
trustee.    As  the  defendant  refused  to  accept  a  conveyance  of  t^ 
property  from  the  trustees,  they  brought  the  present  ac^ 
against  him  for  specific  performance  of  the  contract  of  the  ITi 
of  January,  1902 ;  the  only  defence  to  this  action  was  a  cm^ 
claim  by  the  defendant  for  specific  performance  by  D.  o^  ^ 
contract  of  the  17th  of  February,  or  damages  for  the  bitach 
thereof. 

LeveU,  K.C.,  and  W,  A,  Jolly,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Norton,  K,C.,  and  Bon,  M.  Macnaghien,  for  the  defendant. 

Btbnk  J.  held  that,  the  contract  of  the  17th  of  January ' 
executory,  the  trustee  could  not  repurchase  the  property  froi 
hisQwn  purchaser;  that  the  defendant  was  boand  to  complex 
his  contract,  and  judgment  for  specific  performance  most  » 
given  against  him.  As  to  the  counter-claim,  the  defendant  ^ 
not  in  a  position  to  enforce  specific  pirformaoce  against  P/ 
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bdDg  able  to  confer  upon  him  a  marketable  title ;  nor  was  lie 
entitled  to  damages,  as  the  defendant  must  be  deemed  to  have 
known  that  S.  was  incapable  of  purchasing  under  the  circum- 
stanoes.  With  reference  to  the  claim  that,  independently  of  oon- 
iiaot,  the  defendant  as  purchaser  was  entitled  to  have  D.'s  name 
inserted  in  the  conyeyance  as  his  nominee,  his  Lordship  knew  of 
BO  principle  or  authority  which  compelled  Tenders  to  conyey  to 
one  of  their  own  number,  who  declined  to  accept  the  nomina- 
%m,  under  circumstances  which  might  certainly  expose  them 
lifireafler  to  the  risk  of  being  parties  to  a  breach  of  trust. 

Solicitors:  Sharpe,  Parker,  Fritchards, Barham  & Latoford,  for 
W,  E,  Oripps,  8<m  dt  Daish,  Tunbridge  Wells ;  GoUyer-Bristow, 
M,  Gurtia  A  Bads,  for  Stone,  Simpson  <k  Mason,  Tunbridge 
Wells.  W.  0.  D. 


ley  J. 


In  re  Josbph  Smith. 
Smith  v.  Lbwis. 


July  8, 4 


Tnuteea—Investmeni— Breach  o/trust^Shares  in  limited  company 

—Beoonstruction — Excfumge  of  shares  in  old  company  for  shares 

'   in  new  company^-Betainer  of  shares—"  Present  form  of  invest- 

Thfi  testator  gaye  his  real  and  personal  estate  to  trustees 
opon  trust  for  conyersion,  and  after  payment  of  debts  and 
it&ds&  to  inyest  the  proceeds,  with  power  to  yary  inyestments. 
;Bd  declared  that  the  trustees  might  postpone  the  conyersion  of 
Us  estate  for  so  long  as  they  should  think  fit,  and  "retain  the 
Mie  or  any  part  thereof  in  its  present  form  of  inyestment.*' 
pythe  investment  danse  he  empowered  the  trustees  to  pur- 
Nhase  (infer  oZfo)  preference  stock  or  shares  of  any  joint  stock 
N^pany  at  the  time  of  inyestment  paying  a  diyidend  on  its 
Ninaiy  stock  or  shares.  At  the  time  of  his  death  in  1895 
m»  testator  held  750  fully  paid  ordinary  shares  of  51  each  in 
i&e  Birmingham  Small  Arms  and  Metal  Company,  Limited,  a 
^ptny  which  had  no  preference  shares.  The  trustees  found 
wt  the  shares  were  of  great  yalue,  and  accordingly  retained  520 
Itf  them.  In  18%  the  company,  with  a  yiew  to  increasing  its 
opital,  passed  resolutions  for  a  reconstruction.  The  company 
Was  Tround  up  yoluntarily;  a  new  company  with  the  same 
^ittne  was  formed;  all  the  assets  of  the  old  company  were  trans- 
^^Boed  to  the  new  company ;  and  the  new  company  allotted  to 
laeh  member  of  the  old  company,  in  exchange  for  eyery  share 
!of  K.  fully  paid  in  the  old  company,  one  ordinary  share  of  61. 
tjnd  one  preference  share  of  5/.  in  the  new  company,  credited  as 
™y  paid.  The  trustees  did  not  dissent,  as  proyided  by 
|«ct.  161  of  the  Companies  Act,  1862,  but  accepted  520  pre- 
"TMJoe  and  520  ordinary  shares  in  the  new  company. 

1%e  question  in  dispute  was  whether  under  the  will  they 
▼oe  authorized  to  retain  the  shares  in  the  new  company. 

^'  E,  Barman,  for  the  suryiying  trustee. 

U.  Bmer,  for  the  tenants  for  life. 

•fi. «/.  Porkerf  for  the  remaindermen. 

BucKLXY  J.  said  that  when  the  new  company  began  in  1897 
}^W  dividends  on  its  ordinary  shares  the  preference  shares 
**wime  an  authorized  security  within  the  inyestment  clause, 
™  the  trostee  could  retain  them.  The  question  whether  the 
ttttstee  could  retain  the  ordinary  shares  turned  on  whether 


they  came  within  the  words  of  the  will  which  authorized  the 
retainer  of  the  estate  or  any  part  thereof  "  in  its  present  form 
of  inyestment"  No  doubt  the  shares  were  different  shares, 
but  they  were  substantially  the  same  form  of  inyestment. 
They  were  always  subject  to  a  liability  to  haye  preference 
shares  put  oyer  them.  They  came  to  the  trustees  because  the 
testator  held  the  shares  in  the  old  company,  and  for  no  other 
reason.  The  only  difference  was  that  they  were  shares  in  a 
different  company;  but  that  company  was  only  a  transforma- 
tion of  the  old  company.  There  was  no  change  in  the  form  of 
the  business,  no  additional  liability  on  the  shares,  and  the 
trustee  was  entitled  to  retain  them. 

Solicitors:   Sharpe,  Parker,  Pritchards,  Barham  A  Lawford, 
for  Benjamin  Shirley  Smith,  Birmingham.  H.  C.  B. 


Buckley  J. 


I>ouaaTT  V.  LoMAOUNBA  BiBFS,  Limited. 


July  11. 


Gompany — Memora/ndum  ofassociaHon — Beconstruction — Scble  of 
assets  for  shares  in  new  company — Voluntary  winding-up — 
Gompanies  Act,  1862  (25  dk  26  Vict.  c.  89),  s.  161. 

Clause  8  of  the  memorandum  of  association  of  the  defendant 
company  stated  as  some  of  its  objects—"  (n)  To  sell  or  dispose 
of  the  undertaking  of  the  company,  or  any  part  thereof,  for  such 
consideration  as  the  company  may  think  fit,  and  in  particular 
for  shares,  debentures,  debenture  stock,  or  securities  of  any 
other  company  haying  objects  altogether  or  in  part  similar  to 
those  of  this  company,"  and  "(v)  To  distribute  among  the 
members  in  specie  any  property  or  any  proceeds  of  sale  or 
disposal  of  any  property  of  the  company,  and  for  such  purpose 
to  distinguish  and  separate  capital  from  profits,  but  so  that  no 
distribution  amounting  to  a  reduction  of  capital  be  made  except 
with  the  sanction  (if  any)  for  the  time  being  required  by  law." 
Clause  164  of  the  articles  of  association  proyided  as  follows : 
**  If  the  company  shall  be  wound  up,  the  liquidators  (whether 
yoluntary  or  official)  may,  with  the  sanction  of  an  extraordinary 
resolution,  distribute  in  specie  among  the  contributories  any 
part  of  the  assets  of  the  company,  and  in  particular  any  shares, 
stocks,  or  debentures  of  any  other  company  which  this  company 
may  be  entitled  to.  .  .  J* 

By  an  agreement  dated  the  12th  of  Noyember,  1901,  it  was 
agreed  (1)  that  the  defendant  compaoy  (which  was  then  a  going 
concern)  should  sell  to  the  Lomagunda  Deyelopment  Company, 
Limited,  all  the  undertaking  and  property  of  the  plaintiff 
company;  (2)  that,  as  part  of  the  consideration  for  the  sale,  the 
purchaser  company  should  pay  and  discharge  the  debts  and 
liabilities  of  and  perform  the  contracts  binding  on  the  yendor 
company  (and  respectiyely  mentioned  in  a  schedule  to  the 
agreement),  and  keep  the  yendor  company  indemnified;  (3) 
that  the  yendor  company  should  retain  out  of  the  property 
and  assets  200^.  to  defray  the  costs  and  expenses  of  and  incident 
to  the  agreement  and  the  winding-up  of  the  yendor  company, 
and  should  hand  oyer  to  the  purchaser  company  on  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  yendor  company  any  balance,  and  that  if  the  200^ 
should  be  insufficient  to  defray  the  costs  and  expenses,  the 
deficiency,  up  to  1007.,  should  be  paid  by  the  purchaser  com- 
pany ;  (4)  that  as  the  residue  of  the  consideration  the  purchaser 
company  should  ''allot  to  the  yendor  comp^j^or  its  nominee 
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or  nominees  17,092  folly  paid  shares  of  1?.  each  of  the  purohaser 
company,  to  be  numbered  200,001  to  217,092  indosiYe." 

By  clause  9  the  agreement  was  declared  to  be  conditional 
upon  the  same  being  sanctioned  on  or  before  the  Slst  of 
January,  1902,  by  an  extraordinary  resolution  of  the  vendor 
company. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  shareholders  of  the  vendor  company  held 
on  the  90th  of  December,  1901,  the  following  resolutions  were 
duly  passed :  "  (1)  That  the  conditional  agreement  submitted  to 
this  meeting  [date  and  parties  stated]  be  and  the  same  is  hereby 
approved  and  adopted,  and  that  the  directors  be  and  they  are 
hereby  authorized  to  carry  the  same  into  e£fect  with  such  (if 
any)  modifications  as  they  may  think  fib  to  assent  to.  (2)  That 
this  company  may  be  wound  up  voluntarily,  and  that  Mr.  L* 
Hasluck,  of,  &c.,  be  and  he  is  hereby  appointed  liquidator  of  the 
company  for  the  purpose  of  such  winding-up  ....  and  that  the 
liquidator  be  and  he  is  hereby  authorized  to  distribute  any  of 
the  assets  of  this  company  amongst  the  members  in  specie,  and 
to  exercise  all  or  any  of  his  powers  and  authorities  by 
attorney.** 

The  second  resolution  was  confirmed  as  a  special  resolution 
at  a  meeting  held  on  the  15th  of  January,  1902. 

Doughty  brought  an  action  on  behalf  of  himself  and  the  other 
shareholders  of  the  defendant  company,  claiming— (1)  a  declara- 
tion that  the  agreement  was  uUra  vires  of  the  company  and  was 
void ;  (2)  an  injunction  to  restrain  the  company  and  its  liquidator, 
officers,  servants,  and  agents  from  carrying  into  effect  or  in  any 
way  further  acting  upon  the  agreement;  (8)  alternatively,  (a)  a 
declaration  that  the  company  and  its  liquidator  were  not  entitled 
to  carry  the  agreement  into  effect  without  purchasing  the  interest 
of  the  plaintiff  and  other  dissenting  shareholders,  and  (b)  an 
injunction  to  restrain  the  carrying  out  of  the  agreement  without 
purchasing  such  interests  accordingly. 

G.  F.  HaH,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Asibury,  K,C,,  and  J,  W,  M,  Holmes^  for  the  defendant 
company. 

BucKLiST  J.  said  that  Ghitty  J.,  in  Cotton  v.  ImpericU  and 
Foreign  Agency  and  Investment  Corporation,  [1892]  3  Ch.  454, 
decided  that,  in  pursuance  of  a  clause  in  the  memorandum  of 
association  providing  for  a  sale  of  the  company's  undertaking, 
the  undertaking  might  be  sold  with  a  view  to  having  no  subse- 
quent undertaking  at  all,  the  sale  being  made  at  a  time  when 
the  corporation  as  a  living  thing  was  to  come  to  an  end.  The 
special  resolutions  for  winding-up  in  that  case  were  negatived 
at  the  meeting  at  which  the  agreement  for  sale  was  approved, 
and  were  passed  afterwards ;  but  Ohitty  J.  did  not  draw  any 
distinction  from  that  fact,  and  his  decision  was  binding  on 
the  Court.  Payne  v.  Cork  Company,  [1900]  1  Ch.  308,  decided, 
as  regarded  a  reconstruction  which  was  not  carried  out  by  a 
sale  under  a  power  in  the  memorandum,  that  the  articles  could 
not  exclude  sect.  161  of  the  Act  of  1862.  The  question  was 
whether  in  the  present  case  the  sale  was  properly  made  by  the 
corporation  under  the  memorandum,  or  whether  it  was  in 
disguise  a  sale  by  a  liquidator  upon  terms  not  justified  by 
sect  161.  His  Lordship  held  it  to  be  the  former,  and  dismissed 
the  action  with  costs. 

Solicitord :  Michael  Abrahams,  Sons  <ft  Co. ;  Ingle,  Holmes  A 
Sons.  F.  E. 


Joyce  J. 


In  re  Pollard. 
PoLLABD  V,  Pollard. 


July  5. 


Sequestration — Notice  of  writ — Ejfect  upon  chose  in  activn  in 
hands  of  third  party — Banker  and  customer. 

This  was  a  summons  by  the  plaintiffs  asking  that  the  London 
and  County  Banking  Company  might  be  ordered  to  pay  into 
court  the  sum  of  204/.  Is.  Sd.,  being  the  balance  of  cash  stand- 
ing to  the  credit  of  the  defendant  H.  E.  Pollard  in  the  books  of 
the  bank  upon  the  20th  of  May,  1902. 

The  action  was  for  administration,  and  to  recover  from  the 
defendant  a  sum  of  money  which  was  due  from  him  to  the 
testatrix,  under  whose  will  he  was  a  legatee  and  exeoutor. 
The  defendant  had  been  ordered  to  pay  into  court  to  the  credit 
of  the  action  the  sum  of  136/.  3s.,  which  had  been  found  due 
from  him  to  the  estate.  He  having  failed  to  comply  with  that 
order,  on  the  20th  of  May,  1902,  a  writ  of  sequestration  was 
issued  against  him. 

On  the  same  day  the  sequestrators  attended  at  the  ofifioe  of 
the  bank,  where  the  defendant  had  an  account,  gave  the 
manager  notice  of  the  writ,  and  demanded  payment  of  the 
amount  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  defendant. 

According  to  the  evidence  of  the  phuntiffs,  the  manager  pro- 
mised the  sequestrators  that  he  would  communicate  with  the 
solicitor  of  the  plaintiffs  and  the  sequestrators  after  consultiDg 
the  bank's  solicitors,  and  that  in  the  meanwhile  he  would  not 
part  with  any  of  the  money  then  standing  to  the  credit  of  the 
defendant.  It  was  admitted  that  on  the  20th  of  May,  1903, 
the  amount  standing  to  the  credit  of  the  defendant  in  the  books 
of  the  bank  was  204/.  Is.  Sd.  Notwithstanding  what  had 
taken  place  between  the  manager  and  the  sequestrators,  the 
bank  subsequently  paid  over  to  the  defendant  a  portion  of  his 
balanc?,  and  this  summons  was  then  taken  out 

The  bank  were  willing  to  pay  into  court  the  sum  of  136/.  3s 
but  opposed  the  making  of  an  order  against  them  in  respect  of 
the  larger  sum. 

Hughes,  K.C,  and  Marcy,  for  the  plaintiffs,  contended  that 
the  bank  were  not  justified  in  paying  anything  to  the  defen- 
dant after  notice  of  the  sequestration  without  giving  the 
sequestrators  a  reasonable  opportunity  of  obtaining  an  order 
against  the  bank.  They  referred  to  Wilson  v.  Metcalfe,  (1839) 
1  Beav.  263;  Miller  v.  Huddlestone,  (1882)  22  Ch.  D.  233;  Ward 
V.  Booth,  (1872)  L.  B.  14  Eq.  195;  Ex  parte  Nelson,  (1880) 
14  Ch.  D.  41 ;  Dixon  v.  Bowe,  [1876]  W.  N.  266 ;  and  DanieU's 
Chancery  Practice,  7th  ed.  736. 
Maugham,  for  the  bank. 
JoTon  J.  regretted  that  he  could  not  make  an  order  in 
respect  of  the  larger  sum.  It  was  laid  down  in  the  text-books 
that  mere  notice  of  a  writ  of  sequestration  did  not  bind  a  cAon 
in  action  in  the  hands  of  a  third  party,  and  the  authoritiei 
seemed  to  bear  out  that  proposition.  No  case  had  been  cited 
to  shew  that  mere  notice  of  a  sequestration  was  enough,  and 
certainly  it  did  not  create  a  charge.  The  bank  submitting  to 
pay  the  1367.  Bs.  into  court,  there  would  be  an  order  against 
them  for  that  amount;  but,  having  r^^d  to  what  had  psBBed 
between  the  sequestrators  and  the  bank  manager,  his  Loidshif 
declined  to  giv^e  the  bank  any  costs. 
Solicitors:  8.  S.  Bollard;  Wilkineon,  Hotdett  dc  WHkinson, 

.   .  ■    G.  A.  8, 
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Jf  OnCB  TO  BOUCITOBa 


WiA  Oe  view  of  inturing  the  greatest  posnble  accuracy  and 
npdihf  in  the  varioue  puhlieatuma  connected  totO^  ike  Law 
Hoowia,  the  OmneU  wiU  U  obUged,  if  the  SolieUors  to  whom 
efjpUcaUm  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  the  CfouncU 
wB  a$  mnm  aeposMle  after  application  furnish  ihe  necessary 
P^fers,  together  with  any  informaUon  in  iheir  power  as  to  the 
■«■«  of  ike  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  (he  case.  At  the 
•MM  time,  Oe  CkmneU  ihanhfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
'.  Aeyhaee  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fessicn  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 
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OOUEiT  OF  APPEAL. 


Bicx)BD  oj  Business. 


COURT  I. 

Fbidat,  July  18. 

Calheart  ▼.  Jaccbs.    Appeftl  from  Day  J.    New  trial  ordered. 

C.  H.  A.  Dougherty  y.  E.  Ridtards  A  Co.    Appeal  from   Darling  J. 


DiamlMed. 


Monday,  July  21. 


MoUneaux  y.  London,  Birmingham  and  Manchester  Insurance  Company, 
Limited.    Appeal  fivxn  Phillimore  J.    DismiBaed. 

TVHDAY,  July  22. 

[Associated  Portland  Cement  Manufacturers (IdW),  Limited,  and  Others 
\        y.  TolhursL    Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Part  heard. 
[Tolhurst  y.  AssodaUd  Portland  Cement Manufadurers  (1900),  Limited, 
and  Others,    Appeal  from  Ifathew  J.    Part  heard. 

Wkdnibday,  July  23. 

{Associated  Portland  Cement  Manufadurers  (1900X  Limited,  and  Others 
y.  TolhursL    Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Our.  adv.  vuU. 
TolhurU  y.  Associated  Portland  Cement  Manufadurers  (1900),  Limited, 
and  Others,    Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Cur.  adv.  vulL 
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George  Nelson  d:  Sons  v.  James  and  Alexander  Brown.    Appeal  from 
MathewJ.    Our,  adv.  vu]t 


COURT  IL 

Thubsdat,  Jaly  17. 
In  re  Wi^sier  and  Jones  and  Vendor  and  Purohaser  Act,  1874,  ike. 

Appeal  from  V.-a  of  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster.    Appeal 

jEind  cross  notice  of  appeal  both  dismissed. 
(Byrne  t.  Beid.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J. 
{Same  y.  Same.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Part  heard. 

Fbidat.  July  18. 
(Byrne  v.  Beid.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J. 
[Same  v.  Same.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  Pilling.    Ex  parte  (he  Debtor.    Application  to  stand  over. 
In  re  a  Deblor.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor^  No.  563  of  1902.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  Registrar  Brougham.    Stands  over. 
Barnard  Castle   Urban  District  Council  v.  WUeon.      Appeal  from 
BncUeyJ.    Part  heard. 

Saturday,  July  19. 

Barnard  CasVe  Urban  District  Council  v.  WiUon.  Appeal  from 
Buckley  J.    Allowed. 

MoHDAT,  July  21. 

Ambler  v.  Corporaiion  of  Bradford.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Allowed. 

Union  Lighterage  Company  v.  London  Graving  Dock  Company. 
Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J.    Dismissed. 

Jfi  re  Walker  and  OahshoU^s  Contract.  Appeal  ftom  Kekewich  J. 
Dismissed  on  ground  that  appeal  was  oat  of  time. 

National  Company  for  Distribution  of  Electricity  by  Secondary  Gene- 
rators V.  Gibbs.    Appeal  from  Coxens-Hardy  J.    Dismissed. 

In  re  Lloyd.    Lltyd  ▼.  Lloyd.    Appeal  fixmi  Farwell  J.    Part  heard. 

TuHDAT,  July  22. 

Inlre  Lloyd.  Lloyd  v.  Lloyd.  Appeal  from  Farwell  J.  Cur.  adv. 
vuU. 

WxDNBSDAT,  July  23. 

In  re  New  Premier  Cycle  Company,  Limited,  and  Beduced.    Appeal 

from  Buckley  J.    Stands  over. 
In  re  Hotham.    Hotham  v.  Doughty.    Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J. 

Order  varied. 


During  the  sittings  of  (he  Oourle  Thi  Whklt  ^armwiUUpMished 
on  Saturday,  and  wiU  generaUy  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  wpioand 
ineHuding  those  of  (he  previous  Thursday.  AU  cases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  (herein  wHl  he  reported  infuU  in  Tn  I4AW  Baposn. 


Supreme  Court  ot  Jubtcature- 

OOTJRT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A.  July  9. 

LeYI  v.  ANOLO-CONTINEirFAL  GOLD  BbXFS  OF 
Bhodbsia,  LmiTED. 

Practice — Third  party — Counter-claim — Bight  of  plaintiff  to  add 
third  party-'Bules  of  Supreme  Court,  1883,  Order  xvi.,  r,  48. 


Appeal  from  an  order  by  a  jadge  at  chambers. 

The  defendant  in  the  action  connter-claimed  against  the 
plaintiff,  who  serred  a  notice  on  one  Taylor  nnder  Order  xtl, 
r.  48,  which  applies  to  the  joinder  of  third  parties.  The  ground 
of  the  notice  was  that  Taylor  had  agreed  to  indemnify  the 
plaintiff  in  respect  of  the  matters  on  which  the  ooonter-cUiiB 
was  founded.  Upon  a  summons  for  directions  the  master  hdd 
that  there  was  no  jurisdiction  to  bring  in  Taylor  as  a  third 
party. 

Bidley  J.  reversed  the  order  of  the  master. 

Taylor  appealed. 

Llewelyn  Davis  and  Denis  (^Connor,  for  Taylor. ' 

C.  H.  Swanton,  for  the  plaintiff. 

The  Ck>TJBT  (Mathew  and  Cozens-Hardy  L  JJ.)  affirmed  the 
order  of  the  judge  and  dismissed  the  appeal. 

Solicitors:  A,  E.  Tirribrell;  Spyer  &  Sons.  A  U. 


0.  A.  In  re  Websteb  and  Jonbs'  Contbact.      July  17. 

Solicitor  and  client — Sale  of  leaseholds — Abstract  oftiUe,  amtistisf 
of  lease  only—Scale  fee—'*  Deducing  title  "—Solicitan^  Bemst' 
ration  Act,  1881  (44  <£;  45  Vict.  c.  4A)— General  Order,  Schd.  Z, 
Part  L 

On  a  sale  of  leaseholds  the  abstract  of  the  vendoi^s  title 
furnished  to  the  purchaser  consisted  of  nothing  more  than  u 
abstract  of  the  lease  to  the  vendor.  The  question  was  whether 
the  vendor's  solicitor  was  entitled  to  charge  a  scale  fee  nnder 
Sched.  I.,  Part  L,  of  the  General  Order  nnder  the  Setidtas' 
Bemuneration  Act,  1881,  "for  deducing  title,  and  perusing  and 
completiog  assignment." 

Thb  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Romer,  and  Stirling  LJJ.) 
held,  affirming  the  decision  of  the  Yice-Ghaneellor  of  ^\ 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  that  the  case  was  governed  hf  j 
the  decision  of  Kekewich  J.  in  Wellby  v.  SHll,  [1894]  3  Ch.  6a,| 
a  decision  which  had  not  been  questioned  for  eight  yeais,  audi 
that  the  vendor's  solicitors  were^ntitled  to  charge  the  seale  to 
The  vendor's  appeal  from  the  Vice-Chancellor's  decision  i» 
therefore  dismissed  with  costs. 

Norton,  K.G.,  and  Cochran,  for  the  vendor. 

P.  0.  Lawrence,  K.C.,  and  Stuart  Deacon,  for  the  purchaser. 

Solicitors :  Jagues  <fc  Co.,  for  Layton,  Mdly  <fc  LayUm,  U^ 
pool ;  Bentley  <fc  Jones,  for  E.  D.  Symonds,  Liverpool 

G.  L  F.  C. 


C.A.  July  18. 

Babnabd  Castlx  Ubbak  Distbiot  Council  v,  WuflOK. 

Water  supply — "  Domestic  purposes  " — Swimming  bath—Schoci^ 
Waterworks  Clauses  Act,  1847  (10  <fc  11  Vict.  c.  17),  «.  S- 
Watenvorks  Clauses  Act,  1863  (26  <fe  27  Vict.  c.  98),  8. 12- 
Public  Health  Act,  1876  (38  <fc  39  Vict.  c.  65),  ss.  51, 56, 57. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Buckley  J.,  [1901]  W.  N.173, 
and  [1901]  2  Ch.  813. 

The  question  was,  whether  water  supplied  by  tiie  plainii® 
for  a  swimjning  bath  at  a  school,  of  which  the  defendants  woe^ 
the  governors,  was  supplied  for  "domestic  parpoBes"  vitr 
the  meaning  of  sect  12  of  the  Waterworks  CiaiuflB  Act,  18( 
or  whether  it  was  supplied  for  tha  purposes  of  the  bosinessd 
Digitized  by  V 
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the  school,  so  that  the  plaintiflfe  were  entitled  to  make  a  special 
chaige  for  the  supply, 

Buckley  J.  was  of  opinion  that,  though  the  carrying  on  of 
the  school  was  a  business,  the  supply  was  for  the  domestic 
poiposes  of  the  school. 
The  plaintiffs  appealed. 

Upjohn,  K.Cy  and  8,  G,  Lushington,  for  the  plaintiff's. 
A.   T.  Lawrence,  E.G.,  and  R.  Cunningham  Olen,  for  the 
defendants. 

Th«  Court  (Vaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L. JJ.) 
allowed  the  appeal.  They  did  not  decide  that  under  no  cir- 
cumstanoes  would  a  supply  of  water  for  a  swimming  bath  be  a 
supply  for  ''domestic  purposes."  But,  upon  the  facts  of  the 
present  case,  they  held  (Vaughan  Williams  L.J.  intimafiug 
some  doubt)  that  the  swimmiug  bath  was  constructed  and  used 
for  the  educational  purposes  of  the  school,  ie.,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  business  of  the  school,  and  consequently  that  the  supply 
of  water  to  the  bath  was  for  the  purposes  of  the  business  and 
not  for  domestic  purposes.  On  this  question  of  fact  their 
uadahiper  differed  from  Buckley  J. 

Solicitors:  Doyle,  Devonshire  4r  Woodhouse,  for  J.  Ingram 
Dawton,  Barnard  Castle;  Huntington  ikLeaf,  foT  A.  T.  Fir>er, 
Barnard  Casile.  W.  L.  a 


^•^        ,  July  21. 

In  re  Walker  and  Oakshott's  Contract. 

Ffmlar  and  purchaser^Title— Trust  for  sale—Leaseholds-^Sale 
hf  way  of  underlease--  Vendor's  summons— Rescission  of  conttxtct 
—Return  of  deposit-jurisdiction— Vendor  and  Purchaser  Act 
1874  (37  A  38  Vict.  c.  78),  «.  9.  ' 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Kekewich  J.,  [1901]  2  Ch.  383. 

Trustees  for  sale  under  a  settlement  put  up  for  sale  by 
Mcticm  in  lots  leasehold  property  comprised  in  one  lease  (of 
which  they  were  the  assignees),  subject  to  a  condition  that,  in 
the  erent  of  the  lots  being  sold  to  different  purchasers  (which 
liappened)  the  sale  of  each  lot  should  be  carried  out  by  means 
«f  an  underlease  to  each  purchaser  for  the  residue  of  the 
original  term,  less  the  last  day  thereof,  and  at  an  apportioned 
rent  Upon  a  summons  by  the  Tenders  under  the  Vendor  and 
Porchaser  Act,  1874,  Kekewich  J.  held  that  this  was  not  a  yalid 
exercise  of  the  trust  for  sale.  And,  at  the  request  of  the  pur- 
efaaser  of  two  of  the  lot«,  Kekewich  J.  made  an  order  for  the 
resciaaion  of  the  contract  and  for  the  return  of  the  deposit 
t  The  trustees  appealed. 

Warrington,  K.C,  and  Charles  Church,  for  the  trustees. 

P.  O.  Lawrence,  K.C.,  and  Buckmaster,  K.C,  for  the  pur- 
diaeer,  took  the  preliminary  objection  that  the  appeal  was  out 
«f  time,  citing  In  re  Blyth  and  Young,  (1880)  13  Ch.  D.  416. 

The  Coubt  (Vaughan  WilUams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L.JJ.) 
Ud  that  that  case  exactly  applied,  and  on  that  ground  they 
^missed  the  appeal,  without  going  into  the  merits. 

Solieitars:  Walker  A  Fettitt;  Hugh  C.  Godfray,  for  Oakshott, 
Baxter  &  Chevaiier,  Liyerpool.  'VV.  L.  C. 


— Party  and  party— Public  Authorities  Protection  Act,  1893 
(66  A  57  Vict.  c.  61), «.  1. 

This  was  an  action  for  an  injunction  to  restrain  the  defendant 
corporation  from  obstructing  the  flow  of  water  in  the  Bradford 
Beck  by  sluices  they  had  erected  in  connection  with  electric 
lighting  works  they  proposed  to  construct  under  a  proTisional 
order  obtained  by  them,  and  from  thereby  flooding  the  plaintiff's' 
premises.  Joyce  J.  dismissed  the  action,  with  costs  as  between 
party  and  party  only,  refusing  to  give  the  corporation  costs  as 
between  solicitor  and  client,  on  the  ground  that  the  case  did  not 
fall  within  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act,  1893,  s.  1,  "since 
it  was  not  one  in  which  the  corporation  t^ere  charged  with  a 
breach  of  duty  under  any  statute.  An  appeal  by  the  plaintiffiEt 
against  the  dismissal  of  the  action  was  dismissed.  An  appeal 
by  ttie  corporation  against  the  refusal  of  Joyce  J.  to  give  them 
solicitor  and  client  costs  was  then  heard. 

Sir  R.  Reid,  K.C.,  Baifour  Browne,  K.C.,  Tindal  Atkinson, 
K.C.,  Younger,  K.C.,  and  J.  Waugh,  for  the  corporation. 

Neville,  K.C.,  Hughes,  K.C.,  and  Kenyon  Parker,  for  the 
plaintiffs. 

The  Court  (Vaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L.JJ.), 
in  considered  judgments,  held  that  the  sluices  had  been  erected 
by  the  corporation  in  pursuance  and  solely  in  intended  execu- 
tion of  the  powers  conferred  upon  them  by  their  provisional 
order,  and  therefore  constituted,  within  the  words  of  sect  1  of 
the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act,  1893,  an  "act  done  in 
pursnancc,  or  execution,  or  intended  execution  of  a  public  duty 
or  authority  ";  and  that  the  present  action  fell  expressly  within 
the  statute.  The  appeal  by  the  defendants,  the  corporation, 
must  therefore  be  allowed,  so  that  the  judgment  against  the 
plaintiffs  upon  their  appeal  would  carry  costs  as  between 
solicitor  and  client. 

Solicitors:  Cann  &  Son,  for  F.  Stevens,  Bradford;  Leslie  dt 
Hardy,  for  Greaves  &  Greaves,  Bradford.  Gr.  I.  F.  C. 


0.  A.  July  21* 

Union  Liohtkbagb  Company  v,  London  Gbayxno 

Dock  Compant. 

Easement — Right  of  support — Implied  reservation — Prescription 
— Presume  lost  grant — Enjoyment  dam. 


C.A. 


July  21. 

BiLADrOBD 


JSREMIAH  AhBLXB  &  SoNS,  LlMITEO 

Cobpobation. 

?Mic    authority.    Action    against— Corporation  — Provisional 
ordeTy  Works  under— Public  duty— Costs— Solicitor  and  client 


Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Cozena-Hardy  J.,  [1901]  2  Ch. 
800;   [1901]  W.  N.  92. 

The  question  was  whether  the  defendants,  who  were  the 
owners  of  a  dock  with  timber  sides,  were  entitled  to  support 
for  the  side  of  their  dock  by  means  of  a  number  of  rods  or  ties, 
which  were  carried  underground  for  a  distance  of  15]^  feet 
through  an  adjoining  wharf  belonging  to  the  plaintiffs  and 
fastened  by  nuts  to  piles  driTcn  into  the  phuntiffs'  land.  Two 
of  these  nuts  were  Tisible  abore  the  surface  of  the  plaintiffs 
wharf.  The  rods  were  placed  iu  the  ground  in  1861,  when 
both  properties  belonged  to  the  same  owner.  In  1877  the 
plaintiffs'  wharf  was  conyeyed  to  them  by  the  deyisees  of  the 
former  common  owner,  there  being  in  the  conyeyance  no  express 
reseryation  of  any  right  of  support  to  the  dock.  In  1886  the 
dock  was  conyeyed  by  the  deyisees  to  the  defendants'  prede* 
oessors  in  title.  Nothing  was  said  in  the  conyeyance  about  any 
right  of  support    The  plain tifl^  were^  in  fact,  ignorant  of  the 
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existence  of  the  tie-rods  until  the  year  1900,  when  they  dia- 
coYered  them  in  the  course  of  some  excayations.  This  action 
was  then  commenced  to  determine  whether  the  defendants  had 
a  right  of  support  by  means  of  the  rods, 

Cozeus-Hardy  J.  beld  that  there  was  no  implied  reservation 
in  the  conyeyance  of  1877  of  a  right  of  support,  and  that  no 
right  had  been  acquired  by  the  defendants  by  enjoyment,  the 
enjoyment  having  been  clam,  i.e.,  without  the  plaintifis'  know- 
ledge, and  not  in  such  a  way  that  their  attention  ought  reason- 
ably to  haye  been  drawn  to  the  existence  of  the  rods,  although 
there  had  been  no  active  concealment.  His  Lordship  accord- 
ingly held  that  the  plaintififs  were  entitled  to  remoye  the  rods. 

The  defendants  appealed. 

Eve,  K,C.,  and  Peterson,  for  the  defendants. 

Hon.  K  C  Macnaghten,  K,C.,  and  Bryan  Farrer,  for  the 
plaintiffs. 

The  Court  (Vaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L.JJ.) 
dismissei  the  appeal,  Vaughan  Williams  L.J.  dissenting. 

Vaughan  Williams  L.J.  wa?  of  opinion  that  the  tie-rods 
were  a  corporeal  part  of  the  dock,  like  the  conduit  or  the  cellar 
mentioned  by  James  L.J.  in  Wheddon  y.  Burrows,  (1879) 
12  Ch.  D.  3L  The  rods,  his  Lordship  thought,  were  on  the 
conveyance  to  the  plaintiffs  in  1877  reseryed  with  the  doek  or  as 
appurtenance?  thereof,  as  Lord  Westbury  said  in  Suffidd  y. 
Brown,  (1864)  4  D.  J.  &  S.  185.  As  to  the  question  of  prescrip- 
tive right  to  an  easement  of  support,  his  Lordship  was  of 
opinion  that  the  enjoyment  by  the  defendants  and  their  prede- 
cessors had  not  been  clam.  Proof  of  actual  knowledge  was  not 
essential  to  acquiescence.  It  was  sufficient  if  the  owner  of  the 
servient  tenement  ought  to  have  known— if  he  had  the  means 
of  knowledge.  In  his  Lordship's  opinion  the  plaintifb  had  had 
the  means  of  knowledge. 

BoMEB  L.J.  was  of  opinion  that  when  the  wharf  was  conyeyed 
to  the  plaintiffs  no  reservation  could  be  implied  in  fayour  of 
the  vendors  of  a  right  of  support  for  the  dock.  And  his  Lord- 
ship thought  that  the  tie-roi^  could  not  be  treated  as  part  of 
the  dock,  and  therefore  not  conveyed  to  the  plaintiffs.  This 
was  not  a  case  of  reciprocal  rights  as  between  the  two  pro- 
perties, and  a  reservation  of  a  right  of  support  could  be  implied 
only  if  it  were  of  necessity.  In  his  Lordship's  opinion  no 
feuch  necessity  had  ben  proved  here,  or  was  to  be  inferred. 
And  on  principle  it  appeared  to  him  that  a  prescriptiye  right 
to  an  easement  over  anothe  r  man's  land  could  be  acquired  only 
when  the  enjoyment  had  been  open,  i.e.,  of  such  a  character 
that  an  ordinary  owner  of  the  land,  diligent  in  the  protection 
of  bis  interests,  would  have  had,  or  must  be  taken  to  haye  had, 
a  reasonable  opportunity  of  becoming  aware  of  that  enjoyment. 
On  the  balance  of  authority  this  principle  had  been  recognised 
as  the  law.  Under  the  circumstances  of  the  present  case  his 
Lordship  was  of  opinion  that  the  enjoyment  of  the  support 
since  the  conveyance  to  the  plaintiffs  had  not  been  open.  He 
could  not  see  anything  sufficient  to  justify  the  Court  in  holding 
that  the  plaintiffs  ought  to  have  such  knowledge  attributed  to 
them,  or  were  put  on  inquiry. 

Stirling  L.J.  agreed  with  Eomer  L.J.  In  his  opinion  an 
easement  of  necessity,  such  as  was  referred  to  by  Thesiger  L.J. 
in  Wheeldon  v.  Burrows,  meant  an  easement  without  which  the 
property  retained  by  the  grantor  could  not  be  used  at  all,  and 
not  one  merely  necessary  to  the  reasonable  enjoyment  of  that 
property.    Here  the  tie-rods  might  be  reasonably  necessary  to 


the  enjoyment  of  the  defendants'  dock  in  its  present  oonditioa, 
but  the  dock  was  capable  of  use  without  them.  On  the  questioD 
whether  the  enjoyment  of  the  support  had  been  open,  his  Lord* 
ship  could  not  differ  from  Oozens-Hardy  J. 

Solicitors :  Drake,  Son  <fc  Parton ;  Benshaw,  Kekewich  <fe  Smiik. 

W.  L.  C. 


O.A. 


In  re  HoTHAM. 
HOTHAM  V.  DOUOHTT. 


July  23. 


Settled  land— Investment  on  mortgage— Tenant  for  H/e—Tmim 
for  purposes  of  Act — Inquiry  into  ttUe  and  value — SetUed  Land 
Act,  1882  (45  A46  Vict,  c  88),  s.  21  (».);  s.  22,  sub^.l 


Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Ck)zens-Hardy  J.,  reported  [1901] 
2  Oh.  790. 

In  this  case  the  plaintiff,  as  tenant  for  life  under  the  Settled 
Land  Act,  1882,  entered  into  a  conditional  contract,  afterwazds 
confirmed  by  the  Ck)urt,  for  the  sale  of  the  Worlingham  HaH 
estate,  part  of  the  settled  estates,  and  the  contract  piovided 
that  two-thirds  of  the  purchase-money  should  remaia  on  mort- 
gage. The  title  had  been  aooepted  and  a  draft  conyeyance 
approYdd.  A  draft  mortgage  to  secure  83,724/.  to  the  trustees 
of  the  settlement  had  also  been  prepar^  on  behalf  of  the 
tenant  for  life  and  accepted  by  the  purchaser. 

The  trustees  objected  to  some  of  the  proyisions  in  the  mort- 
gage. Thereupon  the  tenant  for  life  took  out  a  summons,  thfl  j 
object  of  which  was  to  determine  whether,  upon  an  inyestmeal  j 
on  mortgage  under  sect  21  (i.)  of  the  Settled  Land  Act,  1883,  in 
accordance  with  the  direction  of  the  tenant  for  life  under  sect. 
22,  sub-sect  2,  the  trustees  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  wa« 
entitled  to  satisfy  themselyes  as  to  the  value,  title,  and  form  of 
the  particular  mortgage. 

Gozens-Hardy  J.  decided  this  question  in  favour  of  tiie 
trustees;  and  it  followed,  in  his  Lordship's  opinion,  that,  whffli 
the  trustees  and  tenant  for  life  acted  by  different  solidtard,  it 
rested  with  the  trustees'  solicitors  to  do  what  was  necessary 
with  reference  to  the  mortgage. 

The  tenant  for  life  appealed. 

A.  aB.  Terrell  and  Bovill,  for  the  tenant  for  life. 

Eve,  K.C.,  and  H.  Fellows,  for  the  trustees. 

The  Court  (Vaughan  Williams,  Eomer,  and  Stirling  L  JJ  j 
varied  the  order  of  CJozens-Hardy  J.  as  follows :  Declare  that 
the  trustees  are  to  do  nothing  with  regard  to  the  investment 
unless  and  until  they  are  satisfied  that  the  direction  givto  by 
the  tenant  for  life  with  reference  to  the  mortgage  has  been 
given  upon  a  proper  report  as  to  value  and  a  proper  investiga- 
tion of  the  title  to  the  property  comprised  in  the  propoeed 
security,  and  upon  proper  advice  as  to  the  form  of  the  mort- 
gage ;  and  that  on  being  so  satisfied  they  aie  bound  to  comply 
with  such  direction. 

Solicitors:  Bowdiffes,  Bawle  A  (Jo.,  for  Hamilton  /WA», 
Salisbury ;  Collyer-Bristow,  Hill,  Curtis  &  Dods,  for  Stm 
Simpson  <fc  Mason,  Tunbridge  Wells.  H.  B.  E 
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trtgb  Court  ot  5u8tice. 

OHANOBRT  DIVISION. 


Byrne  J.  Jvly  15. 

HOLLOWAT  BbOTHEBS^  LIMITED  V.  HiLL  AND  OimBS. 

Ltiue — Betifictive  covenants — Covenant  hy  lessor  not  to  carry  on 
or  permit  a  particular  trade  on  adjoining  premises — Lessee — 
Assigns — Injunction. 

The  defendant  Hill  was  the  owner  of  a  row  of  shops,  41,  42, 
4S^  and  50  Grand  Parade,  Tottenham.  By  a  lease  of  September, 
1901,  the  piremises  41, 42,  and  48,*Grand  Parade  were  demised 
bj  the  defendant  Hill  to  the  plaintiff  company  for  a  term  of 
twenty-one  years  at  a  rent  of  4107. ;  the  lease  oontainei  a 
covenant  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  Hill  with  the  plaintiff 
company,  that  he  the  lessor,  his  heirs,  executors,  administrators 
•od  assigns,  would  not,  daring  the  first  ten  years  of  the  con- 
tinnanoe  of  the  term  thereby  granted,  carry  on  by  himself,  or 
permit  or  suffer  to  be  carried  on  by  others,  in  or  upon  the 
pnmises  Ko.  50,  Grand  Parade  aforesaid,  the  trade  or  business 
of  a  gesieral  clolhier  and  tailor  for  men  and  bDys. 

By  a  lease  of  March,  19(^,  the  premises  No.  50,  Grand 
Fuade  were  demised  by  the  defendant  Hill  to  the  defendants 
BerxJck  Brothers,  to  ba  used  by  them  for  a  tailoring  business. 

The  plaintiff  company  commenced  the  present  action  against 
HQl  and  Berrick  Brothers,  claiming  an  injunction  to  restrain 
Hie  defendants  Berrick  Brothers  from  carrying  on,  and  the 
defendant  Hill  from  permitting  to  be  carried  on,  upon  the  said 
fvendses  50,  Grand  Parade  the  trade  or  business  of  a  tailor  for 
men  and  boys. 

'  Levettj  K.C.,  and  O,  B.  Northcote,  for  the  plaintiff  company. 
Bowden,  K.C,  and  Quin,  for  the  defendant  Hill. 
Norton^  K.C.,  and  Bomer,  for  defendants  Berrick  Brothers, 
/ftat  they  were  not  assigns  within  the  meaning  of  the  ooTcnant 
In  the  lease  of  September,  1901. 

Btbhb  J.  was  of  opinion  that  the  authorities  shewed  that 
flie  Irssee  of  a  person  bound  by  a  restrictive  covenant  might 
be  Boed  whether  assigns  were  mentioned  or  not;  on  the 
question  of  construction  of  the  covenant  his  Lordship  was 
ibo  of  opinion  that  the  mention  of  assigns  without  mention  of 
afforded  no  ground,  standing  alone,  for  holding  that 
eorenant  was  not  binding  upon  the  defendants  Berrick 
s,  and  in  other  respects,  though  lessees  were  not  men- 
eo  nomine^  the  words  of  the  covenant  were  sufficient  to 
them  not  to  carry  on  the  business  referred  to  in  that 
it.  An  injunction  was  therefore  granted. 
Solieitois:  W,  H.  Hudson;  Hammond  &  Bichards;  Harris, 
tm  A  Co.  W.  0.  D. 


ittwenj. 


In  re  Dslaht. 
GoHOLXT  V.  Quick. 


July  12. 


W — Impure  personalty — Qift  to  named  persons  "  or  their  suc^ 
eessors  " — Officers  of  voluntary  associations — Charitable  uses — 
Mortmain  Act,  1786  (9  Geo.  2,  c.  86),  s.  8. 


A  testator  by  his  will  gave  the  rents  of  his  freehold  and 
leasehold  estate  to  his  wife  for  life,  and  after  her  death  he 
directed  hU  trustees  to  sell  the  property,  and  to  divide  the  pro- 
ceeds in  (amongst  others)  the  following  legacies:  *'To  Mary 
Owen,  Honora  McAuliffe,  Annie  Clarke,  Nazareth  House,  Ham- 
mersmith, or  their  successors,  400/.  To  Eliza  McHenry  and 
Margaret  Libaud,  of  the  Convent  of  the  Assumption,  Bromley- 
by-Bow,  or  their  successors,  300/.  To  the  Kev.  F.  Bampfield, 
Superior  of  the  Institute  for  Boys  and  Girls,  Bamet,  Herts,  or 
his  succesEor,  100/.  To  the  Bev.  F.  Yerhagen,  of  the  Francis- 
can Friary,  Stratford,  Essex,  or  his  successor,  800/."  The 
testator  died  in  1888  without  issua  His  wife  died  in  January, 
1901. 

This  was  an  originating  summons  to  determine  the  validity 
of  the  above  bequests. 

Mary  Owen,  Honora  McAuliffe,  and  Annie  Clarke  were  at  the 
date  of  the  wOl  and  of  the  death  of  the  testator  members  and 
holders  of  official  positions  in  a  religious  community  known  as 
"  The  Poor  Sisters  of  Nazareth."  This  conununity  was  a  society 
of  Boman  Catholic  ladies  voluntarily  living  together  in  a  state 
of  celibacy  for  the  purpose  of  sanctifying  their  own  souls  by 
prayer  and  pious  contemplation,  and  also  with  the  object  of 
affording  permanent  homes  for  aged  and  infirm  persons  of  both 


Eliza  McHenry  and  Margaret  Libaud  held  office  in  the  com- 
munity of  the  Little  Sisters  of  the  Assumption  at  the  date  of 
the  will  and  of  the  death.  This  community  was  also  a  society 
of  Boman  Catholic  ladies  voluntarily  living  tc^ether  in  a  state 
of  celibacy  for  the  purpose  of  sanctifying  their  souls  by  prayer 
and  contemplation,  and  with  the  object  of  gratuitously  nursing 
the  sick  of  the  poorest  classes  in  their  own  homes. 

I\  B.  Abraham,  for  the  plaintiff,  a  pecuniary  legatee. 

F.  A.  Milne,  for  the  defendant  Quick,  the  trustee  of  the  will. 

C.  E.  Shebbeare,  for  the  Sisters  of  Nazareth  and  the  Little 
Sisters  of  the  Assumption. 

A.  L.  Ingpen,  for  the  testator's  next  of  kin. 

2>.  L.  Koe,  A.  H.  Withers,  and  H.  C.  Bischoff,  for  the  other 
parties  interested. 

Fabwsll  J.  held  on  the  evidence  that  all  the  above  bequests 
failed.  They  were  gifts,  not  to  the  several  individuals  named, 
**  or  their  successors,"  for  their  own  benefit,  but^to  them  as  the 
holders  of  offices  for  the  benefit  of  the  associations  in  which 
they  held  office ;  and  that  the  objects  of  the  several  associations 
were  charitable,  and,  therefore,  that  the  gifts  failed.  In  his 
Lordship's  opinion,  the  cases  of  the  Sisters  of  Nazareth  and  the 
Little  Sisters  of  the  Assumption  were  indistinguishable  from 
that  of  the  Sisters  of  the  Charity  of  St.  Paul  at  Selly  Oak  in 
Cocks  V.  Manners,  (1871)  L.  B.  12  Eq.  574. 

Solicitors  for  all  parties :  Hussey  <fc  Ingpen,  H.  L.  F. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  July  19. 

,   In  re  Babonssb  Llakovxb's  Will  and  the  Sittlid 
Land  Acts. 

Hebbxbt  v.  Fbeshfikld. 

Settled  Land  Acts,  1882  to  IS^O^Tenant  for  lifc'-Trust  to  permit 
an  annuitant  to  reside  in  the  mansion-house. 
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Lady  Llanover,  the  testatrix  in  this  matter,  by  her  will 
devised  all  her  real  estate  to  trustees,  upon  trust  to  enter  into 
poBse^sion,  or  receipt  of  rents  and  profits,  with  fall  power  to  let 
and  Bcll  or  exchange  all  the  property  except  certain  mansion- 
houses  ;  and  the  testatrix  gave  certain  annuities,  including  one 
of  1000/.  to  her  daughter;  and  directed  her  trustees  to  spend 
such  annual  snms  as  should  be  necessary  for  keeping  up  the 
said  mansion-houses  with  their  gardens  and  grounds  in  a  fit 
state  for  residence,  in  accordance  with  such  scale  and  rules,  if 
any,  as  she  should  have  expressed  before  her  death,  and  other- 
wise in  accordance  with  snch  scale  or  rules  as  they  or  he  should 
think  fit,  including  in  such  kteping  up  the  wages  of  all 
servants  and  other  persons  employed  by  her  trustees  or 
trustte  in  or  about  such  mansion-houses,  grounds,  and 
gardens,  which  servants  and  other  persons  should  be  Welsh 
and  speak  the  Welsh  language,  and  should  not  be  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion,  and  to  permit  her  daughter,  Mrs. 
Herbert,  at  any  time  or  from  time  to  time  during  her 
life,  to  reside  at  any  of  the  said  mansion-houses,  and  during 
any  and  every  such  residence,  under  such  permission  as  afore- 
said, to  pay  to  her  said  daughter  an  allowance  of  80/.  a  week. 
The  testatrix  directed  the  residue  of  the  rents  and  profits  to  be 
accumulated  during  her  daughter's  life,  but  not  for  more  than 
twenty  years  after  her  own  death;  and  after  her  daughter's 
death  gave  similar  righls  of  permitted  residence  to  several 
persons  in  succ^sion,  and,  subject  thereto,  directed  all  her  real 
estate  to  be  held  in  trust  fur  the  daughters  of  a  great-grand- 
daughter successively  in  tail  male.  The  testatrix  did  not 
express  any  scale  or  rules  for  keeping  up  the  mansion-houses. 
She  died  on  the  17th  of  January,  1896.  After  her  death  Mrs. 
Herbert  had  always  resided  in  one  or  other  of  the  mansion- 
houses. 

This  snmmons  was  takeu  out  by  Mrs.  Herbert  for  a  declara- 
tion that  under  the  trusts  aforesaid  she  was  a  person  having 
the  powers  of  a  tenant  for  life  under  the  Settled  Land  Acts, 

Warmivgton,  KJJ,,  and  Fellows,  for  the  summons,  referred  to 
In  re  Eastman's  Settled  Estate,  [1898]  W.  N.  170;  In  re  Cam^s 
Settled  Estates,  [1899]  1  Ch.  324. 

Ealdane,  K.C,  and  Fellows,  for  the  trustees, 

SwiNFEN  Eady  J.  said  he  did  not  think  that  the  fact  that  the 
trustees  had  the  duty  of  keeping  up  the  houses  and  grounds 
and  paying  certain  servants  distinguished  this  case  from  the 
cases  cited.  The  applicant  had  the  sole  right  to  reside  in  the 
houses,  and  in  his  opinion  had  the  powers  of  a  tenant  for  life 
under  the  Acts. 

Solicitors:  Hunter  &  Haynes;  Freshfidds  dt  Co, 

J.  E.  B. 


' 


PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION. 


Adm. 


The  Uskmoob. 


July  9. 


By  ari  28  of  the  Begulations  for  Preventing  Collisions  at 
Sea,  "  When  vessels  are  in  sight  of  one  another,  a  steam  vessel 
under  way,  in  taking  any  course  authorized  or  required  by 
these  rules,  shall  indicate  that  course  by  (the  specified)  signals 
on  her  whistle  or  syren.'' 

On  the  9th  of  June,  1902,  about  10.46  a.m.,  the  weather 
being  fine  and  clear,  the  wind  light  from  the  north-east  and  the 
tide  flood  running  from  two  to  three  knots,  the  plaintiffs'  twin- 
screw  steamship  Minnetoidia  of  18,400  tons  gross  register,  from 
New  York  to  London  with  a  general  cargo  and  passengers,  was 
proceeding  up  the  English  Channel  between  Beachy  Head  aid 
the  Boyal  Sovereign  Lightship  on  a  course  E.  |  S.  magnetic, 
and  maJdng  about  fifteen  knots,  when  those  in  charge  observed 
two  and  a  half  miles  distant^  and  (as  they  alleged)  about  three 
quarters  of  a  point  on  the  starboard  bow,  a  vessel  which  proved 
to  be  the  defendants'  steamship  Uskmoor,  of  3587  tons  gross 
register,  from  Blyth  to  Cape  Town  with  coals,  proceeding  down 
channel  on  a  course  W.  f  S.  magnetic^  and  making  about  eight 
knots. 

As  the  Uskmoor  appeared  to  be  acting  under  a  port  helm,  the 
helm  of  the  Minnetanka  was  ported,  and  the  vessels  broi 
port  to  port^  but  as  the  Uskmoor  was  then  observed  to  be 
boarding,  the  helm  of  the  Minnetonka  was  starboarded,  and 
vessels  brought  starboard  to  starboard.  Shortly  after wa 
the  Uskmoor  was  seen  to  be  again  acting  under  a  port  heli 
Thereupon  the  helm  of  the  Minnetonka  was  ported,  her  whid 
blown  one  short  blast,  and  her  starboard  engine  put  full  speed 
astern  so  as  to  pass  port  to  port.  On  the  Uskmoor  again 
starboarding,  the  port  engine  of  the  Minnetonka  was  put  Ml 
speed  astern,  but  the  two  vrossels  came  into  collision. 

Each  vessel  charged  the  other  (inter  cUia)  with  n<^lecting  to 
indicate  by  whistle  the  course  the  vessel  was  taking.  i 

Thb  Pbbsidbnt  (Sir  F.  H.  Jeune,  assisted  by  two  of  tba  I 
Elder  Brethren  of  the  Trinity  House),  in  finding  both  Tessels  | 
to  blame — ^the  Uskmoor  for  starboarding  immediately  before  the  ' 
collision,  when  the  vessels  were  port  to  port,  and  the  Minu- 
tonka  for  not  stopping  earlier  than  she  did— commented  on  the 
neglect  to  obey  the  imperative  directions  of  art.  28  as  to 
whistling.  The  obligation  of  whistling  was  imposed  upon  tk 
Minnetonka  at  an  earlier  time  than  the  officer  iu  chaise  thought 
necessary,  and  the  practice  of  limiting  the  rule  to  the  case  d 
vessels  meeting  in  narrow  waters  was  erroneous.  Cousidering 
the  vacillating  manoeuvres  of  the  Uskmoor,  it  was  important 
that  those  in  charge  of  the  Minnetonka  should  have  given  the 
other  vessel,  as  early  as  possible,  clear  indication  of  the  course 
they  intended  to  take,  for,  when  the  other  vessel  ported,  the 
Minnetonka,  in  porting  also,  was  taking  a  course  "  authorized  * 
by  the  rules,  the  word  including  every  manoeuvre  to  avoid  risk 
of  collision  which  good  se^imanship  suggests  shoiild,  in  the 
ciionmstanoes  of  the  case,  be  taken  with  reference  to  the  other 
yessel  in  sight 

Fickford,  K,C,,  Aspinail,  K.O.,  and  Fritchard,  for  the  plain- 
tifG9,  the  owners  of  the  Minnetonka. 

Bobson^  K.C.,  and  Dawson  MiUer,  for  the  defendants,  the 
owners  of  the  Uskmoor. 
Solicitors :  Fritchard  <fe  3bns ;  BottereU  &  Roche. 

T.  L.  M. 


Collision — Sound  signals  for  vessels  in  sight  of  one  another— 
"  Coarse  authorized  or  required  " — Begulations  for  Freventing 
Collisions  at  Sea,  1897,  art,  28. 
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NOTICE  TO  SOIiIOITOBa 


With  Ae  ffiew  of  inmring  the  greatest  possible  accuracy  and 
rapidity  in  (he  various  publications  connected  with  the  Law 

Reports,  the  Council  will  be  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
cppiicatioti  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Council 
letH  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
FaperSj  together  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
names  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
mrne  time^  the  Council  thankfully  acknowledge  the  assistance 
they  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fession in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 
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00  to  wife  for  life— Power  to  dispose  of  estate  "  in  aceordanoe 
with  my  wishes  tferbaUy  expressed  by  me  to  her  **^Validity 
•^Parol  evidenee— Admissibility 164 


OOUET  OF  APPEAL. 


BsooBD  OF  Business. 


COURT  L 

Thubsdat,  July  24. 

Jn  re  a  Dtbtor.    Ex  parU  the  Debtor,  No,  1490  of  1899.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  BegiBtrar  Brougham.    DiBinissed. 
Vickers,  Sons  dt  Maasim,  Limited  y.  Midland  Railway  Company  and 

Others,     Appeal  from  Wright  J.,  Sir  F.  Peel,  and  Vifloonnt 

Gobham.    Diimissed. 
Charles  CammeU  A  Co,  y.  Midland  Railway   Company  and   Otfieri*. 

Appeal   from  Wright  J.,  Sir  F.  Peel,  and  Yisoount  Gobham. 

DiBmiased. 
John  Brown  A  Co,,  Limited  y.  Midland  Railway  Company  and  Others. 

Appeal  from  Wright  J.,  Sir  F.  Peel,  and  YiBooant  Gobham. 

Dismiased. 
Renton  A  Co.  ▼.  Midland  Railway  Company  and  Others,    Appeal  from 

Wright  J.,  Sir  F.  Peel,  and  Viaoount  Gobham.    Dismiflsed. 
Preston  y.  Fwmess,  WOby  A  Co.    Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Allowed. 


Fbidat,  July  25. 

KingsweU  Steamship  Company,  Limited  v.  F,  W,  Marten. 

from  Mathew  J.    Dismiflsed. 
Curtis  A  Co.  y.  Head,    Appeal  from  Mathew  J.     DLsmissed. 


Appeal 


Satubdat,  July  26. 
Steamship  Carisbrook  Company,  Limited  v.  London  and  Provincial 
Marine  and  General  Insuranoe  Companyy  Limited.    Appeal  from 
Mathew  J.    Part  heard. 

MovDAT,  July  28. 

Dunlop  Pneumatic  Tyre  Compamyy  Limited  r.  Hubbard  Patent,  Ac, 
Tyre  Syndicate,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Bidley  J.    Difimissed. 

Steamship  Oaritbrook  Company,  Limited  v.  London  and  Provinciaf 
Marine  and  General  Insurance  Company,  Limited,  Appeal  from 
Mathew  J.    Part  heard. 

Wkdhsbdat,  July  30. 

Dunn  and  Others  r.  Donald  Currie  A  Co.  and  Buoknall  Brothers, 

Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 
Sir  William  Dunn  and  Others  y.  Donald  Currie  A  Co.  and  Others. 

Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    Cur,  adv.  vult 
RaUHiff  A  DeaUry  y.  A,  B,  Mendelssohn.    Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 
Part  heard. 


COURT  IL 

Thubsdat,  July  24. 
In  re  Buekwell  A  Berkeley,  Solicitors,     Appeal  from  Eekewich  J. 
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Andrew  HandyHde  &  Go.  v.  Firbank,    Appeal  from  Ridley  J.     Post- 
poned. 
SarveiU  v.  Rowley,     Appeal  from  Chamiell  J.    Order  Taried. 
Phillips  V.  Hill.    Appeal  from  Channell  J.    Allowed. 
Howard  de  Walden  y.  Brution,    Appeal  fh>m  Channell  J.    Allowed. 
Clarke  v.  Lizar.    Appeal  from  Bigham  J.     Postponed. 
Modiano  y.  Isaac  <k  Samuel.    Appeal  from  Kennedy  J.     DiBmisaed. 

Fbidat,  July  25. 

Andrew  Handyside  &  Co.  v.  Firbank.     Appeal  from  Ridley  J.    Dis- 

mlBsed . 
In  re  a  D^tor,    Ex  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  667  of  1902.    Appeal  from 

Philliraore  J.    Adjourned. 
In  re  a  Debtor.     Ez  parte  the  Petitioning  Creditor,  No.  866  of  1902. 

Appeal  from  Mr.  Registrar  Brougham.     Dismissed. 
In  re  Ditvall.     Corbet  v.  Durall.     Appeal  from  Gozens-Hardy  J. 

Adjourned. 
Tn  re  Hey.    Perkins  v.  Hey.    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Dismissed. 
In  re  Trade-marks  of  Bum,  Eatcliff  &  Grettony  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Kekewioh  J.    Part  heard. 


Saturdat,  July  26. 

In  re  Trade-marks  of  Bass,  RatcUff  d;  Oretton,  LimUed, 
Kekewich  J.    Part  heard. 


Appeal  from 


Monday,  July  28. 

Chreat  Western  Railway  Company  v.  TaXboi,   Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J. 

Allowed. 
In  re  Trnde-marks  of  Bas$^  Raicliff  &  Gretton,  Limited,    Appeal  from 

Kekewioh  J.     Allowed. 
in  re  Trade-marks  of  Bass^  Butdiff  &  GretUm,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Kekewich  J.    Part  heard 

TuBSDAT,  July  29. 

In  re  Trade-marks  of  Bass,  RatcUff y  &  GretUm^  Limited^  Not.  2,  27,  and 

others.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Allowed. 
In   re  Lmm$.     Thomas  t.  Hedley.     Appeal  from  Coiens-Hardy  J. 

Dismissed. 
Byrne  v.  MUlom  and  Askam  Hsematite  Iron  Company,    Appeal  from 

Kekewioh  J.    Dismissed. 

Wkdnebdat,  July  80. 

In  re  Credit  Assurance  v.  Gtiarantee  Corporation,  Limited.    Appeal 

from  Farwell  J.    Allowed, 
In  re  Martin.    Martin  t.  Martin.    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Part 

heard. 


ERRATUM. 
In  re  Wkbstee  and  Jones'  Contbaot  (iupra,  p.  146). 

In  line  G  of  the  judgment,  for  *'  were  entitled,''  read  **were  not 
entitled," 


During  the  tiUings  of  the  CourU  Thk  Whklt  Nocts  wiU  he  published 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  compriee  Notee  of  BecMcm  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thunday.  AU  eaeee  tf  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wUl  be  reported  in  fuU  in  The  Law  BiFOBm 


Ibouse  of  !ILorb8. 


July  24. 
Ekeve,  App.  ;  LiSLB  and  Otheks,  Resps. 

Mortgage — Clog  on  redejtiption — Agreement  sitbsequent  to  mot<- 
gage — Option  to  purchase  mortgaged  property — CondUmai 
sale. 

WarmingtoHt  K.C.,  and  MartelH,  for  appellant. 

Asthury,  K.C.,  and  M.  J,  Parker,  for  respondents. 

The  House  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  Macnagbton, 
Brampton,  and  Lindley)  without  hearing  the  respond- at/ 
counsel  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  [19081^ 
1  Cb.  53,  for  the  reasons  given  by  that  Court,  taking  the  same 
view  of  the  faci%  and  holding  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  the  deed 
of  the  27th  of  June,  1898,  and  the  agreement  of  the  9th  of  July, 
1898,  were  separate  transactions. 

Solicitors :  Cattarns  &  Co. ;  Borocliffes,  Rawle  (fc  Co.,  for  Alfrd 
Appleby^  Newcastle-on-Tyne.  J.  M.  H, 


Jul)- 28. 
Don  Jose  Eamos  Yzquierdo  y  Castaneda  and  Others,  Aprs.; 
Clybebank  Engineering  and  Shipbuilding  Company,  Bk:!. 

Practice — Parties — Title  to  sue — Contract  entered  into  on  beJm^i  ^^ 
a  foreign  Sovereign, 

The  Spanish  Minister  of  Marine  in  Madrid  and  two  otl-  r 
persons  brought  an  action  against  the  respondents  for  damages 
for  failure  to  deliver  warships  within  contract  time.  Tlif 
Second  Division  of  the  Court  of  Session,  (1901)  4  F.  3111 
decided  that  the  Spanish  Minister  had  no  title  to  sue,  and  tlut 
the  King  of  Spain  was  alone  entitled  to  sue. 

Scott  Dickson,  S.-G.for  Scotland,  Bankes,  K.C.^dkndBlaeBwSf 
(all  of  the  Scottish  Bar  except  the  second),  for  the  appellants. 

Lawson  Walton,  K.C.,  Ure,  K.C.,  Tait,  and  Cosset  (the  seoond 
and  third  of  the  Scottish  Bar),  for  the  respondents. 

The  House  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C,  and  Lords  Macna^^li 
Eobertson,  Brampton,  and  Lindley),  holding  that  on  thecimiri 
the  appellants  had  a  title  to  sue,  allowed  the  appeal  and  k- 
versed  the  interlocutor  appealed  irom  with  costs.  i 

Agent  for  appellants:  J,  T.  Davies,  for  Macandrew,  WrigUtl 
Murray,  W.S.,  Edinburgh, 

Agents  for  respondents:  Ashurst,  Morris,  Crisp  &  Co.,  for 
Forrester  6c  Davidson^  W.S.,  Edinburgh,  and  M'QrigoTy  Donal- 
i&  Co.,  Writers,  Glasgow.  G.  J  W. 


I 


Supreme  Court  ot  Jubtcatutc. 


COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


i 


C.  A.  In  re  Buokwell  &  Bebkeley.  J^J  24. 

Solicitor  —  Costs  —  Taxation  —  "  Disbursements  "—Deposit  (w 
security  for  costs  of  discovery — I 
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8,  Order  xm.,  rr.  ^J^^-^SolicitorB  Act,  1843  (6  <fc  7  Vict. 
(;.73),«.37. 

Appeal  from  the  deoision  of  Eekemch  J.,  ante,  p.  137. 

Theqaestion  was,  whether  two  soms  of  money  paid  into  court 
by  solicitors  on  behalf  of  their  client,  as  security  for  the  costs  of 
discoveiy,  as  proTided  by  rules  25  and  26  of  Order  xxxi.,  and  not 
repaid  by  the  client,  were  "disbursements"  which  the  solicitors 
were  entitled  to  include  in  their  bill  of  costs,  or  whether  these 
gums  ought  to  be  entered  in  the  solicitors'  cash  account. 

Eekewich  J.  held  that  these  sums  were  "disbursements" 
within  sect.  37  of  the  Solicitors  Act,  1843. 

The  client  appealed. 

Hansell,  for  the  client. 

E,  E.  Humphrys,  for  the  solicitors. 

The  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams  and  Bomer  L.JJ.)  allowed 
the  appeal.  They  were  of  opinion  that  the  sums  in  question 
were  not  "disbursements."  They  were,  according  to  the  rule 
laid  down  in  In  re  Remnant,  (1849)  11  Beav.  603,  613,  not  pay- 
iDfintB  which  the  solicitors  were  bound  in  pursuance  of  their 
professional  duty  to  make  on  behalf  of  their  client,  or  payments 
sanctioiied  as  professional  payments  by  the  general  and  estab- 
lished custom  and  practice  of  the  profession. 

Solicitors:  JBt*/g8,  Roche,  Sawyer  &  Co,,  for  Buckwell  A  Berke- 
fcjf, Brighton;  Cameron,  Kemm  &  Co,  W.  L.  0. 


C.A.  July  29. 

/a  re  BiGisTBBXD  Tbadb-habes  of  Bass,  Batolifv  & 
Grbtton^  Lhqted. 

Trade-mark — Registration — Removal  from  register — Mark  "  cal- 
culated to  deceive  "  —  Word  "  trade~mark  "  placed  on  poflrt  of 
registered  mark. 

Appeal  against  an  order  made  by  Eekewich  J.  removing  &om 

;    the  register  several  registered  trade-marks  of  Bass,  Batcliff  & 

:    Gietton,  Limited,  brewers.    The  application  for  removal  was 

nude  by  John  Davenport  &  Sons'  Brewery,  Limited,  who  were 

rinl  brewers.    One  of  the  marks,  which  may  be  taken  as  a 

specixDfin,  was  registered  in  1876.    It  was  a  label  of  oval  shape. 

In  the  centre  of  it  was  a  st^d  diamond  or  triangle,  which  was 

oaed  in  different  oolours,  acooiding  to  the  kind  of  beer  to  which 

fte  label  was  applied.     Upon  the  diamond  was  printed  the 

word  "trade-mark."    Underneath  the  diamond  was  the  signa- 

\   true  ''Bass  ft  C!o.,"  they  having  been  the  predecessors  of  the 

:    limited  company.    Above  the  diamond  on  the  left-hand  side 

I    were  the  words  "  Bass  &  Oo.'s."    Around  the  outer  lim  of  the 

'    label  was  printed:  " This  label  is  issued  only  by  Bass  &  Co., 

I    Brewera,  Borton-upon-Trent." 

Sekewich  J.  held  that  the  label  was  "  calculated  to  deoeive," 

I7  leading  those  who  read  it  to  believe  that  the  diamond,  on 

which  the  word  "trade-mark"  was  printed,  was  alone  the 

registered  trade-mark,  and  to  suppose,  therefore,  that  the  rest 

of  the  label  might  be  imitated.    His  Lordship  thought  the  case 

I    was  governed  by  the  deoision  of  the  Oourt  of  Appeal  in  In  re 

I    Afodinairis  Company's  Trade-marks,  [1891]  2  Oh.  186. 

The  Bass  Company  appealed. 

MouUon,   K.C.,    J.    Cutler,    K.C,    and    Schiller,    for    the 
ippeOants. 


Warmington,  K,C,,  Neville,  K.C,  and  Sebastian,  for  the 
Davenport  Company. 

R.  J,  Parker,  for  the  Comptroller. 

Thk  Coubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Mathew  L.JJ.) 
allowed  the  appeal. 

VAUGHA.N  Williams  L.J.  said  he  thought  no  injury  could 
be  done  to  any  one  by  reason  of  the  position  in  which  the  word 
"  trade-mark  "  was  placed  on  the  label. 

BoMEB  L.J.  said  that  the  decision  in  the  Apollinaris  Case 
was,  in  his  opinion,  only  a  decision  upon  a  question  of  fact,  and 
therefore  it  did  not  bind  this  Court,  except  in  a  case  in  which 
the  facts  were  identical.  That  was  not  so  here.  He  did  not 
think  he  should  have  come  to  the  same  conclusion  upon  the 
facts  in  that  case.  In  his  opinion,  it  ought  not  to  be  assumed 
of  necessity  that  when  the  word  "  trade-mark  "  was  placed  on  a 
particular  part  of  a  trade-mark  the  word  was  intended  to  apply 
to  that  part  only.  The  Court  was  not  bound  to  assume  an 
intention  to  deceive.  There  ought  to  be  a  presumption  in 
favour  of  fairness  and  honest  dealing.  And  the  Court  must 
see  whether  there  was  any  reasonable  probability  of  injury  to 
any  one.  In  the  present  case  his  Lordship  thought  that  no 
one  who  read  the  label  could  reasonably  have  inferred  that  he 
might  imitate  everything  in  it,  except  the  diamond. 

Mathbw  L. J.  concurred. 

Solicitors:  McKenna  <fc   Co,;  John   WestcoU,  for    Wright  <fe 
Ma/rshaU,  Birmingham ;  Solicitor  to  Board  of  Trade. 

W.  L.  C. 


trtgb  Court  ot  Justice. 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Byrne  J. 


In  re  East's  Tbadb-habk. 


July  28. 


Trade-mark — Registration  for  an  entire  dass — User  for  part  of 
class  only — Bond  fide  intention  to  use — Rectification  of  register 
— Limitation  to  part  of  class — Patents,  Designs,  and  Trade 
Marks  Act,  1888  (46  A  47  Vict,  c.  67),  s.  90. 

In  October,  1880,  the  predecessors  in  title  of  Hart  registered  a 
floral  device  with  the  words  "  Bed  Bose  "  in  class  42,  that  is  for 
"substances  used  as  food,  or  ingredients  used  in  food."  A 
company  who  dealt  only  in  condensed  milk  in  tins  had,  for 
some  seventeen  years  prior  to  September,  1901,  continuously 
used  in  connection  with  one  quality  of  their  goods  a  label  with 
the  words  ''Condensed  Milk,"  a  device  of  a  red  rose,  and  the 
words ''  Bose  Brand,"  and  they  had  advertised  these  goods  under 
the  denomination  of  "  Bose  Brand."  In  September,  1901,  the 
company  applied  to  register  this  mark  in  class  42  in  respect  of 
condensed  milk.  The  registrar  declined  to  proceed  with  this 
registration  without  the  consent  of  the  respondent,  Hart,  on  the 
ground  of  the  existence  of  the.mark  of  1880.  As  Hart  declined 
to  consent,  the  company  now  moved  to  rectify  the  register  by 
expunging  Hart's  mark,  or,  in  the  alternative,  by  excluding 
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condensed  milk  from  the  epecification  of  goods  in  respect  of 
which  the  same  was  registered.  The  Court  found  as  a  fact  that 
there  had  been  user  of  Harf  s  marks  for  some  of  the  goods  in 
class  42,  bat  no  user  of  the  mark  in  connection  with  condensed 
milk^  though  Hart  and  his  predecessors  in  title  had  sold  con- 
densed milk  in  tins  under  other  marks. 

Bowden^  K.C,  and  Sebastian,  for  the  company. 

Levett,  K.C.,  and  Griffith  Jones,  for  the  respondent  Hart. 

B,  J.  Parker,  for  the  comptroller. 

Btbnb  J.  said  the  circumstances  of  the  present  case  differed 
from  the  circumstances  in  Edwards  y.  Dennis,  (1885)  80  Oh.  D. 
454,  inasmuch  as  the  business,  the  goodwill  whereof  had  been 
assigned  to  the  respondent  Hart,  was  a  buainess  which  included 
the  sale  of  condensed  milk,  whereas  in  Edwards  y.  Dennis  the 
business  of  the  respondents  did  not  include  dealings  in  the 
description  of  goods  in  respect  of  which  the  applicant  sought  to 
haye  the  register  rectified,  and  the  point  for  consideration  was 
whether  or  not  the  principle  applied  in  Edwards  v.  Dennis 
ought  to  be  acted  upon  in  a  case  where  the  goods  of  a  particular 
description  in  class  42  haye  been  sold,  but  never  in  connection 
with  the  trade-mark  in  question.  In  his  Lordship's  opinion, 
there  was  no  such  difference  between  the  provisions  of  tiie  Act 
of  1875,  which  was  the  Act  considered  in  Edwards  y.  Dennis, 
and  the  pioyisionB  of  the  Acts  now  in  force  as  to  render  that 
case  inapplicable  as  an  authority.  Oonflning  himself  to  the 
present  facta,  registration  of  the  mark  for  a  whole  class,  user  of 
the  mark  for  some  goods  in  the  class,  sale  of  other  goods  in  the 
same  class  for  more  than  twenty  years,  alwajs  in  connection 
with  other  marks,  and  never  in  connection  with  the  mark  in 
question,  his  Lordship  could  only  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
in  respect  of  the  last  named  articles  there  never  was  at  the  time 
of  registration  any  such  intention  to  use  the  mark  as  to  bring 
the  case  within  the  principle  requiring  de  facto  user,  or  imme- 
diate intention  to  use  the  mark  in  connection  with  a  particular 
description  of  goods  at  the  time  of  registration,  to  entitle  a  man 
to  be  on  the  register  in  respect  of  such  goods.  The  register, 
therefore,  ought  to  be  rectified  by  excluding  condensed  milk 
from  the  class  of  goods  for  which  the  mark  now  stood  on  the 
xegister.  The  respondent  must  also  pay  the  costs  of  this  appli- 
cation and  of  the  comptroller. 

tiolicitors :  McKenna  Jb  Co. ;  Newton  G,  Driver ;  Solicitor  to 
the  Board  of  Trade.  W.  0.  D. 


Joyce  J. 


In  re  Lawlit. 
Zaibsb  v.  Fibkinb. 


July  29. 


General  testamentary  power  of  appointment  — Exercise  — Loan  to 
appointor — Covenant  to  appoint  to  lender — lAabUity  of  ap- 
pointed fund  to  debts, 

L.,  under  the  will  of  his  mother,  had  a  general  power  to 
appoint  by  will  a  sum  of  10,000/.,  which  in  default  of  appoint- 
ment was  to  go  as  part  of  her  residuary  estate.  In  1892  he 
executed  a  mortgage  in  favour  of  P.  to  secure  a  loan  of  1000/., 
and  thereby  covenanted  forthwith  to  make  a  will  exercising 
this  power  of  appointment  so  that  the  loan  should  be  a  first 
charge  upon  the  fund,  and  not  to  revoke  such  will;  and  he 
made  a  will  accordingly.    In  the  administration  of  L.'s  estate 


the  question  arose  whether  the  applicants,  who  were  P.'s  leg&l 
personal  representatives,  had  as  against  the  appointed  fond 
any  priority  over  other  creditors. 

Badcock,  K.C,  and  E.  Ford,  for  the  applicants. 

Wace,  for  the  respondents,  L.'s  executors. 

JoTOS  J.  held  that  the  fund  had  become  assets  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  debts  of  the  appointor,  and  that  the  applioante 
had  no  priority  over  the  other  creditors. 

Solicitors :  Beyfus  ds  Beyfus ;  Dangerfield,  Blythe  db  Hodgson. 

H.  D»  H. 


Joyce  J. 


In  re  Hbtlby. 
EX£VBI  V,   HSTLHT. 


July  9,  10,  15l 


Willr^Gift  to  wife  for  life— Power  to  dispose,  of  estate  "  in  aoot^rd- 
ance  with  my  wishes  verbally  expressed  by  me  to  her  " — ValidUy 
— Parol  evidence — Admissibility, 

The  testator  by  his  will  gave  to  hia  wife,  whom  he  appointed 
to  be  his  sole  executrix,  a  life  interest  in  the  whole  of  his  real 
and  personal  estate.  His  will  then  proceeded  as  follows :  "  I 
desire  and  empower  her  by  her  will  or  in  her  lifetime  to 
dispose  of  my  estate  in  accordance  with  my  wishes  verbally 
expressed  by  me  to  her.'' 

The  testator  died  in  1902,  haviog  before  the  execution  of  his 
will  verbally  expressed  to  his  wife  his  wishes  with  regard  to 
the  final  disposition  of  his  estate ;  and  she  had  made  a  memo>- 
randum  of  his  wishes  and  promised  to  give  effect  to  theoL. 

This  was  a  summons  taken  out  by  the  widow  for  the  deter- 
mination of  the  question  whether  the  power  of  disposition  given 
to  her  by  the  will  was  valid ;  and  the  question  arose  whether 
parol  evidence  was  admissible  to  shew  what  the  testator's 
verbally  expressed  wishes  were. 

ff.  Greenwood,  for  the  sunmions. 

Hughes,  K.C,  and  G,  Henderson,  for  persons  taking  under  the 
verbal  directions. 

B,  J.  Parker,  for  the  heir-at-law  and  next  of  kin. 

JoTcn  J.  said  that  parol  evidence  was  not  admissible  to 
shew  what  the  testator's  wishes,  expressed  prior  to  the  execu- 
tion of  his  will,  were.  To  define  or  supply  by  parol  evidence 
that  which  on  the  &oe  of  the  wiU  was  left  indefinite  or  un- 
expressed would  be  to  make  a  material  addition  to  the  written 
will.  In  "Support  of  the  validity  of  the  power  the  deoision  in 
In  re  Fleetwood,  (1880)  15  Ob.  D.  594,  was  relied  upon ;  and  that 
case  had  recently  been  followed,  somewhat  reluctantly,  by 
Farwell  J.  in  In  re  Huxtahle,  |1902]  1  Oh.  214,  which,  however, 
was  under  appeal.  But  this  case  materially  differed  from  In  rt 
Fleetwood.  It  was  an  attempt  to  create  a  power,  and  not  the 
case  of  a  definite  trust  for  particular  individuals  attaching  upon 
a  gift  of  the  subject-matter  to  a  named  legatee  or  devisee.  To 
hold  that  this  power  was  valid  would  be  going  beyond  In  re 
Fleetwood,  and  introducing  an  innovation  in  the  law  relating  to 
testamentary  instruments.  His  Lordship,  therefore,  held  that 
the  dause  purporting  to  create  the  power  of  disposition  in 
question  was  void  for  uncertainty.. 

Solicitors:  Finch  A  Turner;  Burgess,  Cosens  <fe  Co.;  J.  K. 
Hetley.  G.  A.  & 
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NOTICE  TO  SOLIOITOBa 


With  Ae  view  ofinswring  the  greatest  pwtlble  accuracy  and 
r^idity  in  Ae  ffariaua  publicationa  connected  with  the  Law 
Bbfobts,  the  Council  wiU  he  obliged^  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
tffUeation  is  made  hy  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Council 
w3l  as  soon  as  possible  after  applicaHon  furnish  the  necessary 
,  FaperSy  iogeAer  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
wmes  of  the  various  Sciicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
mme  lime,  the  Council  thankfully  acknowledge  the  assistance 
Aey  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
femon  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 


TABLE  OF  CASES. 


'.  Baijiobai«  Steamship  Company,  Apps.  ;  MABTSir,  Rbsp.  .  H.  L, 
CiUDOHiAH  Bailwat  CoMPAiTT,  Apps. ;  Dayidson  and  Othxbs, 

Ban. ff.L. 

CnacBfB  Tbusteb  v.  Mostagub  Hisbard  &  Go. 

Swinftn  Eady  /. 

CODir  JilSITBAMCB    AND    GUABANTSE     GORFOBATION,    LiMITKD, 

Aw     .        .        . aA. 

JBranoBGH  AND  DigTBicr  Water  Trustees,  App^.;  Clippbns 
Oil  Cqhpaht,  Resps. •  JET.  X. 

GHAT  Wesisbn  Kailvat  Company  v.  Talbof        •        .  C.A. 

HnoBB  AND  Others,  Apps.  ;  Dultbb,  Resp.     •  •  J?.  L. 

JmoN,  App.  ;  Dbibfontkin  Consolidated  Gold  Mines,  Limited, 

Resps.  .••.•••..  J3*  Tj» 

'  Lower  Ward  of  County  Lanark,  Apps.;  Magistrates  of 

BuTHBBOLEM,  Resps .H.L. 

Hauhdrb,  In  re.    Maunder  v.  Maunder         .        .      Joyce  J, 

Neale,  App.  ;  Gordon  Lennox,  Resp H,L. 

ToBBOGK  V.  Lord  Westbury  •        .        •         Smn/en  Eady  J. 
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_ASBXT&ATIOV. 

Oompubory  powers  —  Aitard  —  Watenoorkt  Clauses  Aetj  1847 
(lOAll  Ft<»<.cl7),«.22,23 157 

AlTAOEiaHT. 

Rdease  by  governor  of  gaoir^Mietahe— Leave  to  ieeue  further  writ 
-Jurisdietum— Debtors  Act,  1869  (82  <fe  83  Viet.  o.  62),  «.  4     160 

OOXPAVY. 

iMM  of  iitaree — Payment  of  eommiseion  for  plaeing  sharei-^ 
Oftwn  to  take  further  sharee^-Companies  Aety  1900  (63  A  64 
F*cf.fl.48),t.  8 156 

Mmtbtge—Notiee^Speoial    resotution-^Ameudment—Companies 

Aet,  1862  (25  d:  26  Viet  e,  89),  «.  51 160 

SedmtiM  of  eapital—PetUion  for  eonftrmation—Lossee  to  he 
heme  in  proportion  to  eapital  paid  up  on  shares-^Sharee  of 
(hesameeHaee  with  diferetU  amounts  paidr^urisdietion  to 
sanction  equitable  scheme  .        ......     158 

H0.28.-I902. 


IVBTTBAVOB  (XABin). 

Capture — Property  of  dUen  enemy — Loss  before  war  hegine — 
Intention  to  wage  war—Seiewre  by  enemy's  Oovemment  of 
property  of  ite  own  ev^ed — Validitiy  of  inauranee       . 

Valued  poUcy^-Ship  valued  for  policy  at  less  than  real  value^ 
General  average  loss — Salvage— Liability  of  undenoriter       • 


157 
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LOCAI  OOYBBHXIHT. 

Burgh  county — Area  vntliin  ancient  royalty       ....     157 

P&AOnCK. 

CounseCs  authotity — Agreement  to  refer — Authority  exceeded  by 
counsel — Limitation  of  counsels  outhority  unknown  to  other 
Hde 15& 

SAILWAT  COXPAHT. 

Accommodaiion  works — Grant  of  easement — Level  eroseing  — 
Railways  Clauses  Consolidation  Aet,  1845  (8  <fe  9  VicL  c.  20), 
M.  16,  68-76 157 

Beserved  minerals — Conveyance  of  surface  only  ^  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  (Scotland)  Act,  1845  (8  d;  9  Vict.  c. '  19), 
M.  117, 119 156 

wnx. 

Gift  in  remainderSubstitutionary  gift— Death  **  before  becoming 
entiUed  "-^Entitled  in**  poeseeeion  *'or''  interest  **---Oomtruc- 
tionofwiU 15^ 


COUET  OF  APPEAL. 


BeCOBD  OT  BU8IHI8S. 


COURT  L 
Thursday,  July  31. 

Ratdiff  &  Deallry  V.  A.  B,  Mendelssohn,    Appeal  tcom  Mathew  J. 

Dismissed. 
Vogemann  y.  Zansibar  Steamship  Company,  Limitod.    Appeal  from 

Phillimore  J.    Dismissed. 

Fbidat.  Aagust  1. 

Pearee  y.  Greening.    Appeal  torn  WiUs  J.    DismiMed. 

Mayor,  ACf  of  Truro  T,Bowe.    Appeal  from  Wills  J.    Partheaid. 

Saturoat,  Aagust  2. 

Wyler  Y.  Ibo  Investment  Trust,  Limited.    Appesl  from  Walton  J. 
Dismissed. 

TUBBDAT,  Angost  5. 

Mayor,  &c.,  of  Truro  y.  Bowe.    Appeal  from  Wills  J.    Cur,  adv,  vtilL 
Bead  Y.  Friendly  Society  of  Operative  Stonemasons  and  Others.  Appeal 

from  the  Lord  Ohief  Jiutiee  and  Darling  and  Channel!  JJ. 

Part  heard. 


COURT  IL 

Thursday,  July  31. 
In  re  MaHin.    MaHin  y.  Martin.    Appeal  from  Baekley  J.    Standi 
over  till  Augost  5. 
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iLord  Portemouih  and  Another  v.  London  and  SotUh  Western  Railway 
Company,    Appeal  firom  Darling  J. 
Same  v.  Same.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Part  heard. 

Fbidat,  August  1. 

In  reTiUing,  J.  B.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  1143  of  1898.    Appeal 

from  Mr.  Registrar  Broagham.    Dismissed. 
In  re  a  Debtor.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor^  No.  1191  of  1901.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  Registrar  Linklater.    Dismissed. 

J  Lord  Portsmouth  and  Another  v.  London  and  South  Western  Railway 
Company.    Appeal  from  Darling  J. 
Same  y.  Same.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Part  heard. 

Satubdat,  August  2. 

Lord  Portsmouth  and  Anot?ier  v.  London  and  South  Western  Bailway 

Company,    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Allowed. 
Ijombert  v.  Duvall.    Appeal  from  Buoknill  J.    Dismissed. 
In  re  Duvall.     Corbet  v.  Duvall.     Appeal  from  Cozens-Hardy  J. 

Dismissed. 

MovDAT,  August  4. 

Dyer  Y.  School  Board  for  London.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Part 
heaid. 

TumiAT,  August  5. 

In  re  Martin.    Martin  y.  Martin.    Appeal  from  BuoUey  J.    Settled. 
Dyer  and  Olhere  v.  School  Board  for  London.   Appeal  from  Farwell  J. 

Dismissed. 
Briekwell  v.  Gilbert.    Appeal  from  Kekewieh  J.    Part  heaid. 

Wkdnesdat,  August  6. 

BrickweU  v.  Gilbert.    Appeal  from  Kekewieh  J.    Dismissed. 

Brazier  v.  Glasspool.    Appeal  from  Byrne  J.    Dismissed. 

In  re  Ford.    Ford  v.  Ford.    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 


During  the  sittings  of  the  OourU  Thi  Wuelt  Nonsisa  hepMished 
on  Saturday,  and  wiU  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to  and 
induding  those  of  the  previoue  Thursday.  AU  cases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  he  reported  in  full  in  Tn  Law  Rkfobtb. 


Ibouse  ot  Xorbe. 


Neale^  Ait.;  Gobdok  laassox,  Risp.        Aug.  1. 

Practice — Counsels  authority — Agreement  to  refer -^Authority 
exceeded^  counsel — Limitation  of  counsels  authority  unknown 
to  other  side. 

Sir  B.  T.  Beid,  K.C.,  and  B.  J.  Drake,  for  appellant. 

Isaacs,  K.C.,  and  Norynan  Craig,  for  respondent. 

Thb  Housjb  (Earl  of  Halsbary  L.O.^  and  Lords  Macnaghten, 
Brampton,  and  Lindley)  reversed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  [1902]  1  E.  B.  838,  and  restore!  the  cause  to  the  list 
on  the  ground  that  the  plaintiff's  counsel  had  exceeded  his 
authority  in  referring  the  action  without  obtaining  a  with- 
drawal of  the  imputations,  the  plaintiff  haying  consented  to 
the  action  being  referred  proTided  the  defendant  stated  by  her 
counsel  "  that  she  never  imputed  or  meant  to  impute  anything 
against  the  moral  character  of  the  plaintiff,  and  was  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  any  such  imputation." 

Solicitors :  W,  E,  Jamieson ;  L.wia  &  Lewis.  J.  M.  M. 


Aiig.4 
Calsdonian  Railway  Goxvasy,  Apps.  ;  Dayidbon  ahd 
Othsbs,  Rbsps. 
Bailway— Beserved  minerals — Conveyance  of  surface  only—LawA 
Clauses  Consolidation  {Scotland)  Act,  18^  (8  &  9  Fic<.  c  IQ 
8s.  117, 119. 

A.  Graham  Murray,  L.A.,  and  Ealdane,  K.C.,  for  appellanl^ 

Scott  Dickson,  S.-G.  for  Scotktnd,  and  Eon.  J.  D.  FitzgenH 
K.C.,  for  respondents. 

Thi  HonsB  (Earl  of  Halabury  L.O.,  and  Lords  Ashbonruy 
Robertson,  and  Lindley)  reversed  the  dedaion  of  the  Seooai 
Division  of  the  Court  of  Session,  (1899)  37  Soo.  L.  R.  160, 406,Qt 
the  ground  that  the  appellants  were  still  entitled  to  have  tblj 
value  of  minerals  taken  by  mistake  decided  by  arbitrati<RL 
there  not  having  been  a  final  adjudication  by  the  Court  of  tlM 
right  thereto  more  than  six  months  ago. 

Agents  for  appellants :  Grahames,  Carrey  <fe  Spens,  for  E(^ 
Todd  Kirk,  W.S.,  Edinburgh,  for  E.  B.  Neave,  Qlaggow. 

Agent  for  respondents:  John  Kennedy,  W.S.,  for  CamjMU 
Smith,  S.S.C.,  Edinburgh,  and  Brown  Mair  GemmHUt  Bthpt 
Glasgow.  G.  J.  W. 


Ai]g.& 
Balmoral  Steamship  Company,  Apps.  ;  Mabtkn,  Bhp. 
Insurance  {Marine) -^Valued  policy — l^ip  valued  for  pcUey  ^ 
less  than  real  value — General  average  loss — Salvage— UMi^ 
of  underwriter, 

J.  A.  Eamilton,  K.C.,  and  Leek,  for  appellants. 

Fickford,  K.C.,  and  Scrutton,  K.C.,  for  respondent 

Thx  House  (Lords  Macnaghten,  Shand,  Brampton,  Bobal*| 
son,  and  Lindley)  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  (^  Appeil- 
[1901]  2  K.  B.  896,  the  rule  of  practice  applied  haviiig  beea| 
long  established.  { 

Solicitors :  Lowless  dh  Co. ;  Waltons,  Johnson,  Buhb  dt  WhattM^ 

J.  M.M.  I 


Aug.* 
HiLDEB  AHD  Othsbs,  Apps.  ;  Dkxxbb,  Rbsp. 
Company—Issue  of  shares — Payment  of  commission  for  jiaang 

shares — Option  to  take  further  shares — Companies  Ad,  1900 

(63  <fc  61  Vict.  c.  48),  s.  8. 

In  January,  1901,  Hilder  applied  for  and  was  allotted  M 
shares  in  a  limited  company  upon  these  terms:  For  wk  flbm 
allotted,  a  subscriber  shall  have  the  option  during  one  yetf 
from  the  drd  of  January,  1901,  of  iaking  up  at  par  a  farther 
ordinary  share  of  1^  in  the  initial  capital  of  the  company,  w 
in  the  event  of  such  last-mentioned  share  being  taken  np  nnw 
such  option,  a  further  option  during  two  years  from,  the  8rd  » j 
January,  1901,  of  taking  up  a  farther  ordinary  share  of  U  ^  I 
the  initial  capital.     These  shares  were  offered,  not  to  w| 
public,  but  to  certain  persons  only.    In  July  Hilder  appliw  j 
for  farther  shades  in  exercise  of  the  option.    At  that  tinw  *" 
price  of  a  11.  share  was  about  22.  lis.  Qd.    The  Court  QiA&!^ 
holding  the  case  governed  by  Burrows  v,  MatxMe,  Ac.,  ^ 
pany,  Limited,  [1901]  2  Ch.  23,  affirmed  an  injunction  gi«aW 
by  Byrne  J.  (in  an  action  brought  by  the  respondent,  a  abaie- 
holder)  restraining  the  company  and  directors  from  <*"^ 
out  the  arrangement  with  Hilder,  or  applying  any  of  vi» 
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enqpi^s  Bhares  or  capital  money  in  payment  of  a  commission, 
ttoomty  or  allowance  to  him  in  consideration  of  his  having 
wAmSbed  for  shares. 
Miane,  K.C.  (A.  R.  Kirhy  with  him),  for  Hilder. 
W.  F.  HamUton,  KC,  (^K.  G.  Metoaife  with  him),  for  the 
cftff  tppellanis,  the  company  and  directors. 
I^vm,  K,C.,  and  A.  C.  Clauaon,  for  respondent. 
The  Hoobv  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.C.,  and  Lords  Shand,  Davey, 
"Tpten,  and  Bobertson)  rerersed  the  decisions  of  Byrne  J. 
the  Ck>urt  of  Appeal,  holding  that  the  prohibition  of 
Ooanpanies  Act,  1900,  s.  8,  suhns.  2,  extends  only  to  the 
"■"itioo,  direct  or  indirect,  of  the  company's  capital  in 
"^  of  a  commission,   allowance,   or  discount    by  the 
_    and  that  the  transaction  in  tiiis  case,  which  was  in 
fcith  for  a  legitimate  object,  was  not  within  the  mischief 
4  at,  no  capital  being  applied  in  payment  by  the  company. 
golieitcnB:    Thivers-Smith,  Braithwaite  &  Rohinaon;   Baxter, 
Jt  Johnaon,  j^  jyj^  jyj^ 


,  .  ^  Ang.  6. 

iinOBy  AFP.;   DfilKFONTXIN  OONSOMDATID  GOLD  MlNlBS, 

LnoTiD,  Bbsps. 
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Aug.  5. 
iLowEB  Wabd  of  County  Lanabk,  Apps.;  Magistbatss  of 

BUTHEBGLEK,  BkSPS. 

LoocU  govemmentr— Burgh  ooufUy-^Area  toUhin  ancient  royalty. 

A.  Graham  Murray,  L.A.,  Campbdl,  K.C.,  and  W.  Thomson, 
for  appellants. 

Edldane,  KG.,  and  J,  Avon  Clyde,  K.C,,  for  respondents. 

(All  except  the  fourth  of  the  Scottish  Bar.) 

Thk  Hoijsb  (Earl  of  Halsbury,  L.O.,  and  Lords  Macnaghten, 
Shand,  Davey,  Brampton,  Bobertson,  and  Lindley)  reversed 
with  costs  the  decision  of  the  First  Diyision  of  the  Court  of 
Session,  (1901)  38  Sco.  L.  B.  457. 

Agents  for  appellants:  Grahames,  Currey  &  Bptns,  for 
Mackenzie  A  Black,  W,S ,  Edinburgh. 

Agents  for  respondents :  J.  B.  &  F.  Purchase,  for  J.  &  A. 
Hastie.  G.  J.  W. 


^^tiMariney-Capture^Froperty  of  alien  enemy— Loss 
^M^w*  l>egins— Intention  to  xoage  waf^—Seizure  by  enemy's 
0«99nmeni    of  property   of  its    own    suhfect— Validity   of 


Cecil,  K.G.,  and   J.  A.  Hamilton,  K.C.,  for 


Lerd  Robert 

iMoom  Walton,  K.C.,  and  Carver,  K.C.  {Scrutton,  KC,  with 
'^i  far  respondents. 

HooM  (Earl  of  Halsbury,  L.C.,  and  Lords  Macnaghten, 

BaTey,  Brampton,  Bobertson,  and  Lindley)  affirmed  the 

-  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  [1901]  2  K.  B.  419,  on  the 

(inter  alia)  that  there  was  no  actual  war  when  the 

»  was  effected,  and  when  the  gold  was  seized  by 

^Ihrnnayaal  Goyemment. 

fldidton:   Waltons,  Johnson,  Bubb  <fe  Whatton;   WtUiam  A. 

\p  (ft  Bon.  J.  M.  M. 


Aug.  5. 
w  AXD  DisTuoT  WATnt  TmrsTiiB,  Apps.;  Clipfins 
Oil  Compaht,  Bbsps. 

Mifyrotum — Compulsory  powers— Award— Waterworks  Clauses 
^  Act,im(XQAll  F»c<.c.l7),M.22,28. 

Mtr,  D.F.,  F.  T.  Cooper,  and  W.  A.  Robertson,  for  appellants. 
Bntt  Dickson,  S.-G./or  ScoUand,  and  J.  Avon  Clyde,  K.C.  (all 
!ae  Scottish  Bar),  for  respondents. 

■*     House  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.a,  and  Lords  Macnaghten> 
Brampton,  Bobertson,  and  Lindley)  affirmed  with  costs 
Bision  of  the  First  DiTision  of  the  Court  of  Session,  (1901) 
ul56. 

_     B  to  appellants :  A.  d!  W.  Beveridge,  for  Millar,  Robson, 
^JTIma,  W.8.,  Edinburgh, 

i  A«mt  for  respondents :  John  Kennedy,  W.8.,  for  J.  Gordon 
"»«,  8.8.C.,  Edinburgh.  G.  J.  W. 


Supreme  Court  of  JuMcature. 

OOUBT  OF  APPEAL. 


O.A.  July  28. 

Gbsjlt  WisTiBir  Bailwat  Compakt  v.  Talbot. 

Railway  company-^Accommodation  works — Grant  of  easement 
— Level  crossing— Railways  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845 
(8  A  9  Ftkrf.  c  20),  ss.  16,  6^-76. 

Appeal  ficom  a  decision  of  Kekewioh  J. 

In  1845  the  South  Wales  Bailway  Company  entered  into  a 
contract  with  Mr.  Talbot,  the  predecessor  in  title  of  the  defen- 
dant, Miss  Talbot»  for  the  porcbase  of  lands  requiied  by  them 
for  tiie  purpose  of  their  railway,  which  was  to  intersect  Mr. 
Talbof  8  estate.  And  it  was  at  the  same  time  agreed  that  the 
company  should  construct  certain  works  for  the  aooommodatioii 
of  the  owner  for  the  time  being  of  the  lands  a4joining  the 
railway  on  both  sides  thereof,  where  it  intersected  Mr.  Talbot's 
lands.  In  1868  the  South  Wales  Bailway  Company  was  amal- 
gamated with  the  Great  Western  Bailway  Company.  Before 
this  the  purehase-mon^  for  the  land  a^^eed  to  be  sold  had 
been  paid,  and  the  accommodation  works  stipulated  for  were 
executed  by  the  South  Western  Bailway  Company,  but  no 
oouTeyanoe  of  the  lands  was  made  to  that  company. 

On  the  18th  of  March,  1868,  Mr.  Talbot  oonyeyed  the  lands 
to  the  Great  Western  Bailway  Company ;  and  by  another  deed 
of  the  same  date  the  Great  Western  Company  coYenanted  with 
Mr.  Talbot  and  other  persons  that  they,  the  Great  Western 
Company,  their  successors  and  assigns,  would  from  time  to  time 
and  at  aU  times  thereafter  maintain  the  works  specified  in  a 
schedule  to  the  deed  "  for  the  accommodation  of  the  owners 
and  ooo!q>iers  for  the  time  being  of  the  lands  adjoining  the  said 
railway." 

The  Eohedule  included  the  following : — 

'*  The  leyel  crossing  for  the  railway  leading  from  the  Oak  wood 
Iron  Works  to  Port  Talbot. 

The  leyel  crossing  for  the  tramroad  leading  from  the  Margam 
Tin  Works  and  Forges  to  Port  Talbot"  , 
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At  the  date  of  the  deed  these  level  crossings  ran  side  byside. 
At  the  date  of  the  action  the  two  had  been  united  into  one.  The 
plaintiffs  claimed  a  declaration  that  the  defendant  was  not 
entitled  to  nsa  the  level  orossiDgs  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
over  them  any  goods  or  traffic  to  or  from  the  Owm  Avon 
Works,  or  to  or  from  any  other  works  or  place  which  was  not 
served  by  one  or  other  of  the  two  lines  of  rails  which  in 
1868  passed  over  the  level  crossings,  and  an  injonction  to 
restrain  the  defendant  from  using  the  level  crossings  other- 
wise than  in  accordance  with  the  declaration.  The  Owm  Avon 
Works  were  situate  on  land  belonging  to  the  Earl  of  Jersey, 
not  to  the  defendant 

The  plaintiffs  claimed,  in  the  alternative,  a  declaration  that 
the  defendant  was  not  entitled  to  use  the  level  crossings  except 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  goods  or  traffic  to  or  from  places 
on  her  own  estate,  and  an  injunction  to  restrain  her  from  using 
the  level  crossings  otherwise  than  in  accordance  with  that 
alternative  declaration. 

By  her  defence  the  defendant  claimed  to  be  entitled  to  bring 
over  the  crossing  goods  and  traffic  brought  on  to  her  land  from 
other  places,  whether  those  places  were  or  were  not  served  by 
either  of  the  tramroads  in  1868,  and  whether  they  were  or  were 
not  situate  on  her  own  estate. 

Kekewich  J.  held  that  the  grant  by  the  Great  Western  Com- 
pany to;,Mr.  Talbot  was  part  of  the  price  paid  to  him  for  the 
purohASO  of  his  land,  and,  there  being  nothing  in  the  grant  to 
limit  the  user,  there  was  no  reason  why  the  defendant  should 
not  use  the  crossings  for  any  purpose  shQ  pleased,  provided 
that  the  user  must  not  interfere  with  the  traffic  of  the  Great 
Western  ComiMuiy. 
The  plaintiffs  appealed. 

The  Court  of  Appeal  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  tramway 
had  been  used  with  the  assent  of  Mr.  Talbot  for  bringing  goods 
from  Cwm  Avon  to  Port  Talbot 

Orippsy  K,C.,  F,  0.  Lawrence,  K.O.^  and  Howard  Wright,  for 
the  plaintiffs. 

Warrington^  K,0.,  8.  T.  Evans,  K.C.,  and  Mark  Bomer,  for 
the  defendant 

Thb  Coubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  L.JJ.) 
allowed  the  appeal 

SmtLiKG  L.  J.,  who  delivered  the  judgment  of  the  Court,  said 
that  by  sects.  68-76  of  the  Bailways  Clauses  Act,  1845,  the 
Ijegislature  had  imposed  on  railway  companies  an  obligation  to 
make  and  maintain  accommodation  works  in  cases  in  which  a 
railway  caused  interruption  to  the  use  of  lands  through  which 
it  was  made,  and  by  sect.  16  powers  for  the  construction  of 
such  works  were  conferred  on  the  company.  Bat  the  Legislar 
ture  had  not  thought  fit  expressly  to  authorize  a  railway  com- 
pany to  make  general  grants  of  easements  over  lands  acquired 
for  the  purposes  of  its  undertaking.  In  Mulliner  v.  Midland 
Bailway  Company,  (1879)  11  Ch.  D.  611,  it  was  held  that  a 
grant  by  a  railway  company  of  a  right  of  way  over  land  ac- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  their  undertaking  was  ttUra  vires, 
and  the  ixrindple  of  that  decision  was  approved  by  Lord  Black- 
bum  in  Ayr  Harbour  Trustees  v.  Oswald,  (1888)  8  App.  Cas. 
628,  631.  In  their  Lordships' opinion,  the  object  of  the  deed  of 
covenant  in  the  present  case  was  to  secure  the  maintenance  by  the 
plaintiffis  of  works  which  had  been  executed  by  their  prede- 
cessors in  title  in  order  to  fulfil  the  obligations  imposed  on  them 
by  the  Bailways  Clauses  Act    And,  as  was  pointed  out  by 


Lindley  L.J.  in  Ehondda  and  Swansea  Railway  Company  t. 
Talbot,  [1897]  2  Ch.  131,  137,  it  had  been  decided  in  %.v. 
Fisher,  (1862)  3  B.  &  S.  191,  and  Beg.  v.  Brown,  (1867)  L  R 
2  Q.  B.  ^30,  that  "  the  accommodation  works  which  the  com- 
pany may  be  required  to  make  are  such  accommodation  woxte 
as  are  required  at  the  time  the  land  is  taken,  having  regard  to 
its  then  use,  and  not  accommodation  works  which  nu^  be 
required  when  the  character  of  the  land,  and  perhaps  th» 
nature  of  the  neighbourhood,  is  entirely  altered  yeais  afto^ 
wards."    And  it  had  been  decided  in  the  Irish  case,  Gmt' 
Northern  Bailway  Company  v.  McAlister,  [1897]  1  I.  B.  587^ 
that  a  landowner,    having   obtained   accommodatian  worig 
suitable  for  his  land  at  a  time  when  it  was  used  for  agncoli 
tural  purposes,  was  not  entitled  to  use  those  works  far  tlM 
purposes  of  traffic  in  minerals  quarried  from  the  same  hndi 
Their  Lordships  agreed  with  that  decision.    Their  Lordsluf 
thought  that  under  the  droumstanoes  the  user  of  the  ttmn 
for  traffic  to  and  from  the  Cwm  Avon  Works  must  he  takent 
have  been  fairly  within  the  contemplation  of  the  parties  at  tf 
time  when  the  works  were  executed.      But  the  defendai 
claimed  much  more  than  that    She  did  not  state  that  i 
burden  of  the  easement  hitherto  enjoyed  by  her  would  not  i 
increased  by  the  user  of  the  crossing  to  which  she  dlaimed 
be  entitled,  and  their  Lordships  thought  it  plainly  might  1 
If  the  daim  were  valid,  the  defendant  would  be  entitled 
carry  over  the  crossing  the  whole  traffic  of  the  recentlioj 
structed  Port  Talbot  Bailway,  which  had  a  station  close  to 
level  crossing.    Such  a  user  went  far  beyond  anything  iU 
could  have  been  in  the  contemplation  of  any  one  when  the"^ 
were  executed.  This  conclusion  did  not  appear  to  he  in  o( 
with  United  Land  Company  v.  Oreat  Eastern  Bailway  C<«t^ 
(1875)  L.  B.  10  Ch.  686,  which  tuned  on  the  promons  i 
very  special  enactment    The  appeal  must  be  allowed,  and 
order  made  to  the  following  effect:   A  declaration  thati 
defendant  was  not  entitled  to  use  the  level  crossings  for 
purpose  of  conveying  goods  and  traffic  so  as  suhstantiall! 
increase  the  burden  of  the  easement^  by  altering  or  enlaq 
its  character,  nature,  or  extent  as  enjoyed  at  or  prerioiui 
the  13th  o  f  March,  1868,  or  as  since  enjoyed  by  the  defeoi 
or  her  predecessors  in  title,  if  owing  to  acquiescence  or  oti 
wise  such  subsequent  enjoyment  was  binding  on  the  plainl 
A  declaration  that  the  defendant  was  entitled  to  bring  0 
from  the  Cwm  Avon  Works  over  the  level  crossings,  salM 
tiaUy  as  the  same  were  brought  at  or  previously  to  the  18( 
March,  1868,  but  so  that  the  burden  of  the  easement  was 
increased  as  aforesaid. 
Solicitors :  B.  B.  Nelson ;  Cheston  A  Sons. 

W.L. 


0.  A.  J"* 

In  re  Cbbdit  Assub^nob  Am)  Gitabahtbb  CoBPOBAni) 

LiMITBD. 

Company— Bedudion  of  capital— Petition  for  confirmaH 
Losses  to  be  borne  in  proportion  to  capital  paid  upontkfii 
Shares  of  the  same  class  vnth  different  amounts  patrf— /»" 
tion  to  sanction  equitable  scheme. 

Appeal  from  Farwell  J.,  reported  [1902],  2  Oh.  178. 
The  Credit  Assurance  and  Guarantee  Corporation,  Limi 
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ms  iooorporated  in  1897  vith  a  capital  of  1,000,000/.,  divided 
into  90OO  deferred  sbares  of  12.  each,  and  99,800  ordinary  shares 
criO;.each. 

.  The  memozandnm  of  association  of  the  compfiny  provided 

fliii  the  profits  shonld  be  applied  in  the  first  place  in  forming 

m  or  more  reserve  or  sinking  fonds.    Sabject  to  this  pro- 

'  'n,  profits  were  to  be  applied  in  paying  a  dividend  at  the 

of  10  per  cent  per  annum  on  the  amount  paid  np  for  the 

being;  one-half  of  the  sorplas  was  to  be  paid  to  the 

^ders  of  deferred  shares,  and  the  other  half,  subject  to  paj- 

Wnt  thereout  of  extra  remuneration  to  the  directors,  was  to 

MoDg  to  the  ordinary  shareholders.    All  net  profits  divisible 

igst  the  holders  of  deferred  and  ordinary  shares  respec- 

ly,  and  all  other  sums  of  money  (if  any)  which  might  at 

time  become  divisible  amongst  them,  were  to  be  divided 

the  holders  of  each  such  dass  of  shares  pro  rata 

g  to  the  amount  paid  up  thereon  for  the  time  being. 

The  articles  of  association  gave  the  company  power  to  reduce 

capital,  and  contained  the  following  article:  '^  152.  If  the 

^tion  shall  be  wound  up,  and  the  surplus  assets  shall  be 

icient  to  repay  the  whole  of  the  paid-up  capital,  such 

[us  assets  shall  be  distributed  so  that,  as  nearly  as  may  be, 

shall  be  borne  by  the  members  in  proportion  to  the 

paid  up,  or  which  ought  to  have  been  paid  up,  on  the 

held  by  them  respectively  at  the  commencement  of  the 

^UDg4ip.     But  this  clause  is  to  be  without  prejudice  to 

W$  ifeftts  of  the  holders  of  shares  issued  upon  special  oondi- 


Tbigb  Court  of  Justice. 


OHANOERY  DIVISION. 


May  23;  July  24. 


^Ae  2000  deferred  shares  had  been  issued  as  fully  paid  to 
i  sabscribers  of  the  memorandnm  of  association  in  considera- 
I  of  their  underwriting  a  part  of  the  capital.    Of  the  ordinary 
,  S7,712  had  been  issued,  on  1128  of  which  &L,  and  on 
I  remainder  22.,  had  been  paid  up. 
[The  company  sustained  losses,  and  on  the  12th  of  December, 
passed  a  special  resolution,  which  was  afterwards  duly 
i— **That  the  capital  of  the  company  be  reduced  to 
D|30Of.,  divided  into  99,800  ordinary  shares  of  SI.  10s.  each, 
2000  deferred  shares  of  1/.  each,  and  that  such  leduo- 
be  effected  by  cancelling  capital  to  the  extent  of  11,  lOs. 
respect  of  each  of  the  ordinary  shares  wAich  have  been 
and  are  now  outstanding,  and  by  reducing  the  nominal 
at  of  all  the  ordinary  shares  in  the  company's  capital 
107.  to  87.  lOfl." ;  but  such  redaction  to  be  without  pre- 
\  to  the  company's  right  to  recover  calls. 
.  petition  by  the  company  for  confirmation  of  the  reduction 
dismissed  by  Farwell  J.  on  the  ground  that  the  losses 
lit  to  be  borne  rateably  in  proportion  to  the  amount  of 
pital  iMud  up. 

r  company  appealed. 
Timnger,  JT.C,  and  Cozena-ffardy,  for  the  appeal. 

E.  E,  Jenkim,  K.C,  and  Martdli,  for  the  respondents, 
their  opposition. 
Court  (Yaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Mathew  L.JJ.) 
the  appeal.    The  scheme  was  not  unjust  or  inequitable, 
the  Court  had  jurisdiction  to  sanction  it  under  the  rule 
[  down  in  British  and  Amerioan  Trustee  and  Finance  Corpara- 
V.  Couper,  [1894]  A.  0.  399. 
Solicitors:  Davidson  d:  Morris ;  B.  Chapman. 

H.  0.  R. 


Joyce  J.  In  re  Maundkb. 

Mauhdsb  V,  Mauhdsb. 

WiU — Construction — Gift  in  remainder — Substitutionary  gift — 
Death  ^'before  becoming  entitled"— Entitled  in  "possession"  or 
"interest." 

Testatrix  by  her  will,  dated  in  1869,  gave  her  estate  to 
trustees  upon  trust  for  her  son  R.  for  his  life,  and  on  his  decease 
she  specifically  devised  certain  freehold  properties  to  her 
several  grandchildren,  the  children  of  her  son  B.  Then,  if 
there  should  be  any  residue  of  her  trust  estate  not  disposed  o^, 
she  directed  her  trustees  to  pay  the  income  thereof  to  her  son's 
wife  for  her  life,  and  after  her  death  to  realize  such  residue  and 
divide  the  proceeds  amongst  all  the  children  of  her  said  son. 
The  will  then  proceeded  as  folloi^':  "And  in  the  event  of 
either  of  my  grandchildren  dying  before  becoming  entitled  to 
any  share  of  my  estate  hereinbefore  in  any  way  disposed  of,  I 
direct  that  the  child  or  children  of  such  deceased  grandchild 
shall  take  the  parent's  share,  or,  if  there  shall  be  no  such  child 
or  children,  then  that  such  share  .  .  .  shall  vest  equally  in  al 
my  surviving  grandchildren." 

The  testatrix  died  in  1891  leaving  her  son  B.  and  eight 
grandchildren,  his  sons  and  daughters,  surviving. 

This  was  a  summons  taken  out  by  B.,  who  was  the  sole 
acting  executor,  for  the  determination  of  the  question  (inter 
alia)  whether  the  gift  over  in  the  event  of  a  grandchild  "  dying 
before  becoming  entitled"  referred  to  a  death  before  becoming 
''entitled  in  possession"  or  before  coming  ''entitled  in 
interest." 

Oatey,  for  the  plaintiff. 

P.  Wheder,  W,  H.  Cozens-Hardy,  O.  Cave,  and  Manby  for  the 
various  defendants. 

JoTOB  J.  held  upon  the  construction  of  the  will  that  the 
word  "  entitled  "  meant  "  entitled  in  possession,"  and  that  the 
substitutionary  clause  was  operative,  and  might  take  effect 
at  any  time  during  the  life  of  B.  In  coming  to  that  conclusion 
his  Lordship  was  deciding  in  accordance  with  Turner  v.  Oosset, 
(1865)  84  Beav.  598,  in  which  case  Commissioners  of  Charitable 
Donations  v.  Cotter,  (1841)  1  D.  &  War.  498,  was  cited.  His 
decision  was  also  in  accordance  with  In  re  Noyce,  Brown  v. 
Bigg,  (1885)  81  Oh.  D.  75,  where  Bacon  Y.-O.  made  some 
observations  upon  Commissioners  of  Charitable  Donations  v. 
Cotter.  It  was,  further,  in  accordance  with  what  Knight 
Bruce  Y.-O.  would  have  held  in  Henderson  v.  Kennicot,  (1848) 
2  D.  &  S.  492,  had  he  not  been  embarrassed  by  Commissioners 
of  Charitable  Donations  v.  Cotter.  The  latter  case  was  an  Irish 
decision,  and  it  was  founded  upon  the  case  of  Doe  v.  Frigg, 
(1828)  8  B.  &  0.  231,  which,  however,  as  was  pointed  out  by 
Malins  Y.-O.  in  Marriott  v.  Abdl,  (1869)  L.  B.  7  Eq.  478,  was 
overruled  in  In  re  Gregson's  Estate,  (1864)  2  D.  J.  <fe  S.  428. 
His  Lordship,  therefore,  followed  the  English  decisions  in 
preference  to  Commissioners  of  Charitable  Donations  v.  Cotter, 
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and  held  that  the  shares  of  the  grandohildren  were  not  inde- 
feasibly  Tested,  but  were  subject  to  be  defeated  at  any  time 
daring  the  existence  of  the  tenancy  for  life. 

Solicitors :  Toung  &  Sons ;  Leslie,  AntUl  &  Arnold ;  Marshal 
&  Co.;  Oldfidd,  Ba/rtram  cfc  Oldfield.  G.  A.  S. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  Jnly  29. 

GhITBOH's  TbUSTSE  V  MONTAQUB  HiBBABB  &  Oo. 

Attat^meni — Release  hy  governor  of  gaol — Mistttke — Leaw  to  issue 
further  writ^Jurisdiotionr-D^tors  Ad,  1869  (92  <ft  d8  Vict, 
c.  62),  s.  4. 

Motion. 

On  the  6th  of  December,  1901,  Swinfen  Eady  J.  made  an 
order  in  this  action  directing  the  defendants  Kibbord  and 
Yickers  (trading  as  Montague  Hibbard  &  Co.)  to  pay  the 
plaintiff  the  sum  of  1200^.,  admitted  by  them  to  be.  in  their 
hands  as  his  agents. 

On  the  12th  of  February,  1902,  Swinfen  Eady  J.  gave  the 
plaintiff  leave  to  issue  writs  of  attachment  against  the  defen- 
dants for  non-compliance  with  this  order. 

On  the  25th  of  February,  1902,  a  writ  of  attachment  was 
issued  against  each  defendant. 

On  the  same  day  the  defendant  Hibbard  was  arrested  and 
lodged  in  Holloway  Gaol  under  a  writ  of  attachment  issued 
against  the  defendants  Hibbard  and  Yickers  in  pursuance  of  an 
order  of  Byrne  J.,  dated  the  7th  of  February,  1902,  for  non- 
compliance with  an  order  for  delivery  of  accounts  in  another 
action. 

On  the  26th  of  February,  1902,  the  sheriffs  lodged  a  warrant 
or  detainer  against  the  defiant  Hibbard  with  the  governor  of 
Holloway  Gaol  under  Swinfen  Eady  J.'s  writ  of  attachment, 
and  made  their  return  accordingly. 

The  defendant  Yickers  was  subsequently  arrested. 

On  the  15th  of  March,  1902,  Byrne  J.  ordered  the  defendants 
to  be  discharged  so  far  as  concerned  the  contempt  of  his 
order. 

On  the  18th  of  March,  1902,  Swinfen  Eady  J.  ordered 
Yickers  to  be  discharged  so  far  as  concemed  the  contempt  of 
his  order. 

On  the  18th  of  March,  1902,  the  governor  of  Holloway 
Gaol,  misapprehendiog  the  effect  of  these  orders,  released  both 
defendants. 

The  plaintiff  now  applied  for  leave  to  issue  a  writ  of  attach- 
ment against  the  defendant  Hibbard  for  non-con^liance  with 
the  order  of  the  6th  of  December,  1901,  or,  altemativdy,  for 
leave  to  issue  a  farther  writ  of  attachment  under  the  order  of 
the  12th  of  February,  1902. 

Micklem,  K.C.,  and  Edward  Clapton,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Eustace  Smith,  for  the  defendant  Hibbard,  submitted  that,  as 
the  writ  of  attachment  had  been  issued  asid  executed,  the 
matter  was  now  in  the  hands  of  the  executive,  and  the  Court 
was  fundus  officio,  and  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter. 

SwiNFiN  Eadt  J.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  the  Court  has 
full  jurii^diction  to  put  this  matter  straight.  The  proper  order 
will  be  to  allow  the  plaintiff  to  issue  a  further  writ  of  attach- 
ment on  the  terms  that  it  shall  contain  a  notice  that  it  is  not 
to  authorize  the  imprisonment  of  the  defendant  Hibbard  for  a 
longer  period  than  such  time  as,  together  with  his  period  of 


imprisonment  from  the  26th  of  February  to  the  18th  of  Maieh' 
1902,  shall  amount  to  the  maximum  period  of  one  year  alloired 
by  sect.  4  of  the  Debtors  Act,  1869. 

Solicitors:  Edward  Lee,  Davis  <fc  Lee;  Dyson,  Smith  &  Mar' 
chant.  G.  R.  A. 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


JulyM 


TOBBOOK  v.  LOBD  WbSTBUBT. 


Company — Meetings — Notice  — Special  resolution — Amendmenir- 
Companies  Ad,  1862  (25  &  26  Vid.  c.  89),  s.  51. 

Witness  acticm. 

This  was  an  action  by  a  shareholder  to  restrain  the  Northern 
Nigeria  Exploration  Syndicate,  Limited,  and  its  direotcNns  ffom 
giving  effect  to  a  special  resolution  as  to  the  directors'  remune^ 
ration  passed  and  confirmed  at  general  meetings  held  oa  th» 
4tii  of  Maioh  and  the  20th  of  March,  1902,  on  the  ground  (inter 
olid)  that,  owing  to  an  amendment  at  the  first  meeting,  tfas 
resolution  actually  passed  differed  from  the  resolution  of  whidi 
formal  notice  had  been  given  under  sect.  51  of  the  Campanifli 
Act,  1862. 

The  directors'  remuneii^tioa  had  been  originally  fixed  undff 
art.  79  of  the  company's  articles. 

On  the  24th  of  February,  1902,  the  board  gave  notice  tliat 
an  extraordinary  general  meeting  would  be  held  on  tbeithof 
March,  1902,  for  the  purpose  of  altering  art  79  by  substitutiog  ' 
a  new  article  set  out  in  the  notice.  ] 

The  new  article  provided  that,  after  the  shareholders  sbosld  v 
have  received  dividends  amount^  in  the  aggregate  to  lOO  p« 
cent.,  the  directors  should  be  paid  40  per  cent,  of  all  furihff 
profits  as  remuneration  for  their  services. 

The  meeting  was  duly  held  on  the  4th  of  March,  1902,  ui 
at  the  suggestion  of  a  shareholder  the  resolution  was  amondel 
by  reducing  the  remuneration  to  30  per  cent. 

The  amended  resolution  was  passed  at  this  meeting  and  con- 
firmed at  the  meeting  of  the  20th  of  March,  1902,  of  which  dni 
notice  was  given.  The  plaintiff  voted  against  the  reaoluiion  d 
the  first  meeting,  but  did  not  attend  the  second  meeting,  bating 
issued  his  writ  on  the  17th  of  March,  1902. 

Mcuidli,  for  the  plaintiff.  No  ''  notice  speci^ing  the  iniei^ 
tion  to  propose  such  resolution,"  Le.,  the  resolution  aotoalff  < 
passed,  was  given.  There  is,  therefore,  no  statutory  speoal! 
resolution  under  sect.  61,  and  the  alteration  of  the  articles  ii 
invalid:  Buckley  on  Oompanies,  8th  ed*  p.  22& 

Eve^  K.C.,  and  Ward  Ooldridge,  for  the  defendants.  Aa 
amendment  in  pari  maierid  with  the  resolution  specified  iB 
the  notice  does  not  contravene  the  statute.  .  j 

SwiMFEN  Eadt  J.    The  plaintiff's  contention  is  not  weDl 
founded.     The  resolution  confirmed  at  the  second  meetiiV| 
must,  no  doubt,  be  in  the  same  form  as  that  passed  at  the  M\ 
meeting,  but  it  is  not  necessary  that  the  resolution  passed  it 
the  first  meeting  should  be  in  the  identical  t^ms  of  the  reeohh 
tion  specified  in  the  notice.    In  the  present  case  full  notice  vM 
given  of  the  intention  to  fix  the  directors'  remuneratioB,  ani 
the  only  difference  between  the  resolution  specified   in  tiM 
notice  and  the  resolution  actually  passed  was  the  reductioa  rf 
the  proposed  remuneration  from  40  to  30  per  cent    This  altenr 
tion  did  not  invalidate  the  resolution.    The  action  is  therefoie 
dismissed  with  costs. 

Solicitors:  ff.  E.  Sherriff;  Allen  A  T&mafli.    i       G.  B.  A. 
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NoncfE  TO  soiiiorroBS. 


WUk  ike  view  of  inturinj  the  grecUest  posnbU  accuracy  and 
rapidity  in  ike  various  publicaUons  connected  teiih  the  Law 
SiFOsrs,  ike  Council  mB  be  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
appiieation  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  (he  Council 
wU  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
PaperSy  together  wOh  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
aoMi  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
ssme  HmCj  the  Council  ihankfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
&ey  have  already  received  from  so  many  menibers  of  the  Pro- 
ftssum  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
nportSm 
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COUET  OF  APPEAL. 


Becobd  ot  BusnnEss. 


COURT  L 

WiDNESDAT,  Angnst  6. 

Read  v.  Friendly  Society  of  Operative  Stonemasons  and  Others,  Appeal 
from  the  Lord  Chief  Jnstioe  and  Darling  and  Ghaiinell  JJ. 
Cur,  adv.  vuU, 

Thubsdat.  Aogast  7. 

IDunn  and  Others  ▼.  Donald  Currie  A  Co,  and  BucknaU  Brothers. 
Appeal  from  Mathew  J. 
Sir  William  Dunn  and  Others  v.  Donald  Currie  A  Co,  and  Others. 

Appeal  from  Mathew  J.    DiBmiflied. 
Ltoyd* s  Bank  v.  Gerard  Moseley,    Appeal  from  Wills  J.    Allowed. 


FBn>AT«  AoguBt  8. 


Appeal 


Cur. 


Hoare  &  Co,,  Limited  j.  Metropolitan  Borough  of  Lewisham. 

from  Lawxanoe  J.    Diamiised. 
Temple,  Thomson  A  Clark  j.  BunnaUs.    Appeal  from  Bigham  J. 

adv.  vuU. 

MonxAT,  Anguflt  11. 

George  Nelson  6i  Sons  Y,  James  and  Alexander  Brown.  Appeal  from 
Mathew  J.    Diamiaaed. 

Ifayor,  Ac,  of  Truro  j,  Bowe.  Appeal  from  Wills  J.  Judgment 
yaried. 

Temple,  Thomson  &  Clark  v.  EunndUs,  Appeal  from  Bigham  J.  Dis- 
missed. 

Moore  v.  Worlhington  Pumping  Engine  Company.  Appeal  from 
Bnoknill  J.    Order  Taxied  by  consent 

{Borne  T.  Some, 
Same  v.  Same,    Appeal  from  Wills  J.    DIsmined. 
Ward,  Bowie  &  Co.  y.  Began.    Appeal  from  Ghannell  J.    Dismissed. 
Clarke  Y,  Lipscher  it  BarUetL     Appeal   from   Bigham  J.     Part 
heard. 


COURT  n. 

Thubsdat.  Angnst  7. 


In  re  Ford.    Ford  Y,  Ford,    Appeal  from  Bnckley  J.    Dismissed. 

Harrington  Y.SteeU    Appeal  from  Kekawloh  J.    Allowed. 

J»  re  Hunt,    Leppard  Y,  Morgan,    Leppard  y,  PoUard,    Appeal  from 

FarwellJ.    Part  heard. 
Bennett  y.  Stone,    Appeal  from  BooUey  J.     Postponed  till  next 
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Fridat,  Augnflt  8. 

In  re  Hunt    Leppard  y.  Morgan.    Leppard  v.  Pcilard.    Appeal  from 

FarweU  J.    Postponed  to  next  sitting^. 
In   re  Cmlgardie  Odd  FiM»y   Limits,     Appeal  from  Wright    J. 
•      Allowed  in  part. 
In  re  Mackenzie*     Batn  y.  Mac^nzie.     Appeal  from  Farwell  J. 

Allowed. 
In  re  Leiuthwaite.  Braithtoaite  t.  Letcthwaite.  Appeal  from  Buckley  J. 
Dismiaaed. 

MoKDAT,  August  11. 

Aflalo  V.  Lawrence  &  BuUen,  Limited.    Appeal  fiom  Joyce  J.    Stands 

over  for  farther  argument. 
Murray  y.  SltwelL    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    DismisBed. 
T.  H.  Afihoroft  v.  M.  B,  Askcroft  (Divorce),     Appeal  from  Gorell 

Barnes  J.     Dismissed. 
AJfin  and  Others  v.  Eewleit  and  Others.     Appeal  from  Joyce  J. 

Stands  oyer. 
Church's  Trustee  y.  Montague  Bihhard  &  Co.    Appeal  from  Swinfen 

Eady  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  George  Brown.     Young  v.  Broum  (Probate).    Appeal  from  the 

President.     Bismissed. 
Jmiy  and  Navy  Co-operative  Society y  Limited  v.  Army  and  Navy  and 

Civil   Service   Co-operative  Society    of  South   Africa,    Limited. 

Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Dismissed. 

Tuesday,  August  12. 

Broicning  v.  Harrod*8  Stores,   Limited.      Appeal  from  Buckley  J* 

Allowed. 
Haydon  y.  (JarticrigJU.    Appeal  from  Bucknill  J.    Dismissed. 


ERKATUM. 

In  the  Record  of  Business  in  the  Court  of  Appeal  No.  II.  for 
Saturday,  the  2Dd  of  August  (ante,  p.  156),  it  should  haye  been  stated 
that  the  appeals  in  Lambert  y.  Duvall  and  In  re  Duvail.  Corbet  v. 
Dvmli,  were  a  Voiced  (not  dismie^).  W.  L.  C. 


During  the  HUings  of  the  Courts  Thb  Wuelt  Nons  wiU  be  pMished 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Deeisicns  up  to  and 
including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  eases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wUl  be  reported  infuU  in  Tn  Law  Befobtb. 


Supreme  Court  of  5ubicature^ 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A.  Dter  v.  London  School  Boabb.  Aug.  5. 

Education — School  hoard — Pxtpil  teachert^  centres — School  build- 
ings —  Money  raised  hy  rate  —  Limitation  to  payment  for 
elementary  education — Elementary  Education  Act,  1870  (33  <fc  34 
Vict,  c.  75). 

Theqtiestion  was  whether  under  the  Elementary  Education 
Act,  1870,  the  defendants,  the  London  School  Boards  had  power 
to  provide,  at  the  expense  of  the  ratepayers,  certain  schools  for 
the  education  of  their  pupil  teachers,  commonly  called  "pupil 
teachers'  centres."    Farwell  J.  granted  an  interim  injunclion 


at  the  instance  of  the  plaintiffs,  who  were  ratepayers,  reetram- , 
ing  the  defendants  from  expending  money  on  buildings  intended 
to  provide  for  that  education. 

The  defendants  appealed.      The  appeal  was,  by  conflent, 
treated  as  the  trial  of  the  whole  question  in  dispute. 

Jenkins,  K.C.,  and  Llewelyn  Dames,  for  the  defendants. 

Upjohn,  K.C.,  Danchwerts,  K.C.,  and  E.  Courthope-Muimt, 
for  the  plainti£Os. 

The  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Eomer,  and  Mathew  L JJ.) 
held  that  the  education  in  question  was  in  reality  "  higber 
education,"  not  the  "elementary  education"  which  was  the 
only  education  contemplated  by  the  Elementary  Education 
Act,  1870,  and  therefore  the  expenses  of  providing  that  highd 
education  could  not  be  thrown  upon  the  rates.  The  case  vi^ 
covered  by  jB«^.v.C7odfecr<on,  [1901]  1K.B.  726.  Theplaintife 
were  entitled  to  a  perpetual  injunction,  and  the  defendants' 
appeal  must  be  dismissed  with  costs. 

Stay  of  execution  pending  apx)eal  to  the  House  of  Lords  was 
refused. 

SoUdtors :  C.  E.  Mortimer ;  F.  A.  BaJcei\  G.  I.  F.  a 


C.  A.  Bbazieb  v.  Glassfool.  ATig.& 

Easement — Tramway — Express  or  implied  grant — Merger^ 
agreement  in  conveyance. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Byrne  J.,  noted  [1901]  W.  N.  237. 

The  defendant  appealed. 

Levett,  K.C.,  and  Wrangham,  for  the  appellant. 

Bowden,  K.C.,  and  Arthur  E.  Hughes,  for  the  respondent, were 
not  called  on. 

The  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Eomer,  and  Mathew  L.JJ.) 
dismissed  the  appeal  on  the  ground,  not  relied  upon  in  the 
Court  below,  that  the  right  to  use  the  tramway,  and  the  benefit 
of  haulage,  agreed  to  be  given  to  the  plaintiff  by  the  letters  of  ^ 
April,  1898,  were  not  merged  in  the  subsequent  conveyance  of  1 
December,  1899,  and  without  expressing  any  opiDion  on  the 
questions  of  construction  decided  by  Byrne  J.,  which,  in  the 
view  taken  by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  did  not  arise,  and  were  not 
argued. 

Solicitors:  Thomas  Charles;  Eurrell,  ChHstopher  & Boneyjoi 
B.  0.  Davies,  Ware.  W.  C  D. 


CA. 


Aag.7. 


In  re  FOBD. 
Ford  v.  Ford. 
Administration — Intestacy— Death  of  universal  legake  and  «« 

executrix  before  testator — Advancements  to  children— Hot^i]^ 

Statute  of  Distributions,  1671  (22  <&  23  Car.  2,  c.  10),  s.  5. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Buckley  J.,  [1902]  1  Ch.  218 
[1901]  W.  N.  218. 

The  question  was,  whether  the  hotchpot  provisions  of  sect,  o 
of  the  Statute  of  Distributions  applied  to  an  intestacy  wWcb 
arose  thus.  The  intestate  had  executed  a  will,  by  which  w 
gave  the  whole  of  his  property  to  his  wife  absolutely,  acd 
appointed  her  sole  executrix.  She  died  in  his  lifetime.  He 
had  during  his  life  made  advances  to  some  of  his  childien. 
Buckley  J.  held  that  sect  5  applied. 

The  children  who  had  received  advances  appealed. 

E.  Terrell,  K.C.,  and  J.  0.  Wood,  for  the  appellants. 
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Ax&ury,  K,C,^  and  QaUy,  for  the  defendants ;  and 
h^pen,  K.C^  and  Brodie  Cooper,  for  another  party,  were  not 
eiDednpoo. 

&i  OouKP  (Yanghan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Mathew  L  JJ.) 
dJaoisBed  the  appeal 
YAWRAir  WzLLiAMs  LJ.  Said  that  in  the  resolt  there  was 
Boooe  in  whose  feyour  the  will  could  operate— there  was  no 
Me  who  conld  take  a  beneficial  interest  nnder  it.    In  his 
Iffldrfiip's  opinion  the  statute  applied.    It  was  not  true  to  say 
ftit  the  deceased  did  not  die  intestate. 
Bom  and  Matbbw  L  J  J.  concurred. 
SoJiflitoiB:  Ford  &  Co. ;  BowcUffes,  Rawh  <fe  Co, ;  Carr,  Scott, 
SmUhiiOornnffe.  W.  L.  0. 
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Hatsok  V,  Oabtwbioht. 


Aug.  12. 

^ndiee—Appeca-^Zenffth  of  notice— Final  or  interlocutory  order 
-Midior— Account —Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1888, 
Order  in.,  r.  26;  Order  lytel,  r.  3. 

Appeal  from  the  refusal  by  Bucknill  J.  of  an  appb'cation  by 
fte  plaintiff  by  originating  summons  from  an  order,  under 
Wtt  UL,  r.  26,  directing  the  defendants,  who  were  solicitors, 
tedetirer  to  the  plaintiff  a  list  of  the  moneys  and  securities 
^b  th^  had  in  their  custody  or  control  on  behalf  of  the 
PWnti^ttd  to  bring  into  court  the  whole  or  such  part  of  the 
MM  tidiin  sucb  time  as  the  Court  might  order,  and  to  deliver 
•  Md  account  to  the  plaintiff.  The  master  refused  the  appli- 
?tion,  and  Bucknfll  J.  on  the  25th  of  July  affirmed  his 


The  plaintiff  appealed. 

Sray,  K.C,  and  Norman  Craig ^  for  the  plaintiff. 

^me,  for  the  solicitors,  took  the  preliminary  objection  that 
fteorder  appealed  from  was  final,  not  interlocutory,  and  that 
we  plaintiff  had  given  a  four  days'  notice  instead  of  a  fourteen 
wjB*  notice  as  required  by  Order  LVin.,  r.  8.  He  cited  In  re 
Saiert  Beeves  dh  Co.,  [1902]  1  Ch.  29. 

•Tn  CouM(VaTighan  WiUiams  and  Mathew  L.JJ.)  held  that 
Jifc  case  ap^died,  and  that  the  order  was  final  They  allowed 
»  objection  and  dismissed  the  appeal,  without  costs,  but 
•fended  the  time  for  appealing,  so  that  the  plaintiff  might  be 
™  to  give  a  proper  notice. 

SolidtoiB:  F.  Kimber,  Bull  &  Duncan;  Hamlin,  Orammer  & 
Bomlin. 


W.  L.  0. 


Wgb  Court  of  Justice. 

OHANOBBY  DIYISION. 


7^*^<^  J.  QuiCKB  V.  Chapman.  Auk.  8. 

^'^'^^^eRir—LigU— Implied  grant— Beroffotion— -Building  agree- 

^t-Lease— Conveyancing  Act,  1881  (44  (fe  45  Vid.  c.  41), 

8.6. 

?J  a  transfer  under  the  Land  Transfer  Acts,  dated  the  2nd 
JJ^PWfe,  1901,  the  plaintifb  acquired  from  the  defendant  a 
«ehold  house.  No.  28,  Stamford  Road,  Hammersmith.    By 


this  action  they  complained  that  he  had  built  on  the  adjoining 
land  a  house  which  obstructed  the  access  of  light  to  some  of 
their  windows,  and  they  claimed  an  injunction  and  damages. 
Some  obstruction  to  the  plaintiffs'  light  was  proved,  but  the 
defendant  objected  that  at  the  date  of  the  transfer  to  the 
plaintiff  he  had  no  such  interest  in  the  adjoining  land  as 
would  support  an  implied  grant  of  a  right  to  light  The  defen- 
dant, who  was  a  btiilder,  entered  into  a  building  agreement 
with  the  Ecclesiastical  Gonmiissioners,  dated  the  29th  of 
August,  1899,  comprising  {inter  alia)  the  land  on  which  the 
plaintiffs' house  was  built  and  the  adjoining  land.  Thisagree* 
ment  gave  the  defendant  a  right  of  entry  upon  each  plot  for 
the  purpose  only  of  building  a  house  thereon  upon  the  tenns 
therein  mentioned,  with  a  proviso  that  nothing  therein  should 
be  deemed  to  create  the  rehitionship  of  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  a  further  right  to  claim  a  lease  when  the  house  was  com- 
pleted. At  the  date  of  the  transfer  to  the  phuntiffii  the 
defendant  had  commenced  the  foundations  of  the  house  now 
comphuned  of,  but  the  land  still  allowed  the  ftiee  access  of 
light  to. the  phuntifGs'  windows.  At  this  date  the  plaintifGs 
knew  that  the  house  to  be  erected  was  to  be  larger  and  more 
expensive  than  the  other  houses  in  the  road,  but  they  did  not 
know  the  exact  position  of  the  house  or  that  it  would  interfere 
with  their  lights.  The  lease  transferred  to  the  plaintifiii  was 
in  the  form  prescribed  in  the  building  agreement  and  provided 
that  the  lessors,  the  Conunissioners,  should  have  power  to  erect 
or  suffer  to  be  erected  on  the  a4Joining  lands  any  buildings 
whatever,  whether  affecting  the  light  then  or  at  any  time 
during  the  continuance  of  the  term  enjoyed  by  the  lessee  or 
not. 

Warrington,  K.C.,  and  C.  T.  Mitchell,  for  the  plaintiffs. 
P,  Ogden  Lavjrence,  K.C.,  and  B,  J.  Parker,  for  the  defen- 
dant. 

Kekewioh  J.  held,  (1)  that  the  defendant  had  at  the  date  of 
tho  transfer  a  sufficient  interest  in  the  adjoining  land  to  make 
himself  obnoxious  to  the  maxim  that  a  man  shall  not  derogate 
from  his  own  grant;  (2)  that  the  reservation  in  sect.  35  of  the 
Land  Transfer  Act,  1876  (38  &  39  Vict.  c.  87),  which  was  made 
applicable  to  this  case  by  the  92nd  rule  of  the  Land  Transfer 
Bules,  1898,  although  it  preserved  the  right  of  the  Conmiift- 
sioners  to  build  as  they  pleased,  could  not  enable  the  defendant 
to  get  rid  of  his  personal  obligation  not  to  build  on  the  adjoin- 
ing land,  whether  such  obb'gation  was  expressed  or  implied; 

(3)  that  by  virtue  of  sect.  6,  sub-sect.  1,  of  the  Conveyancing 
Act,  1881,  the  obligation  was  expressed  and  not  implied  only; 

(4)  that  the  plaintiffs  had  no  such  notice  as  to  the  contem*" 
plated  building  on  the  adjoining  plot  as  to  preclude  them  &om 
maintaining  this  action,  and  that  this  case  fell  within  the  prin- 
ciple of  Broomfield  v.  Williams,  [1897]  1  Ch.  602.  His  Lord- 
ship gave  judgment  for  the  plaintiffis  for  33?.  damages  and 
costs. 

Solicitors :  W.  S.  Barnes ;  J.  E.  ffetley.  H.  B.  H« 


Byrne  J.  May  7, 8, 9 ;  Aug.  5. 

Watts  v.  Buoknalu 

Company— Prospectus — Omission  of  material  contract — '*  Knouh 
ingly  issue"— Waiver  clause— Companies  Act,  1867(80  <fc  81 
Vict,  c  131),  s.  38. 
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The  prospectos  of  a  company  formed  to  acquire  and  work 
two  breweries  stated,  amongst  other  things,  that  a  contract  for 
purchase  of  the  1st  of  December,  1896,  had  been  entered  into, 
and  that,  "  during  the  negotiations  for  the  purchase  of  the  pro- 
perties and  the  formation  of  the  company,  contracts  have  been 
entered  into  between  various  parties  with  reference  to  the 
formation  and  promotion  of  the  company,  and  the  subscription 
of  itfi  capital,  but  to  none  of  which  the  company  is  a  party. 
The  businesses  agreed  to  be  purchased,  or  some  of  them,  will  be 
taken  oyer  subject  to  all  existing  contracts,  which  are  of  the 
ordinary  trade  character.  The  contracts  referred  to  in  this 
paragraph  are,  or  may  be,  contracts  within  the  meaning  of  the 
dSth  section  of  the  Companies  Act,  1867;  and  accordingly 
applicants  for  shares  are  to  bo  deemed  to  haye  notice  of  the 
said  contracts,  and  to  haye  agreed  with  the  company  (as  trustee 
for  the  directors  and  other  persons  liable)  to  waiye  all  claims, 
if  any,  against  them  for  not  more  fully  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  the  said  section,  and  allotments  will  only  be 
made  out  upon  this  express  condition." 

The  plaintiff  applied,  on  the  faith  of  the  prospectus,  for 
twenty  preference  shares  in  the  company;  they  were  allotted 
to  him,  and  he  paid  200^.  for  them.  He  brought  this  action  on 
the  ground  that  contracts  by  the  promoters  or  their  agents, 
material  to  subscribers  for  shares  had  not  been  disclosed;  and 
he  asked  for  compensation.  The  defendant  was  a  director  who 
had  taken  part  in  the  preparation  of  the  prospectus.  He  said 
in  his  defence  that  he  did  not  know  of  the  contracts,  and  that 
the  prospectus  did  not  to  his  knowledge  omit  to  specify  them  ; 
and  he  relied  on  the  waiver  clause. 

B,  F.  Nofian,  K,C.,  and  Joseph  Ricardo,  for  the  plaintiflf. 

Levett^  K,C,,  Baivden,  K.C.,  and  Bremner,  for  the  defendant. 

Btsnb  J.  said  that  the  contracts  were  material,  and  that 
the  defendant  had  left  the  statements  in  the  prospectus  about 
these  contracts  to  others  without  further  inquiry,  and  had 
wilfully— that  is  with  knowledge  that  he  was  doing  so— 
abstained  from  inquiry.  This  was  no  answer  to  the  claim 
under  sect.  88.  A  plea  of  ignorance  on  the  part  of  a  director 
could  only  be  maintained  where  the  facts  enabled  him  to 
establish  that  the  prospectus  was  not  a  document  for  which  he 
was  responsible,  or,  in  other  words,  that  he  had  in  fact  been 
deceiyed  into  giying  his  sanction  to  a  document  which  was  not 
his.  On  the  other  point  the  law  was  that  no  protection  could 
be  afforded  to  those  responsible  for  the  issue  of  a  prospectus, 
under  a  waiyer  clause  which  they  inyited  subscribers  to  submit 
themselyes  to,  unless  they  fairly  disclosed  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  rights  which  they  asked  should  be  waiyed.  The  present 
prospectus  did  not  sufficiently  disclose  the  fact,  which  appeared 
from  the  contracts  in  question,  that  there  had  been  enormous 
loading  in  the  way  of  promotion  profits.  The  plaintiff  was 
entitled  to  recover  2002.  and  interest  at  4  per  cent,  from  the 
date  at  which  the  last  dividend  was  paid. 

Solicitors :  Joseph  Davis ;  Ashurst,  Morris,  Crisp  &  Co. 

H.  0.  B. 

Byrne  J.  Aug.  8, 12. 

DAyis  V,  Town  Fbopebtibs  iMyisTBisNT  Cobfobation, 

LnfiTiD. 

Landlord  and  tenant— Covenant /or  quiet  enjoyment — Assignment 
of  reversion— Subsequent  purchase  of  adjoining  property  by 
assignee — Breach  of  covenant — Personal  covenant. 


In  1897  a  lease  for  fourteen  years  of  offices  on  the  gioimd 
floor  of  a  house  was  granted  by  Mr.  Lee  to  the  plaintiff.  The 
lease  contained  a  covenant  by  the  lessor,  his  executQiB,adxmiu8- 
trators,  and  assigns,  for  the  quiet  enjoyment  of  the  offices  by 
the  plaintiff  without  any  disturbance  by  the  lessor  or  any 
person  lawfully  or  equitably  ch&iming  from  or  under  him. 

In  1898  Mr.  Lee  sold  the  house,  subject  to  the  lease,  to  tiie 
Town  Properties  Inyestment  Corporation,  Limited.  In  1900 
the  company  purchased  from  a  stranger  a  house  next  door  to 
that  in  which  the  plaintiff  had  his  offices,  pulled  it  down,  and 
erected  on  the  site  of  it  buildings  of  a  much  greater  height 
than  the  old  house.  This  caused  a  chimney  in  the  plaintif  s 
offices  to  smoke  so  as  materially  to  interfere  with  his  quiet 
enjoyment  of  one  of  the  rooms.  He  brought  this  action  for  a 
declaration  that  the  acts  of  the  company  constituted  a  breach 
of  the  ooyenant  and  for  an  injunction. 

B.  F.  Norton,  KC,  and  K  Clayton,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Levett,  K,C,,  and  Austen-CartmeU,  for  the  defendants. 

Bybnb  J.  said  that  the  acts  done  by  the  defendants  were  not 
done  by  them,  claiming  the  right  to  do  such  acts  as  anthonzed 
by  or  claiming  under  the  plaintiff's  lessor,  but  in  exercise  of 
their  rights  under  an  independent  title  acquired  subsequently 
to  the  date  of  the  coyenant  The  coyenant  must  be  constraed 
haying  regard  to  the  circumstances  which  existed  at  the  date 
of  the  lease,  and  the  assignees  of  the  reyersion  cauld  not  be 
held  liable  for  acts  lawfully  done  under  an  independent  title 
created  subsequently  to  the  lease.  The  action  must  be  dis- 
missed. 

Solicitors:  C  P.  Eaton  Taylor;  F.  A.  K.  Doyle,  for  &  T.  j 
TaXbot,  Birmingham.  H.  G.  B. 


FarwellJ.  Jn  re  Aoolbs,  Ldotid.  JulySi 

Hodgson  v.  Aoolss,  Limitxd. 

Company — Debentures — BemuTieration  of  trustees. 

This  was  the  further  consideration  of  a  debenture-holdfir^ 
action.  The  property  subject  to  the  debentures  had  beeo 
realized,  and  was  insufficient  to  pay  the  first  debentures.  The 
trustees  of  the  trust  deed,  by  which  the  first  debentures  wete 
secured,  claimed  to  be  paid  the  remuneration  giyen  them  by 
the  deed  out  of  the  realized  property  in  priori^  to  the 
debentures. 

The  trust  deed  was  dated  the  26th  of  August  1896i  and 
made  between  the  company  of  the  one  part  and  two  trnsteesof 
the  other  part,  and  contained  the  following  proyisions  as  to 
remuneration : — 

"  83.  The  company  shall  pay  to  each  of  the  trustees  on  the  U 
day  of  July,  1897,  and  on  each  succeeding  1st  day  of  July  doling 
the  continuance  of  this  security,  the  sum  of  105^.  as  and  by  wi/ 
of  remuneration  for  their  seryices  as  trustees  hereonderi  ao^ 
the  trustees  shall  be  at  liberty  to  accept  such  remuneration.'' 

**35.  The  trustees  and  eyery  receiyer,  attorney,  mansga; 
agent,  or  other  person  appointed  by  the  trustees  herenndff 
shall  be  entitled  to  be  indeumified  out  of  the  mortgaged 
premises  in  respect  of  all  liabilities  and  expenses  incorrai  b/ 
them  or  him  in  the  execution  or  purported  execution  of  the 
trusts  hereof,  or  of  any  powers,  authorities,  or  disoretioDS  Tested 
in  him  or  them  pursuant  to  these  presents ....  and  against » 
actions,  proceedings,  costs,  claims,  and  demands  in  res^  of 
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any  matter  or  thing  done  or  omitted  in  anywise  relating  to  the 
premises,  and  the  trastees  may  retain  and  pay  oat  of  any 
moneys  in  their  hands  upon  the  troBts  of  these  presents  the 
amonat  of  any  such  moneys,  and  also  the  remuneration  of  the 
trostees  as  hereinbefore  pzoyided." 

On  the  23rd  of  April,  1898,  one  of  the  debenture-holders 
oommenoed  this  action  to  enforce  his  seonrity.  On  the  25th 
of  April,  1898,  a  receiyer  was  appointed,  and  on  the  6th  of 
Deoember,  1902,  all  the  property  subject  to  the  trust  deed 
118  sold. 

Wdffgett,  for  the  surviying  trustee,  contended  that,  where 
trustees  were  entitled  to  remuneration,  they  were  entitled  to 
a  charge  for  their  remuneration  upon  the  trust  property,  in- 
dependently of  any  special  clause  in  the  trust  deed  (Palmer's 
Company  Precedents,  yol.  iii.  (Debentures)  p.  81);  and  that 
the  remuneration  was  a  debt  taking  priority  oyer  the  cUiims 
of  the  debenture-holders. 

8.  DicHnMm^  for  the  personal  representatiyes  of  a  deceased 
tmstee. 

Amkn-Cartmdl^  for  the  debenture-holders,  was  not  called 
upnu 

Fabwxll  J.  said  that  in  his  opinion  the  remuneration  could 
not  be  giyen.  There  was  a  contract  by  the  company  to  pay 
lenmneration ;  but  there  was  no  contract  that  the  debenture- 
klden  should  pay  it,  or  that  the  property  charged  by  the 
debe&tares  should  be  liable  to  satisfy  the  claim  for  remunera- 
tion' The  proyiaion  in  dause  35  that  the  trustees  might 
Rtein  remuneration  out  of  any  moneys  in  their  hands 
did  not  apply,  for  they  had  no  moneys  in  their  hands.  The 
nst  of  clause  85  was  fatal  to  the  trustees'  claim;  for  it  gaye 
tiiem  an  indemnity  out  of  the  property  for  liabilities  and 
^xpcDseB,  but  not  for  remuneration.  The  relation  of  trustee 
«d  oes^ttt  qw  trust  excluded  any  idea  of  remuneration  except 
^J  express  antecedent  contract  He  could  not  extend  the 
contract  in  the  trust  deed  further  than  the  words  imported ; 
•nd  he  accordingly  held  that  the  trustees  were  not  entitled  to 
the  lemuneration  claimed. 

SoHcitora:  WiUon,  BrUtows  &  Carpmael;  Broughton,  NocUm 
^BnntghUm;  Pritcharda,  EngUfidd  &  Co.,  tot  J.  F.  Court, 
I'JTeipoaL  J.  K.  B. 


Buckley  J.  Jiily  24, 25 ;  Aug.  2. 

In  re  LoysBiDGB. 

Dbatton  v.  LoyEBiDOfl. 

Mortgage— Freeholds— Mortgagee  in  possession— Equity  o/redemp' 
ti'on  barred  hy  lapse  of  time— Intestacy  of  mortgagee— Devolution 
of  mortgaged  land—Bedlty  or  personalty. 

James  Loyeridge  died  in  1864,  haying  by  his  will  devised  and 
bequeathed  his  residuary  real  and  personal  estate  to  his  wife 
during  widowhood.  Subject  to  this  gift,  he  died  intestate.  The 
testator  was  entitled  to  a  mortgage  debt  of  1075?.  secured  upon 
freehold  land.  Three  years  before  his  death  he  went  into 
possession  of  the  land  and  remained  in  possession  till  his  death. 
After  his  death  his  widow,  who  did  not  marry  again,  went  into 
possession,  and  so  remained  until  her  death  in  1900.  An  order 
for  the  administration  of  the  testator's  estate  was  made,  and  a 
certificate  was  filed  in  April,  1902.  A  question  arose  whether, 
inasmuch  as  the  interest  of  the  mortgagor  had  been  Extinguished 
by  the  operation  of  the  Eeal  Property  Limitation  Act,  1874 
(37  &  88  Vict  c.  57),  the  mortgage  debt  and  the  land  comprised  in 
the  mortgage  remained  of  the  nature  of  personalty,  or  whether 
the  possession  of  the  mortgaged  property  was  to  be  treated  as 
mating  it  realty. 

ff.  Charlton  Hawkins,  for  the  plaintiff. 

ff.  F.  F.  Greenland,  for  the  next  of  kin. 

B.  Fossett  Lock,  for  the  heiresses-at-law. 

BuoKLET  J.  held  that  the  mortgaged  land  deyolyed  upon  the 
legal  personal  representatiye  as  personalty.  On  the  testator's 
death  the  mortgage  debt  descended  as  personalty,  and  the  land 
descended  to  Lis  heir-at-law  as  trustee  for  the  testator's  legal 
personal  representatiye,  who  was  entitled  to  the  debt  and  to  the 
beneficial  interest  in  the  land  in  respect  of  the  debt.  Although 
at  a  later  date  the  rights  in  respect  of  the  hmd  became  enlarged 
from  rights  subject  to  redemption  to  rights  freed  from  redemp- 
tion, that  could  haye  no  effect  in  discharging  the  legal  owner  of 
the  land  from  his  trusteeship  fur  the  owner  of  the  debt  The 
widow  was  not  solely  entitled  to  the  mortgage  debt;  so  her 
possession  did  not  operate  to  conyert  the  property  into 
personalty. 

Solicitors :  Bridgman  &  Willcocks,  for  Hillman  ik  Bond,  Lyme 
Regis.  H.  0.  B. 
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NOTICE   TO  SUBSCRIBEES. 


It  IB  INTIHDBD  during  the  ensuing  Long  Vacation  to  publish 
in  the  Wkbklt  Notss  a  continuation  of  the  selection,  by 
Robert  Gampbell«  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law,  of  Scotch  Beyenue 
Oues  upon  the  Finance  Act,  1894,  and  the  other  Imperial 
Statutes  relating  to  taxation,  decided  by  the  Snpreme  Courts 
(tf  Scotland. 

To  thece  will  be  added  a  selection  of  the  Scotch  Cases  upon 
the  Worlnnen's  Compensation  Act,  1897.  This  Act  is  an 
Imperial  Statute  appl3ing  to  the  United  Kingdom  generally, 
and  has  been  a  fertile  source  of  interpretation  by  case  lanr  in 
both  countries. 

The  Scotch  Cases  will  (by  permission  of  Mr.  Middleton  Rettie, 
tbe  proprietor)  be  reprinted,  or  abridged,  from  Eraser's  Beports 
(edited  by  Bettie). 


SCOTCH  BEVENUE  CASES. 


COURT  OF  SESSION,  FIRST  DIVISION. 


February  1, 1901. 


JoHK  TuEHBULL  SxiTH  AND  Othbbs  (Watherstou's  Trustees), 

Porsnera (Reclaimers). — Ure,  K.C— Clyde* 

The  Lord  Adtooatb,  Defender  (Respondent).— jSo7.-(?en. 

Dickson,-^ A,  J.  Young* 

3  Fraser  (Court  of  Session,  5th  Series),  429-436. 

ie/tthut—SdiloMnl  estate  duty— Estate  contingently  tettled — JRepay- 
ment— Finance  Act,  18<J4  (57  &  58  Vict.  e.  30),  m.  5,  8. 

Trustees  wore  directed  to  hold  the  nsidue  of  a  trast-estate  for  the 
tnister^fl  oomarried  daughter  in  liferent,  and  her  children  in  fee,  it 
bemg  prOTided  that  if  she  had  no  children  the  fee  should  go  as  she 
might  direct  by  any  nrriting  under  her  hand,  and,  failing  such 
dlreetioB,  to  certain  third  parties. 

On  the  death  of  the  truster  in  1895  the  trustees  paid  estate-duty 
and  Mitlement  estate-duty  on  the  reaidue  as  a  settled  estate  under 
the  piovisionB  of  the  Finance  Act,  1894.  The  daughter  died  un- 
married on  11th  January,  1898.  On  her  death  estate-duty  was 
daiined  and  paid  on  the  residue  as  an  unsettled  estate. 

In  aa  action  by  the  trustees  for  repayment  of  the  amount  paid  as 
Kttlecnent  estate-duty,  on  the  ground  that  tlie  estate  was  only  settled 
oontiBgently  on  the  daughter  leaving  issue,  and  that  this  contingency 
liad  not  arisen,  held  (affirming  judgment  of  Lord  Stormonth-Darling) 
that  aa  there  was  no  enaotmeot  in  the  Finance  Act,  1894,  or  other- 
tiae  entitling  the  trustees  to  repayment,  they  were  not  entitled  to 
ftpayment. 

Bt  the  third  purpose  of  his  trast-disposition  and  settlement 
ITiUiaiii  Watbersfon,  builder  in  Edinbargh,  who  died  on  22nd 
Korember,  1895,  directed  his  trostees  to  hold  the  residue  of  his 
estate  for  his  daughter,  Miss  Christian  Elizabeth  Watherston, 
ia  liferent,  and  her  children,  if  any^  in  fee,  subject  to  her 
tpporttonment,  or  failing  apportionment,  equally,  and  failing 
cfaildxtn,  then  as  Miss  Watherston  might  direct  by  any  tnortis 

**  The  names  in  italics  are  those  of  the  counsel  who  argued 
the  ease. 

No.  80.-1903. 


causa  deed  or  writing  under  her  hand,  and  failing  sach  directiouj 
then  to  her  first  cousins. 

The  trostees  paid  estate-duty  on  the  trust-estate.  Settlement 
estate-duty,  amounting  to  931/.,  under  sect.  5  of  the  Finance 
Act,  1891,  was  also  claimed.  The  trustees  at  first  objected,  but 
after  some  correspondence  paid  this  duty  also.* 

On  11th  January,  1898,  Miss  Watherston  died  unmarried. 

On  her  death  the  Beyenue  authorities  claimed  estate-duty 
upon  the  trust-estate,  as  haying  passed  on  her  death.  The 
trustees  admitted  this  claim,  and  brought  the  present  action 
against  the  Lord  Adyocate,  as  reprecenting  the  Berenue  autho- 
rities, for  repayment  of  the  sum  of  931Z.,  paid  as  settlement 
estate-duty,  and  also  of  191,  8s.  paid  as  interest  thereon. 

They  pleaded,  inter  alia;— (2)  On  a  sound  construction  of 
the  Finance  Act,  1894,  and  in  respect  that  the  contingency 
attachiDg  to  the  settlement  of  said  residae  (if  it  was  settled)  has 
happened,  the  pursuers  are  entitled  to  repayment  of  the  settle- 
ment estate-duty  referred  to. 

In  defence  the  Lord  Adyocate,  on  behalf  of  the  Beyenue 
authorities,  pleaded,  inter  alia  ,-—(4)  In  the  case  of  a  death 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  Finance  Act,  1898,  settlement 
estate-duty  paid  in  respect  of  property  contingently  settled  is 
not  returnable. 

On  9th  Noyember,  1900,  the  Lord  Ordinary  (Stormonth- 
Darling)  sustained  the  fourth  plea  in  law  for  the  defender,  and 
in  respect  thereof  assoilzied  the  defender.t 

♦  The  Finance  Act,  1894,  enacts,  sect.  5,  sub-sect.  1—"  Where  pro- 
perty in  respect  of  which  estate-duty  is  leyiable  is  settled  by  the  will 
of  the  deceased,  or  having  been  settled  by  some  other  disposition 
passes  under  that  disposition  on  the  death  of  the  deceased  to  some 
person  not  competent  to  dispose  of  the  property— (a)  A  further 
estate-duty  (called  settlement  estate-duty)  on  the  principal  value  of 
the  settled  property,  shall  be  levied  at  the  rate  hereinafter  specified 
.  .  .  but  (6)  during  the  continuance  of  the  settlement  the  settlement 
estate-duty  shall  not  be  payable  more  than  once." 

By  sect  8,  sub-sect.  1,  it  is  enacted — **  The  existing  law  and  practice 
relating  to  any  of  the  duties  now  leviable  on  or  with  reference  to 
death  sliall,  subiect  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  so  far  as  the 
same  are  applicable^  apply  for  the  collection,  recovery,  and  repayment 
of  estate-duty,  and  for  the  exemption  of  the  property  of  common 
seamen,  marines,  or  soldiers  who  are  slain  or  oie  in  the  service  of 
Her  liajesty,  and  for  the  purpose  of  payment  of  sums  without  requiring 
representation  as  if  such  law  and  practice  were  in  terms  made  applic- 
able to  this  part  of  the  Act." 

By  the  Finance  Act,  1898  (6i  and  62  Vict.  cap.  10),  sect.  14,  it  is 
enacted  that "  Where  in  the  case  of  a  death  occurring  after  the  com- 
mencement of  this  Act"  (1st  July,  1898)'* settlement  estate-duty  U 
paid  in  respect  of  any  property  contingently  settled,  and  it  is  there- 
after shewn  that  the  contingency  has  not  arisen,  and  cannot  arise,  tho 
said  duty  paid  in  respect  of  such  property  shall  be  repaid." 

t  "Opinion. — The  pursuers'  claim  for  repayment  of  settlement 
estate-duty  is  so  absolutely  fair  and  equitable  that  I  have  considered 
it  with  every  desire  to  hold  it  well  founded  in  law,  and  it  is  with 
reluctance  that  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue  are  within  their  strict  right  in  resisting  it. 

**  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  late  lir.  Watherston  at  his  death 
on  22nd  November,  1895,  had  so  dealt  with  the  residue  of  his  estate  as 
to  make  it  *  settled  property '  within  the  meaning  of  the  Finance  Act 
of  1894.  What  he  hacf  done  was  to  give  directions  to  his  trustees,  by 
which  they  were  to  hold  the  residue  for  his  daughter  in  liferent,  and 
her  children,  if  any,  in  fee.  So  long,  then,  as  it  was  possible  for  Miss 
Watherstone  to  have  children,  the  residue  was  contingently  settled ; 
and  the  case  of  Stewards  Trustees^  1  F.  416,  decides  that  property  in 
that  position  is  *  settled  property '  in  the  sense  of  the  Finance  Act, 
and  as  such  is  liable  to  settlement  estate-duty. 

''Miss  Watherston  died  unmarried  in  January,  1898,  when,  of 
oourse,  it  became  evident  that  the  oontingenoy  affecting  the  settlement 
had  not  arisen,  and  could  not  arise.  It  then  became  equally  clear 
that  Miss  Watherston  was  at  her  death  '  competent  to  dispone '  of  the 
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lesidne,  bccatise  her  father  had  provided  that,  failmg  children,  it  was 
to  go  as  she  might  direct  by  any  mortis  eatMa  deed  or  writiug  under 
her  hand.  Accordingly,  the  Inland  Revenue  claimed  estate-duty  on 
the  residue  as  haying  passed  at  her  death,  and  there  was  no  answer 
to  the  claim.  Bat  this  state  of  matters  presented  the  obvious  incon- 
sistency that,  in  1895,  the  Grown  had  received  settlement  estate-duty 
on  the  footing  that  the  property  was  settled,  and  then,  in  1898,  had 
received  estate-duty  on  the  footing  that  it  was  not  settled.  The  whole 
purpose  and  meaning  of  settlement  estate-duty,  as  correctly  expressed 
by  the  editors  of  Mr.  Hanson's  book  at  page  124,  is  to  *  counterbalance 
the  advantage  given  to  settled  property  over  other  property  by  the 
direction  contained  in  section  5  (2)  that,  when  once  estate-duty  has 
been  paid  in  respect  of  it,  neither  estate-duty  nor  the  other  scheduled 
duties  shall  be  paid  until  the  property  has  come  out  of  settlement' 
Here,  of  course,  the  Grown  required  no  compensation  of  that  kind, 
because  they  received  estate-duty  on  the  dcatk  of  Miss  Watherston, 
exactly  as  if  there  had  been  no  settlement  at  all.  If  the  deaths  of 
Mr.  Watherston  and  his  daughter  had  occurred  throe  years  later  than 
they  did,  the  question  would  have  been  ruled  in  the  pursuers'  favour 
by  the  Finance  Act  of  1898,  which  provides  that,  in  a  case  like  the 
present,  settlement  estate-duty  shall  be  repaid.  Unfortunately  the 
Act,  in  remedying  one  injustice,  created  another,  for  it  confined  the 
remedy  to  the  case  of  deaths  occiurring  after  1st  July,  1898,  and 
thereby  created  that  inequality  of  treatment  in  precisely  similar 
circumstances,  which  is  the  worst  vice  that  can  infect  taxation. 

*^That  being  so,  the  pursuers  are  compelled  to  fall  back  on  the 
provisions  of  the  Finance  Act  of  1894.  They  relv  on  these  words  of 
section  8  (1),  *  The  existing  law  and  practice  relating  to  any  of  the 
duties  now  leviable  on  or  with  reference  to  death  shall,  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  Act,  and  so  far  as  the  same  are  applicable,  apply  for 
the  purposes  of  the  collection,  recovery,  and  repayment  of  estate-duty.' 
Then  they  go  on  to  point  to  sections  8, 17,  84,  and  87  of  the  Legacy- 
Duty  Act  (36  Qeorge  III.  cap.  52),  and  to  sections  85.  .36,  and  37  of 
the  Succession-Duty  Act  (16  and  17  Yict.  cap.  51),  and  they  say  that 
these,  forming  as  they  do  the  law  and  practice  with  regard  to  the 
repayment  of  previously  existing  death-duties,  ought,  by  section  8,  to 
be  applied  to  repayment  of  estate-duty,  including,  of  course,  settlement 
estate-duty. 

**If  I  could  bring  myself  to  think  that  eection  8  (1)  was  intended 
to  have  any  effect  on  questions  of  liability  for  duty,  I  should  be  very 
find  to  agree  with  the  pursueis.  But  I  cannot  think  that  it  was 
intended  to  do  more  than  to  incorporate  the  provisions  of  the  former 
Acts  relating  to  procedure.  Undoubtedlv  that  must  hold  good  where 
the  provisions  relate  to  the  collection  and  recovery  of  the  duty.  Why 
should  it  be  different  when  the  provisions  relate  to  repayment  ?  There 
are  sections  in  the  Finance  Act  itself,  such  as  8  (12)  and  9  (3),  pro- 
viding for  repayment  of  estate-duty  in  certain  circumstances ;  and  it 
seems  to  me  quite  a  sensible  and  sufficient  construction  of  8  (1)  to  read 
it  as  meaning  that,  where  estate- duty  has  to  be  repaid  in  terms  of 
these  other  sections,  the  same  procedure  is  to  be  followed  as  in  the 
case  of  the  earlier  Acts.  On  the  other  hand,  I  think  it  wonld  be  a 
strained  construction  to  hold  it  as  conferring  a  substantive  right  to 
repayment  by  analogy.  The  cases  where  the  earlier  Acts  provide  for 
repayment  are  all  cases  where  the  benefit  taken  by  the  legatee  or 
successor  has  been  destroyed  or  abridged  by  some  supervening 
occurrence ;  and  at  best  there  is  only  an  analogy  between  that  and 
a  case  like  the  present,  where  it  turns  out  that  settlement  estate-duty, 
which  is  exigible  not  from  the  individnal  beneficiary  but  from  the 
whole  estate,  would  never  have  been  payable  at  all  if  the  future  could 
have  been  foreseen. 

**  A  case  on  the  construction  of  one  taxing  statute  is  never,  perhaps, 
a  very  safe  guide  in  the  construction  of  another.  But  the  argument 
of  the  pursuers  has  some  resemblance  to  the  unsuccessful  attempt  in 
Hogg  V.  Parochial  Board  of  Auchiermuchty,  7  R.  986,  to  make  out  that 
a  parish  minister's  exemption  from  poor-rates  extended  to  school-rates. 
Beliance  was  there  placed  on  a  clause  in  the  Education  Act  of  1872, 
providing  that '  The  laws  applicable  for  the  time  to  the  imposition, 
collection,  and  recovery  of  poor's  assessment  shall  be  applicable  to  the 
school-rate.'  It  was  urged  that  one  of  the  laws  applicable  to  the 
*  imposition '  of  poor's  assessment  was  that  it  should  not  be  imposed 
on  parish  ministers ;  but  this  view  was  rejected,  and  the  clause  was 
treated  as  one  regulating  procedure  merely. 

**  I  shall  therefore  sustain  the  defender's  fourth  plea  in  law,  and 
assoilzie." 


The  ftrgnments  appear  snfficiently  from  the  opinions  of  the 
Lord  Ordinary  and  the  Lord  President  For  the  respondent, 
the  following  authorities  were  referred  to: — Inland  Reomuej, 
Stewarfs  Trustees,  (Jan.  20, 1899)  1  P.  416 ;  In  re  WMer,  [1896] 
1  Oh,  914;  AUomey-GmerdL  T.  FairUy,  [1897]  1  Q.  B.  698; 
Attomey-Generdl  v.  Clarkson,  [1900]  1  Q.  B.  156. 

At  advising,^ 


LoBD  Fbesident.— Mr.  Watherston  died  on  22nd  NoTomber, 
1895,  leaving  a  trust-disposition  and  settlement,  by  which  he 
conveyed  his  whole  estate  to  the  pursuers  as  trustees  for  certain 
purposes,  of  which  the  only  one  material  to  the  present  question 
is  that  which  relates  to  tiie  residue,  which  the  trustees  vera 
directed  to  hold  for  his  daughter  Miss  Watherston  in  liferent 
and  her  children,  if  any,  in  fee,  subject  to  her  apportioDment,  or 
fedling  apportiomnent,  equally,  and  failing  children,  then  as 
Miss  Watherston  might  direct  by  any  mortis  causa  deed  or  writiDg 
under  her  hand,  and  failing  such  direction,  to  certain  other 
persons. 

The  pursuers  paid  estate-duty  under  the  Finance  Act,  1894, 
on  the  amount  of  the  trust-estate^  and  the  Oommissioneis  of 
Inland  Bevenue  also  claimed  settlement  estate-duty  upon  the 
residue  as  being  *'  settled  property  '*  within  the  meaning  of  that 
Act.  The  pursuers  objected  to  this  claim  upon  the  ground  that 
Miss  Watherston  was  then  unmarried,  and  was,  according  to 
their  contention,  "competent  to  dispose"  of  the  residua 
Ultimately,  however,  the  pursuers  paid  settlement  estat6Hiu^y 
as  claimed. 

Miss  Watherston  died  unmarried  on  11th  January,  1898,  and 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Bevenue  claimed  estate-duty  npoo 
the  residue  as  having  ''  passed  "  on  her  death.  The  pnisnen 
have  admitted  this  claim,  but  they  demand  from  the  Inland 
Bevenue  authorities  repayment  of  the  settlement  estate^ntj 
paid  as  above  mentioned.  These  authorities,  however,  dedinfl 
to  repay  that  duty. 

The  pursuers  allege  on  record  that  the  residue  of  Mr.  Waihe^ 
ston's  estate  was  not  "  settled  property"  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Finance  Act,  1894,  but  they  now  admit  that  it  is  so, 
maintaining,  however,  that  it  is  only  "contingently  setUed," 
inasmuch  as  it  was  possible  that  Miss  Watherston  might  die 
competent  to  dispose  of  it,  and  that  in  the  event  of  her  doing 
so,  the  settlement  would  not  take  effect  The  Inland  Bevenue 
authorities  deny  that  the  residue  was  merely  "contingently 
settled,"  that  being  an  expression  which  does  not  occur  in  the 
Finance  Act,  1894,  but  was  introduced  by  the  later  Finance  Act 
of  1898,  which  does  not  apply  to  the  present  case.  In  the 
somewhat  similar  case  of  the  Inland  Revenue  v.  Stevsmt 
Trustees,  it  was  held  that  the  bequests  to  daughters  wew 
"settled  property"  in  the  sense  of  the  Finance  Act,  1894,  and 
as  such  liable  to  settlement  estate-duty  under  sect  6  of  that 
Act,  but  it  does  not  appear  to  have  been  suggested  in  that  case 
that  the  property  was  merely  "contingently  pettled/'and  thM 
consequently  settlement  estate-duty  was  either  not  dae,  or  that 
if  paid,  repayment  of  it  could  be  demanded.  This  is  not  snf- 
prising,  as  the  question  whether  property  is  settled  dependi 
upon  the  state  of  things  which  existed  at  the  death  of  tM 
person  to  whom  it  belonged,  not  upon  the  course  of  erenta 
afterwards. 

The  claim  of  the  pursuers  to  repayment  is;  as  I  undewt^ 
rested  exclusively  upon  sect.  8  Cl),of  the  FiDance  Act,  Im 
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which  pioyides  that,—''  The  existing  law  and  practice  relating 
to  anj  of  the  duties  now  leviable  on  or  with  reference  to  death 
flhaU,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  so  far  as  the 
nme  are  applicable,  apply  for  the  purposes  of  the  collection, 
lecoTeiy,  and  repayment  of  estate-duty,"  and  the  pursuers 
maintain  that  this  section  imports  into  the  Finance  Act,  1894, 
sects.  8, 17,  34,  and  37  of  the  Legacy-Duty  Act  of  86  Geo.  III. 
c.  52,  and  sects.  35,  36,  and  37  of  the  Succession-Duty  Act  of 
16  and  17  Yict  c.  51,  not  only  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
rules  of  procedure  in  regard,  eg.,  to  collection  and  recovery  of 
estate-duty,  but  as  specifying  events  in  which  it  is  to  be  repaid. 

In  considering  whether  and  to  what  effect  these  sections  are 
imported  into  the  Finance  Act,  1894,  or  in  the  language  of 
feci  8  (1)  how  far  they  are  applicable,  it  should  be  kept  in 
Tiew  that  estate-duty  (including  settlement  estate-duty)  is  the 
ome  in  substance  as  the  old  probate-duty,  although  it  is 
charged  upon  property,  e.g.,  heritage,  in  respect  of  which  pro- 
Ute-dnty  was  not  payable.  It  is  charged  not  upon  the  interest 
to  which  some  person  succeeds  on  a  death,  but  upon  the  interest 
which  ceased  by  reason  of  the  death.  GSiis  is  a  very  essential 
distinction,  and  makes  it  necessary  to  observe  much  caution  in 
applying  to  estate-duty  statutory  provisions  made  with  respect 
to  legacy  or  succession-duty. 

Sect  8  of  the  Legacy-Duty  Act  provides  for  the  mode  of 
charging  the  value  of  legacies  given  by  way  of  annuity, 
declaiing,  inter  alia,  "  that  the  value  of  any  such  annuity,  if 
deteraunable  upon  any  contingency  besides  the  death  of  any 
poson  or  persons,  shall  be  calculated  without  r^ard  to  such 
eontisgency,  provided  always,  that  if  any  such  annuity  shall 
dfitermine  by  the  death  of  any  person  before  four  years'  payment 
of  snch  annuity  shall  become  due  and  payable,  then,  and  in 
SQch  case,  the  duty  shall  be  payable  in  proportion  only  to  so 
many  of  the  payments  of  the  said  annuity  as  actually  accrued 
and  became  due  and  payable ;  and  in  case  any  such  aimuity 
shall  at  any  time  determine  upon  any  other  contingency  than 
the  death  of  any  person  or  persons,  then,  and  in  such  case,  not 
only  all  payments  of  duty  which  would  otherwise  become  due 
after  the  happening  of  such  contingency,  if  any  such  would 
l»o(HDedue,  shall  cease;  but  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  person 
or  persons  who  shall  have  paid  any  duties  which  shall  have 
pierioTisIy  become  due,  to  apply  for  and  obtain  a  return  of  so 
much  of  the  duty  so  paid  as  will  reduce  the  same  to  the  like 
duly  as  would  have  been  payable  by  such  person  or  persons  for 
such  annuity,  calculated  according  to  the  term  for  which  the 
same  shall  have  endured.''  Upon  this  provision  it  is  sufficient 
to  say  that  it  is  impossible  to  apply  it  in  the  present  case. 
Ilere  is  here  no  question  of  any  l^acy  or  other  testamentary 
gift  made  by  way  of  annuity,  or  of  any  duty  payable  by  four 
yearly  instalments,  or  of  any  annuity  determining  by  the  death 
of  any  person  before  four  years*  payment  of  the  annuity  had 
'^oome  due  and  payable,  or  of  any  of  the  other  very  special 
waditions  under  which  repayment  may  be  demanded.  Further, 
^provisions  of  the  section  which  relate  to  legacies,  and  con- 
^quoitly  look  to  the  benefits  taken  by  legatees,  would  not  upon 
I«n«iple  apply  to  what  is  in  effect  a  probate^uty  which  regards 
fi»e  estate  left  by  the  deceased. 

Sect  17  provides  for  the  duty  on  legacies  subject  to  con- 
*uigencies  being  charged  as  for  absolute  bequests,  declaring 
uiat  if  such  contingency  shall  afterwards  happen,  and  the  pro- 
Pei^  80  bequeathed  shall  thereupon  go  in  such  manner  that 
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the  same,  if  taken  immediately  after  the  death  of  the  testator  or 
testatrix,  imder  the  same  title,  would  have  been  chargeable 
with  a  higher  rate  of  duty  than  the  duty  so  paid,  the  person  or 
persons  becoming  entitled  thereto  shall  be  charged  with,  and 
shall  pay,  the  difference  between  the  duty  so  paid  and  such 
higher  rate  of  duty.  This  is  a  provision  in  favour  of  the 
Bevenue,  and  it  is  to  be  observed  that  if  a  contingency  happens 
upon  which  the  property  goes  to  some  person  chargeable  with  a 
lower  rate  of  duty,  or  not  chargeable  with  duty  at  all,  the 
section  makes  no  provision  for  all  or  any  part  of  the  duty  pre- 
viously paid  being  returned.  This  provision  also  seems  to  me 
to  be  inapplicable  to  estate-duty  (including  settlement  estate- 
duty)  and  if  it  were  applied,  it  would  not,  for  the  reasons  now 
given,  aid  the  pursuers. 

Sect.  34  declares  "  that  if  at  any  time  after  payment  of  duty 
on  any  legacy  or  residue,  or  part  of  residue,  of  the  personal 
estate  of  any  person  deceased,  any  debt  shall  be  recovered 
against  the  estate  of  such  deceased  person,  or  any  loss  shall 
happen,  by  reason  whereof,  or  for  any  other  just  cause,  any 
legatee  or  other  person  by  whom  any  legacy  or  part  of  legacy^ 
or  any  residue  of  any  personal  estate,  hath  been  received  or 
retained,  shall  be  obliged  to  refund  the  same  or  any  part 
thereof,"  the  Gonmiissioners  of  stamp  duties  are  required  to 
refund  what  turns  out  to  be  an  overpayment  of  duty.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  present  case  equivalent  to  any  of  the  conditions 
upon  which  repayment  could  be  required  under  this  section. 
No  debt  was  recovered  against  Mr.  Watherston's  estate  which 
reduced  the  value  upon  which  estate-duty  had  been  paid.  The 
whole  residue  passed  under  his  testamentary  settlement  to  the 
persons  whom  he  intended  to  receive  it,  in  the  events  which 
occurred. 

Sect.  37  provides  for  the  case  of  persons  whose  administrative 
title  is  declared  void  after  they  have  paid  legacy-duty,  but  there 
was  no  avoidance  of  any  administrative  title  in  this  case,  and, 
as  has  been  already  pointed  out,  Mr.  Watherston's  testamentary 
settlement  receiTcd  full  effect  modo  et  forma  according  to  its 
terms. 

Sect.  35  of  the  Succession-Duty  Act  provides  that,  "  in  esti- 
mating the  value  of  a  succession,  no  allowance  shall  be  made  in 
respect  of  any  contingent  incumbrance  thereon,  but  in  the  event 
of  such  incumbrance  taking  effect  as  an  actual  burden  on  the 
interest  of  the  successor,  he  shall  be  entitled  to  the  return  of 
the  proportionate  amount  of  the  duty  so  paid  by  him  in  respect 
of  the  amount  or  value  of  the  incumbrance  when  taking  effect'' 
In  the  present  case  there  was  no  contingent  incumbrance  which 
either  did  or  did  not  take  effect,  or  anything  like  it. 

Sect.  36  declares  that, "  in  estimating  the  value  of  a  succession, 
no  allowance  shall  be  made  in  respect  of  any  contingency  upon 
the  happening  of  which  the  property  may  pass  to  some  other 
person,  but  in  the  event  of  the  same  so  passing,  the  successor 
shall  be  entitled  to  a  return  of  so  much  of  the  duty  paid  by  him 
as  will  reduce  the  same  to  the  amount  which  would  have  been 
payable  by  him  if  such  duty  had  been  assessed  in  respect  of  the 
actual  duration  or  extent  of  his  interest."  This  EC'tion  well 
illustrates  the  distinction  between  a  succession-duty  which  looks 
to  the  quality  and  value  of  the  interest  taken  by  a  successor, 
and  what  is  in  effect  a  probate-duty  which  looks  to  the  estate 
left  by  the  deceased.  In  the  present  case  the  duty  is  assessed 
upon  the  latter  basis,  and  sect.  36  cannot,  either  in  form  or 
in  substance,  have  any  application  to  it. 
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Sect.  87  provides  for  allowance  or  retom  of  datj  being  made 
where  it  tnrns  out  that  the  duty,  not  being  due  from  the  person 
piying  it,  was  paid  in  mistake,  or  in  respect  of  property  which 
the  successor  was  unable  to  recover,  or  from  or  of  which  he  was 
eTicted  or  deprived  by  any  superior  title,  or  that  for  any  other 
reason  it  ought  to  be  ref anded.  None  of  the  events,  or  anything 
like  the  ev^ts,  upon  which  provision  is  here  made  for  return  of 
duty  has  occarrei,  or  could  occur,  in  the  present  case,  and  none 
of  the  provisions  made  for  wholly  different  events  apply,  or 
could  be  made  to  apply,  to  it. 

Upon  this  part  of  the  case  I  need  only  add  that  the  question 
in  what  cases  repayment  of  estate-duty  should  be  directed  was 
considered  and  provided  for  in  sects.  8  (12)  and  9  (3)  of  the 
Finance  Act,  1894,  and  that  these  sections  make  no  provision 
for  repayment  in  such  a  case  as  the  present. 

The  provision  in  sect.  14  of  the  Finance  Act,  1898,  that  where 
in  the  ca<-e  of  a  death  occurring  after  the  commencement  of  that 
Act  settlement  estate-duty  is  paid  in  respect  of  any  property 
contingently  settled,  and  it  is  thereafter  shewn  that  the  con- 
tingency has  not  arisen  and  cannot  arise,  the  duty  piid  in 
respect;  of  such  property  shall  be  repaid,  seems  a  very  reasonable 
and  proper  one,  but  the  fact  that  it  was  considered  necessary  to 
make  it  by  subsequent  legislation  affords  additional  evidence 
that  the  right  to  repayment  in  such  a  case  did  not  already  exist 
under  the  Finance  Act,  1894. 

For  these  reasons  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Lord  Ordinary's 
interlocutor  ought  to  be  adhered  to. 

LoBD  Adam  and  Lomo  KnmEAB  concurred. 

Loud  M'Larek,  not  having  been  present  at  the  hearing,  gave 
no  opinion. 

The  Court  affirmel  the  decision  of  the  Lord  Ordinary. 


SECOND  DIVISION. 


March  5, 1901. 

The  Lord  Advocate,  Pursuer  (Respondent). — Soh-Gm. 
Dickson — Dundas,  K,  C, — Young, 

James  Balfour-Kinnbar  and  Another  (Watherston's Trustees), 
Defenders  (Reclaimers). — Ure,  K,C  —  Chree, 

8  Fraser  (Court  of  Session,  5th  Series),  627-685. 

Sevenue— Legacy  duty — Legacy  free  of  duty— Agreement  to  take  lestt 
than  full  amount  of  legacy — Legacy  Duty  Act,  1796  (86  Geo.  3,  c.  52), 
M.  21,23. 

The  Legacy -Duty  Act,  1796,  eect.  21,  provides, — "  that  if  any 
direction  shall  bo  given  by  any  will  or  testamentary  instrument  fur 
payment  of  the  duty  chargeable  upon  any  legacy  or  bequest  out  of 
some  other  fund,  so  that  such  legacy  may  pass  to  the  person  or 
persons  to  whom  or  for  whose  benefit  the  same  shall  be  given  free  of 
duty,  no  duty  shall  be  chargeable  upon  the  money  to  be  applied  for 
the  payment  of  such  duty,  notwithstanding  the  same  may  be  deemed 
a  legacy  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  the  person  or  persons  who  would 
otherwise  pay  such  duty/' 

Sect.  23  enacts  that  where  a  legacy  sholl  be  released  for  a  considera- 
tion or  compounded  for  less  than  the  value  thereof,  legacy-duty  shall 


be  paid  in  respect  of  snch  legacy  according  to  the  amount  taken  id 
satisfaction  thereof. 

By  certain  testamentary  writing?,  a  testator  provided  for  tha 
payment  of  certain  legacies,  some  fres  of  legacy-duty,  others  not  Ooi 
the  teetator^s  death  the  estate  proved  insufficient  to  pay  the  legacies 
in  full.  Questions  as  to  the  validity,  constraction,  and  effect  of  these, 
testamentary  writings  were  settled  by  all  the  parties  inteiesteJ 
executing  a  deed  of  agreement  and  compromise  whereby  they  agreed 
severally  to  accept,  as  in  full  of  their  right,  from  Aie  testamentary 
trustees,  smaller  sums  than  the  legacies  originally  bequeathed,  but 
under  declaration  that  all  wero  to  be  free  of  legacy-duty.  It  ms 
further  declared  that  quoad  the  provisions  thns  arrived  at,  the 
testator  should  bo  deemed  to  have  died  testate,  and  qumd  itira 
intestate. 

The  Crown  claimed  legacy-duty  from  the  trustees  upon  the  tsm 
paid  to  the  legatees,  and  on  the  sums  drawn  by  the  trustees  fipom  other 
funds  in  order  to  pay  duty  on  the  legacies  as  agreed  on,  contendbg 
(1)  that  the  legatees  took  solely  in  virtue  of  the  agreement,  and 
therefore  that  sect.  21  did  not  apply,  and  (2)  that  the  sums  paid  to  the 
legatees  along  with  the  amount  of  the  duty  was  **'  the  amount  tokeu 
in  satisfaction  of  the  legacy  *'  in  the  sense  of  sect.  23. 

Held  {rev,  judgment  of  Lord  Stormonth-Darling*)  that  the  legatew 
took  the  sums  as  their  legacies  in  virtue  of  the  testamentary  writings, 
the  effect  of  the  agreement  being  merely  to  restrict  them  in  amount, 
and  that  therefore  by  sect  21  of  the  Act  no  legacy-duty  was  payable 
on  the  sums  paid  as  duty  on  tliose  legacies  which  by  the  agreement 
were  accepted  in  place  of  legacies  declared  in  the  testamentary 
writings  to  be  free  of  duty. 

Opinion  by  Lord  Young  that  the  deed  of  agreement,  beingafcow 
fide  agreement  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  testamentary  writings,  uxi 
not  being  challenged  by  the  Crown  as  in  any  way  defrauding  ill 
interests,  came  in  place  of  and  must  be  deemed  to  bo  the  testameal 
of  the  deceased,  and  that  consequently  the  provisions  of  sect  21  applied 
to  all  legacies  taken  in  virtue  of  it,  whether  declared  free  of  duty  in 
the  original  testamentary  writings  or  not. 

MiS3  Christian  Elizabkth  Wathebston,  of  17,  Kothesay 
Place,  Edinburgh,  died  on  11th  January,  1898,  leaying  three 
testamentary  writing  ^  under  her  hand,  dated  respeotively  25th 
October,  1896,  17th  December,  1896,  and  18th  January,  1897, 
whereby  she  bequeathe  1  a  number  of  legacies,  some  free  of  duty, 
and  others  not.  She  died  possessed  of  heritable  and  moYeaUe 
estate,  of  which  she  was  the  abfolute  owner,  and  at  the  time  of 
her  death  she  wa^  entitled  to  dispose,  by  will,  of  the  esta'e 
placed  in  trust  by  her  father's  trust-conveyance,  dated  27tli 
February,  1886,  and  aUo  of  the  residue  of  his  estate  under  bis 
trust-disposition  and  settlement  of  20th  May,  1895.  On  Miss 
Watherston's  death  the  validity  and  eflFect  of  her  testamentary 
writings  were  challenged  by  her  next  of  kin  and  others.  Ulti- 
mately the  questions  which  were  thus  raised  were  settled,  all 
the  parties  interested  having  entered  into  a  deed  of  agi^enient 
and  compromise,  which  was  recorded  in  the  Books  of  Council 
and  Session  on  28th  July,  1898.  The  parties  of  the  first  part  to 
the  agreement  were  the  deceased's  heir-at-law  and  next  of  oJ^i 
who  were  also,  in  the  event  of  her  intestacy,  entitled  as  ultimat* 
beneficiaries  to  the  funds  under  her  father's  trust  of  1886.  T^e 
parties  of  the  second  part  were  those  who,  in  the  case  of  the 
deceased's  intestacy,  were  entitle!  to  the  residue  of  her  fathers 
estate  as  ultimate  beneficiaries  under  his  trust  of  1895.  W 
third  parties  were  persons  claiming  right  under  the  deceiseas 
testamentary  writings. 

The  following  narrative  of  the  facts  is  taken  from  the  opinion 
of  the  Lord  Ordinary  (Stormonth-Darling) :— "  The  late  BCw 
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WatherstoB,  who  died  unmarried  on  11th  January,  1898,  left 
three  testamentary  writings  purporting  to  deal,  not  only  with 
the  estate  strictly  speaking  her  own,  but  with  two  large  funds 
left  in  trust  by  her  father,  OTer  which  he  had  giyen  her  power 
to  test.  Questions  arose  after  her  death  as  to  the  Talidity, 
meaning,  and  effect  of  her  testamentary  writings,  and  theso 
disputes  were  all  settled  by  the  deed  of  agreement  and  compro- 
mise set  out  in  the  appendix  to  this  record.  The  first  article 
proyided  that  the  said  three  writings  should  be  construed  as  if 
they  formed  a  yalid  mortis  causa  deed  or  will,  by  which  Miss 
Watherston  bequeathed  legacies  of  the  amounts  specified  in  the 
uticle  (the  amount  in  each  case  being,  I  was  informed,  about 
oae-half  of  what  the  writings  bore) ;  and  the  article  closed  with 
the  words : — '  All  of  said  legacies  beiog  free  of  6k>yemment  duties 
of  whatever  kind,  and  to  be  paid  as  soon  as  possible,  but  with- 
out SDy  interest  thereon.'  The  second  article  provided  that 
'the  said  Christian  Elizabeth  Watherston  shall  bo  held  to  have 
died  testate  to  the  effect  expressid  in  the  foregoing  article,  and 
to  have  validly, exerciEcd  the  powers  of  bequest  conferred  on  her 
by  the  1886  trust-deed  and  the  1895  trust-deed,  to  the  extent  of 
the  Boms  that  may  be  required  from  the  1886  ti:ast  and  the 
1805  trust,  in  addition  to  her  own  separate  estate,  to  meet  the 
vhole  of  the  bequests  specified  in  the  pieceding  article  and 
vhole  Government  duties  and  expenses.'  The  third  article 
provided  that  Miss  Watherston  '  shall  be  held  quoad  ultra  to 
b&vo  died  intestate,  and  without  having  exercised  the  powers 
of  bequest  conferred  upon  her  by  the  1886  trust-deed  and  the 
1885 trust-deed.'  And  the  sixth  article  bore  that  'the  whole 
puties  hereto  agree  to  accept  the  foregoing  division,  and  the 
sums  thereby  falling  to  each,  as  in  fuU  of  all  claims  competent 
to  them,  and  each  or  any  of  them,*  by  virtue  of  the  two  trust- 
deeds,  or  any  of  the  testamentary  writings,  or  through  the 
deoeaBo  of  Miss  Watherston  or  her  father. 

"  The  various  legatees  received  the  simis  agreed  upon,  free  of 
legacy-duty;  and  a  sum  of  8032^.  10s.  of  duty  was  paid  by  the 
defenders  to  the  Crown.  This  amount  was  calculated  on  the 
nuns  actually  payable  to  the  legate e^,  without  taking  into 
account  that  the  true  amount  of  the  benefit  taken  by  each 
legatee  was  the  sum  which  he  actually  received  plus  the  amount 
applied  in  payment  of  duty  to  the  Crown,  for  which,  apart  from 
the  igreement,  he  would  have  been  personally  liable." 

In  June,  1900,  the  Lord  Advocate,  as  representing  the  Board 
of  Inland  Eevenue,  brought  this  action  against  James  Balfour- 
Kinnear,  W.8.,  and  George  Thomas  Balfour-Kinnear,  W.S., 
^Edinburgh,  Miss  Watherston's  trustees  and  executors,  fur  pay- 
ment of  250/.  7s.  6(/.,  being  legacy-duty  upon  the  money — 
3(0*2/.  10s.— which  had  been  applied  in  payment  of  the  duties  on 
the  legacies  paid  under  tho  deed  of  agreement,  and  also  for 
intetest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent,  from  tho  date  of  the 
pTvTioufl  payment  of  duty. 

The  pursuer  averred :—  (Cond.  7)  "  The  defenders,  as  trustees 
ttd  executors,  have  failed  to  pay  the  full  legacy-duty  due  on 
iceouut  of  the  legacies  in  question.  A  claim  for  duty  arises  not 
only  on  the  sums  paid  over  to  the  le  gatees  according  to  the  terms 
of  the  compromise,  but  also  on  the  money  applied  in  payment  of 
the  duties  on  the  legacies."  The  pursuer  founded  on  sect.  23 
of  the  Legacy-Duty  Act.» 

•Ihe  Legacy-Duty  Act,  1796,  sect.  21.  enacts,— "  That  if  any 
unction  shall  be  given  by  any  will  or  testamentaiy  iDatminent  for 
Pijaeni  of  the  daiy  chargeable  upon  any  legacy  or  bequest  out  of 
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The  defenders  averred  (Ans.  8)  "  that  by  said  deed  the  true 
construction  and  effect  of  Miss  Watherston's  testamentary 
writings  was  settled  for  all  purposes  connected  with  her  sue* 
cession  by  all  the  parties  interested  in  her  estate." 

On  23rd  February,  1900,  before  this  action  was  raised,  the 
defenders  offered  to  the  Inland  Bevenue  payment  of  legacy- 
duty  upon  the  duty  in  the  case  of  all  those  legatees  whose 
legacies  were  not  expre  sly  duty  free  in  terms  of  Miss  Wather- 
ston*s  testamentary  writings,  in  full  of  the  claim  now  made. 

Quoad  the  case  of  those  legatees  whose  l^acies  were  declared 
free  of  duty  by  the  testamentary  writings  they  pleaded:— 
(2)  No  legacy-duty  being  payable  on  the  duty  in  the  case  of 
the  legacies  in  question,  the  defenders  should  be  assoilzied  from 
the  conclumons  of  the  summons. 

On  21st  December,  1900,  the  Lord  Ordinary  decerned  against 
the  defenders  in  term^  of  tiie  oonelusions  of  the  8ummQfns.t 


some  other  fund,  so  that  such  legacy  or  bequest  may  pass  io  the 
person  or  persons  to  whom  or  for  whoee  benefit  tho  same  sluill  be  given 
free  of  duty,  no  duty  shall  be  chargeable  upon  the  money  to  be  applied 
for  the  payment  of  such  duty,  notwithstanding  the  same  may  be 
deemed  a  legacy  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  the  person  or  persons  who 
would  otherwise  pay  such  duty." 

Section  23  enacts,—**  Where  any  legacy  or  part  of  any  legacy  or 
residue  or  part  of  residue  whereon  any  duty  shall  be  chargeable  by 
this  Act  sliall  be  satisfied  otherwise  than  by  payment  of  money  or 
application  of  specific  effects  for  that  purpose,  or  shall  be  released  for 
consideration  or  compounded  for  less  than  the  amount  or  value 
thereof,  then  and  in  such  case  the  duty  shall  be  charged  and  paid  in 
respect  of  such  legacy  or  part  of  legacy  or  residue  or  part  of  residue 
according  to  the  amount  or  value  of  the  property  taken  in  satisfaction 
thereof,  or  as  the  consideration  for  release  thereof,  or  composi  tion  for 
the  same." 

t  **  Opinion.— (After  the  narrative  quoted  above)—  .  .  .  Now, 
at  first  sfght,  the  notion  of  paying  duty  upon  duty  may  be  a  little 
slartling,  all  the  more  that,  in  the  ordinary  case,  no  such  payment  is 
due  to  the  Crown.  But  that  is  by  virtue  of  section  21  of  the  Legacy- 
Duty  Act,  36  George  III.  cap.  52,  which  provides  that  *  if  any 
direction  shall  be  given,  by  any  will  or  testamentary  instrument,  for 
payment  of  the  duty  chargeable  upon  any  legacy  or  bequest  out  of 
some  other  fund,  so  that  such  legacy  or  bequest  may  pass  to  the 
person  or  persons  to  whom  or  for  whose  benefit  the  same  shall  be 
given  free  of  duty,  no  duty  shall  bo  chargeable  upon  the  money  to  be 
applied  for  the  payment  of  such  duty,  notwithstanding  tho  same  may 
be  deemed  a  legacy  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  the  person  or  persons  who 
would  otherwise  pay  such  duty.*  Lord  President  Inglis,  commenting 
upon  this  section  in  Lord  AdoooaU  v.  MUUt'b  Trustees,  11  B.  at 
p.  1055,  said— *  There  can  be  very  little  doubt  that,  but  for  this 
enactment,  in  every  case  where  a  legacy  is  given  free  of  legacy-duty 
by  the  will  of  the  testator,  and  the  txecutry  estate  can  afford  to 
relieve,  and  does  relieve,  t\ie  legatee  of  the  amount  of  the  duty  by 
paying  the  duty  out  of  the  exeoutry  estate,  that  portion  of  the 
executry  estate  so  applied  would  itself  be  subject  to  legacy-duty.' 
That  is  the  principle  on  which  the  defenders  admit  that,  as  regards 
all  the  legacies  whose  freedom  from  legacy-duty  arises  solely  from  the 
deed  of  compromise,  the  claim  of  the  Crown  is  well  founded.  They 
ooncede  thaC  in  the  case  of  these  legacies,  section  23  of  tho  Legacy- 
Duty  Act  applies.  It  provides  (taking  it  shortly)  that  where  any 
legacy  chargeable  with  duty  •  shall  be  released  for  consideration,  or 
compounded  for  less  than  the  amount  or  value  thereof,  then,  and  in 
such  case,  the  duty  shall  be  charged  and  paid  in  respect  of  such 
legacy  .  .  .  according  to  the  amount  or  value  of  the  property 
taken  in  satisfaction  thereof,  or  as  the  conbideration  for  release  thereof, 
or  composition  for  the  same.'  Applying  these  words  to  the  case  in 
hand,  the  defenders  concede  that,  as  regards  legacies  of  this  kmd, 
•  the  composition  for  the  same '  accepted  by  the  legatees  wa*  not 
merely  tlie  sum  which  each  legatee  received  into  his  hand,  but 
included  also  the  amount  paid  on  his  behalf  to  the  Government. 

•*  Bet  then,  the  defenders  say,  this  princip^le  does  not  apply  to  the 
case  of  the  legacies  accepted  by  the  legatees  in  lieu  of  larger  legacies, 
which  the  testatrix  herself  declared  to  be  free  of  legacy-duty.  As 
regards  these,  they  say,  the  deed  of  compromise^made  no  ohange  on 
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The  defendeis  reclaimed,  and  argued :— The  sole  question 
vas  as  to  the  legaeiee  taken  in  place  of  thoae  which  by  the 
testamentary  writings  were  declared  free  of  duty.  The  legacies 
were  taken  in  virtue,  not  of  the  compromise,  but  of  the  testa- 
mentary writings.  The  only  effect  of  the  deed  of  agreement 
was  to  restrict  them  in  amount.  That  being  so,  the  proYisions 
of  sect  21  of  the  Act  applied,  and  no  duty  was  payable  on 
duty.  The  provifiions  of  sect.  23  were  nothing  to  the  purpose. 
It  proYided  merely  that  where  a  legatee  had  to  take  less  than 
the  legacy  bequeathed,  duty  was  payable  on  the  restricted 
amount,  but  did  not  alter  the  efifect  of  the  original  legacy  being 
payable  duty  free. 

Argued  for  the  pursuer  :--The  legatees  took  solely  under  the 
compromise,  and  the  provisions  of  sect.  21,  which  applied  only 
to  legacies  under  a  will,  did  not  apply :  Lord  Advocate  v.  MUWs 
Trustees,  (July  4,  1884)  11  Bettie,  1046;  Lord  Advocate  v. 
FreckletorCs  Judicial  Factor,  (March  20,  1894)  21  Bettie,  743. 
Bntf  in  any  event,  the  legateos  had  compounded  their  legacies 
for  less  than  their  value,  and  by  seci  23,  duty  was  payable  on 
the  amount  taken  in  satisfaction,  that  was  to  say,  the  amounts 
by  which  the  legatees  benefited,  viz.,  the  amount  of  the  legacies 
plus  the  duties  payable  thereon,  which,  but  for  the  agreement, 
the  legatees  would  have  had  to  pay. 

Lord  Justice-Clsbk. — This  is  a  peculiar  case.  The  lady 
having  left  certain  testamentary  documeats,  it  turned  out  that 
there  would  be  difficulties  in  carrying  out  her  testament,  or 
there  might  be  a  dispute,  and  the  parties  who  were  interested 
came  to  an  agreement  that  she  was  to  be  held  to  have,  by  her 
testament,  given  legacies  of  less  amoimt  than  the  actual  amount 
which  was  stated  in  figures  in  her  will— that  is  to  say,  that  the 
will  was  to  be  BO  read.  Now,  the  original  will  and  the  agree- 
ment both  state  that  the  legacy,  whether  it  was  the  full  amount 
or  Ihe  amount  that  was  agreed  upoD,  was  to  be  free  of  legacy- 
duty.  Accordingly,  under  sect.  21  of  the  Act  which  has  been 
quoted  to  us,  the  amount  of  the  duty  being  payable  out  of  other 
estate  than  that  which  was  handed  over  to  the  legatee— the 
duty  which  was  so  paid  was  n:ade  free  of  pajing  legacy-duty 
on  itself— if  I  may  so  express  it— that  is  to  say,  the  party  got 
the  legacy  in  full,  the  trustees  had  to  pay  legacy-duty  on  Ihat 
legacy,  and  under  sect  21  they  did  not  before  payicg  that  duty 


the  provisions  of  the  will  except  by  reducing  the  amounts;  and  they 
point  to  the  provision  of  the  deed,  tliat  tlie  testatrix  should  be  held  to 
nave  died  testate,  to  the  effect  expressed  in  an  article  which  merely 
reduced  the  amounts.  This  is  a  plausible  argument,  but  I  think  it  is 
unsound.  The  question  reallv  comes  to  be  whether  the  legatees  in 
the  latter  class  truly  derive  their  right  to  ha?e  legacy-duty  paid  for 
them  from  the  will  or  from  the  compromise,  because,  if  they  derive  it 
from  the  compromise,  they  are  exactly  in  the  oame  position  as  the 
other  legatees,  and  section  21  of  the  statute,  which  refers  solely  to 
directions  given  by  will,  can  have  uo  application. 

^  The  proper  way  to  test  this  question  is,  I  think,  to  oousider 
whether,  if  the  compromise  had  been  silent  as  to  legacy-duty,  tho 
legatees  in  tliis  latter  class  could  have  insisted,  as  against  the 
defenders,  that  legacy-duty  should  have  been  paid  for  them.  Now, 
I  think  they  could  not.  The  answer  by  the  defenders  to  such  a 
demand  would  have  been,  *  Your  light  to  receive  anything  at  all  is 
due  entirely  to  the  compromise;  the  deed  declares  that  certain 
specified  sums  are  what  you  are  to  receive,  that  quoad  vUra  tho 
testatrix  is  to  be  held  as  having  died  intestate,  and  that  ihe  purlies 
agree  to  accept  these  sums  as  in  full  of  all  claims.*  With  such 
provisions  in  tne  deed  I  think  the  demand  must  have  failed ;  and,  if 
80,  the  legatees  of  tho  one  class,  just  as  much  as  the  legatees  of  the 
ether,  owe  the  benefits  which  they  take  entirely  to  tho  compromise," 


require  to  pay  duty  upon  it.  Now,  that  clause  is  about  as  clear 
a  clause  as  can  be.  But  then  the  Orown  says  that  this  case  is 
taken  out  of  that  clause  altogether,  and  is  to  be  dealt  with 
solely  under  clause  23,  because  tmder  the  arrangement  that 
was  made  there  was  naturally  less  paid  to  the  legatee  than  the 
amount  contained  in  the  original  writings  of  Miss  WatheistoD. 
Sect.  23  appears  to  me— and  I  think  your  Lordships  agiee— to 
be  intended  solely  to  prevent  what  would  be  a  gross  injustice 
in  those  cases  in  which  a  legatee,  from  any  cause,  was  obliged 
to  take  a  subject  or  something  which  was  valued  instead  of  tho 
actual  thing  whioh  was  left  by  the  testator.  It  is  provided 
that  where  any  legacy  chargeable  with  duty  shall  be  releasel 
for  any  consideantion  or  compounded  for  less  than  the  amomit 
or  value  thereof,  the  duty  shall  be  paid  according  to  the  amoimt 
or  value  of  the  property  taken  in  satisfaction  or  as  a  considen- 
tion  for  release  thereof,  or  composition  for  the  same.  It  was  to 
prevent  the  injustice  of  charging  duty  upon  the  whole  that  had 
been  left  where  a  person  could  not  recover  the  whole.  I  do  not 
think  it  was  for  any  other  purpose,  and  I  do  not  think  it 
impinges  upon  the  nght  of  a  party  who,  under  sect  21,  is 
taking  a  certain  sum  by  agreement  or  otherwise,  directly  under 
the  will,  or  by  an  agreement  by  which  the  will  is  to  be  read  tf 
bringing  this  sum  to  the  legatee.  In  these  drcumstanoeSiif 
legacy-duty  is  not  to  be  paid  on  the  legacy,  but  the  legatee  is 
to  receive  the  money  in  full,  the  amount  of  the  duty  which  is 
paid  out  of  the  rest  of  the  estate  is  not  itself  to  be  chaiged.  I 
therefore  think  that  the  Lord  Ordinary's  judgment  ia  vioq& 
and  fchould  be  reversed. 

LoBD  YorNa.—I  am  substantially  of  the  same  opinion.  Tte 
question  before  us  is  a  question  regarding  legacy-duty.  Not, 
the  existence  of  a  legacy  or  legacies  is  absolutely  essential  t» 
the  existence  of  such  a  question.  There  must  be  legacies  hei^ 
therefore,  in  the  estimation  of  the  Crown,  in  order  to  raise  • 
question  about  the  duty  payable  to  tho  Crown  in  respect  if 
them.  But  in  order  to  the  existence  of  a  legacy  there  mnsi 
exist  a  testator,  and  also  a  testament  Now,  who  is  the  testatof 
here?  Miss  Watherston.  There  is  no  other.  And  therefo* 
the  Crown  must  regard  her  as  a  testator;  and,  as  I  said,theia 
must  also  be  a  testament  in  order  to  the  existence  of  a  l^gsflft 
and  the  legacies  must  be  legacies  under  that  testament  Ste 
has  been  dead  for  Eome  years.  She  loft  three  documents,  aad 
it  is  stated  in  the  case  before  us— or  rather  in  the  deed  « 
agreement— that  if  the  set  of  writings  were  held  to  he  of  i» 
effect,  and  Miss  Watherston  were  held  to  have  died  intestate 
and  without  having  exercised  her  said  powers  of  bequest— that 
is,  under  her  father's  sottlement— the  first  parties  are  the  whole 
beneficiaries  entitled  to  the  1886  trast  funds,  and  tho  other 
parties— there  are  two  eets— would  be  entitled  to  the  rest  of  ti*^ 
estate,  at  least  to  one  part  of  it.  Now,  the  agreement » 
amongst  those  parties  who  disputed  the  validity  of  thesl 
instruments  and  the  import  and  effect  of  them,  for  the  ^""^^ 
proceeds—"  And  whereas  certain  questions  arose  between  t» 
parties  hereto  as  to  the  validity,  meaning,  and  effect  ofttj 
said  writings;  and  whereas  all  the  parties  hereto  have  agre» 
to  compromise  the  whole  questions  between  them  as  to  t» 
validity,  meaning,  and  effect  of  said  Writings  Ht  by  the  m 
Christian  EHzabeth  Watherston  in  manner  after  mentioa^ 
therefore  the  parties  have  agreed,  and  agree  as  followa.-TW 
said  three  writings  shall  be  construed  as  if  they  formed  a  law 
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nvrUs  cuwd  deed  or  will^  by  which  she  bequeathed,"  and  then 
the  bequests  are  mentioned.    The  agreement  is  that  the  import 
md  effeot  of  these  three  deeds  is  to  be  so  constmed ;  and  then 
it  pioTides  that  all  those  legacies  to  which  it  is  to  be  constrned 
to  apply  are  to  be  free  of  l^acy-dnty,  and  the  said  Christian 
Elinbeth  Watherston  shall  be  held  to  have  died  testate  to  the 
effeet  expressed  in  the  foregoing  article,  and  to  haTe  validly 
fliereised  the  powers  of  beqnest  conferred  on  her  by  her  father's 
nttlemeni     Now,  this  shews  an  agreement  by  all   parties 
interasted  as  to  the  import,  meaning,  and  effect  of  the  testament 
iefk  by  Miss  Watherston.    Does  the  Grown  challenge  that  ?    It 
has  been  observed,  more  than  once,  that  the  Crown  is  at  liberty, 
iDd  the  officers  of  the  Crown  are  bonnd  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty,  to  challenge  any  settlement  of  this  kind,  or  of  any 
kind  which  is  detrimental  to  the  interest  of  the  Crown— that  is, 
to  the  interests  of  the  public  of  which  the  Crown  has  charge — 
tt  any  settlement  which  is  made  regarding  the  testament  or 
viU  of  the  deceased  which  is  for  the  purpose  of  defeating  any 
legitimate  rights  of  the  Crown  or  redncing  the  amount  of  its 
lights.   But  we  were  assured  that  there  was  no  suggestion  that 
flufi  was  other  than  a  band  fide  arrangement,  not  detrimental  to 
the  interests  of  the  Crown  in  any  respect;  and  indeed,  if  this 
anangement  had  not  been  made  that  she  was  to  be  dealt  with 
as  hating  by  theee  three  instruments — ^the  meaning  and  legal 
effect  of  which  was  in  some  doubt— made  a  valid  testament,  it 
migbt  well  be  that  the  whole  estate  would  have  gone— or  at 
ksst  some  of  it — not  to  people  who  were  paying  10  per  cent. 
u  Btiangets,  but  to  such  next  of  kin  as  would  have  merely  a 
Ufflinal  snm  to  pay.    But  the  Crown  has  not  challenged  this, 
and  therefore  we  must  take  the  case  on  the  footing  that  Miss 
Wafhenton  died  testate,  and  that  this  agreement  was  her 
Wameni    Now,  the  legades— and  the  only  legacies  which  we 
have  to  deal  with — ^which  are  presented  or  referred  to  in  the 
oae  before  us,  are  the  legacies  which  by  this  agreement  she  is 
h^  to  have  left  by  her  testamentary  instrument,  and  these 
N^es  are  Iefk  free  of  l^acy-duty.    That  is  to  say,  the  amount 
Bf  the  legacy-duty  which,  ii^ithout  a  declaration  of  "free  of 
fcgacy-duty,"  would  have  been  payable  by  the  legatees,  is  an 
idditional  gift  to  them.    That  is  the  meaning  of  it  under 
>irase  21.    If  there  was  no  such  declaration  the  legatee  would 
fcfve  to  pay  on  600/.,  or  1000?.,  or  10,000Z.,  according  to  his 
kindred  or  rektionship  to  the  deceased,  but  it  is  provided  by 
not  21  that  if  the  testament  by  which  the  legacy  in  question 
bgiven  declares  it  to  be  free  of  legacy-duty;  there  shall  be  no 
bty  payable  upon  the  duly. 
Now,  IS  that  not  the  case  with  reference  to  every  one  of  the 
lagades  in  this  deed?    The  case  was  opened  by  Mr.  Chree  on 
k  footing  that  there  was  a  distinction  between  those  legacies 
*d  the  l^acies  in  which  there  was  no  provision  that  they 
l|Kmld  be  free  of  legacy-duty.    I  do  not  see  any  ground  for  the 
btinetion,  and  I  am  somewhat  amazed  at  that  having  been 
KROD  np,  for  the  legacies  are  all  by  this  deed—there  is  no  other* 
Waaie  not  going  into  those  three  documents,  the  meaning  and 
i^tj  and  effect  of  which  were  in  dispute  and  were  settled, 
i^e  are  to  take  only  what  the  parties  legitimately  interested  are 
^Kned  is  to  be  taken  as  the  import  and  effect  of  them.  Therefore, 
( take  the  import  and  effect  that  the  parties  are  agreed  upon— 
Bid  we  are  not  oonoemed  with  anything  etee— with  respect  to 
■^  the  legades  mentioned,  that  th^  are  legacies  by  a  testament 
"these  terms— declaring  that  they  shall  be  free  of  legacy-duty. 
HaSa-UOSL 


And  therefore,  in  my  opinion,  although  it  is  unnecessary  to 
decide  that— the  point  having  been  abandoned— the  Crown  is 
entitled  to  no  duty  whatever  upon  what  is  to  be  paid  in  order 
to  free  those  legacies  of  legacy-duty.  I  think  that  is  really  the 
whole  case. 


LoBD  Tbatmeb. — I  am  of  the  same  opinion.  The  Lord 
Ordinary  has  held  that  the  Crown  is  entitled  to  the  claim  it  is 
now  making,  on  the  ground  that  the  legatees  who  were  declared 
to  be  entitled  to  take  their  legacies  free  of  legacy-duty  are 
taking  nothing  under  the  will  of  Miss  Watherston,  but  are 
taking  what  they  are  getting  purely  under  the  rights  conferri  d 
upon  them  by  the  deed  of  compromise  or  agreement  referred  to 
in  the  course  of  the  debate.  I  dissent  from  that  view.  The 
agreement,  in  my  opinion,  gives  the  legatees  nothing.  It  is  an 
agreement  between  the  legatees  that  the  will  of  Miss  Wather- 
ston should  be  construed  in  a  certain  manner,  but  the  founda- 
tion of  any  legatee's  right  is  the  testamentary  bequest  made  by 
Miss  Watherston.  The  legacies  were  to  be  paid  free  of  duty, 
and  the  duty  payable  is  that  which  efieirs  to  the  actual  amount 
paid  to  the  legatee.  That  duty  must  be  paid  by  the  trustees 
out  of  the  other  funds  belonging  to  the  estate.  But  on  the 
amount  so  paid  as  duty  the  Crown  cannot  claim  duty.  This  I 
think  clear  on  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  G^rge  III.,  referred 
to  in  the  debate. 

LoBD  MoKCBBiFF.— I  am  also  of  opinion  that  the  Lord 
Ordinary's  interlocutor  should  be  recalled.  With  regard  to  the 
only  legatees  with  whom  we  have  to  deal,  I  am  of  opinion  that 
they  take  under  the  will  of  Miss  Watherston.  They  have 
agreed  to  treat  that  as  a  valid  will,  but  to  the  effect  of  only 
getting  one-half  of  what  the  will  gave  them.  They  have  agreed 
to  accept  half  the  legacies  which  they  are  left  by  the  will,  and 
that  is  the  only  alteration  which  is  nutde  by  this  agreement  or 
compromise  upon  the  will  itself.  Now,  the  Crown  contends 
that  sect  28  applies  to  the  casCi  and  only  sect.  23.  In  my 
opinion  both  sects.  2L  and  23  apply.  Sect.  23,  as  I  read  it, 
does  not  add  to  the  Crown's  powers  or  rights  in  any  way ;  it 
restricts  them.  It  is  a  provision  in  favour  of  the  legatee,  and 
in  a  case  where  the  legatee  does  not  receive  the  full  sum 
bequeathed  to  him,  or  where  he  agrees  to  accept  a  smaller  sum, 
the  Crown  is  precluded  by  the  terms  of  the  28rd  section  from 
claiming  duty  upon  the  full  sum  named  in  the  will,  and  that  I 
take  to  be  ^e  sole  meaning  and  effect  of  the  ^rd  section. 
Accordingly,  in  the  present  case,  on  the  one  hand  the  Crown  is 
barred  by  the  28rd  section  from  claiming  duty  upon  any  larger 
sum  than  those  legacies  which  are  received  under  this  wiU,  and 
on  the  other  hand  they  are  precluded  by  the  21st  section  from 
claiming  duty  upon  the  legacy-duty  which  is  to  be  paid  in 
pursuance  of  the  directions  in  the  will  upon  those  reduced 
sums. 

Tub  Coubt  recalled  the  interlocutor  reclaimed  against,  and 
in  respect  of  defenders'  tender,  dismissed  the  action,  with 
expences  to  the  defenders. 
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Union  Bank  op  Scotland,  Limited,  Appellant.— Dwwdcw,  K,C, 

— Pitman, 
Inland  Reybntte,  ReepoDdents. — Jameson,  K,C. — A.  J,  Young. 

3  Praoer  (Court  of  Session.  5th  Series),  771-775. 

Bevenue— Inhabited  House  Dtdy— Different  tenements  oecupied  scldy 
for  business— The  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1878  (41  Viet. 
0. 15),  «.  13,  sub'Bs.  1,  2. 

The  Cufitomfi  aod  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1878,  enacts,  sect.  13,  sab-aect. 
(1) — "Where  any  house  being  one  property  shall  be  divided  into  and 
let  in  different  tenements,  and  any  of  such  tenements  are  occupied 
solely  for  the  purposes  of  any  trade  or  business.  ...  the  Com- 
missioners may  give  relief  from  duty.  (2)  Every  house  or  tenement 
which  is  occupied  solely  for  the  purposes  of  any  trade  or  business,  or 
of  any  profession  or  calling  by  which  the  occupier  seeks  a  livelihood 
or  profit,  shall  be  exempted  from  the  duties  [on  inhabited  houses]  by 
the  said  Commissioners  upon  proof  of  the  facts  to  their  satisfaction, 
and  tlieir  exemption  shall  take  effect  although  a  servant  or  other 
person  may  dwell  in  such  house  or  tenement  for  the  protection 
thereof." 

A  house  of  four  storeys  owned  by  a  bank  was  occupied  as  follows : — 
The  first  floor  by  a  firm  of  writers  to  whom  it  was  let,  and  the  other 
tliree  fl(K)rs  by  the  bank,  the  ground  floor  being  used  as  the  offices  of 
the  bank  and  the  second  floor  as  the  official  residence  of  the  bank 
accountant.  Access  to  all  the  floors  from  the  street  was  by  a  door 
which  opened  into  a  vestibule.  In  the  vestibule  there  was  a  door  to 
tho  bank  office,  a  front  stair  leading  to  the  first  floor,  and  a  door  to  a 
passage  leading  to  tho  bank-agent's  room  and  to  a  back  stair,  which 
was  the  access  to  the  second  floor.  There  was  a  door  between  the 
two  stairs  which  was  kept  locked.  Tiie  flrst  and  second  floors  were 
each  shut  off  from  the  staircase  by  outer  doors  on  the  landings.  From 
the  bank-agenf  s  house  on  the  second  floor  there  was  a  bolt  in  connection 
with  the  lock  of  the  safe  in  the  bank  office. 

The  whole  house,  with  the  exception  of  the  first  floor,  having  been 
assessed  for  Inhabited  House  Duty,  the  bank  appealed,  and  maintained 
that  the  ground  floor  being  occupied  solely  for  the  business  of  banking 
was  entitled  to  exemption.  Hdd,  on  the  facts,  that  there  were  such 
means  of  internal  communication  and  such  structural  connection 
between  the  bank  offices  and  the  house  of  the  agent,  and  also  such 
identity  of  occupation,  that  the  bank  premises  could  not  be  regarded 
as  a  separate  tenement  in  the  sense  of  sect.  13  of  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Act,  1878. 

The  Union  Bank  op  Sootland  appealed  to  the  Gommis- 
f-ioTiers  for  the  general  purposes  of  the  Income-Tax  and 
In^iabited  House  Duty  Acts  against  an  assessraent  made  upon 
them  for  Inhabited  House  Duty  for  the  year  1900-1  on  70^., 
the  annual  yalue  of  bank  and  house  situated  in  English  Street, 
Dumfries,  of  which  they  were  proprietors. 
The  following  were  the  facts  as  found  or  admitted : — 
*'  (2)  The  whole  premises  are  under  one  roof.  These  premises 
consii^t  of  four  floors  (viz.,  sunk,  ground,  first,  and  second 
floors).  Of  these  the  second  and  ground  floors  and  the  whole 
of  the  sunk  floor,  with  the  exception  of  a  store,  which  form  the 
subjects  of  appeal,  are  occupied  by  the  proprietors,  t.e..  the 
bank,  while  the  first  floor  and  a  store  on  the  sunk  floor  are  let 
to  and  occupied  by  a  fiim  of  solicitors,  all  in  manner  after 
described : — 


"(1)  Access  to  the  ground  floor  firom  Engliflh  Stnet  ii 
obtained  by  the  firont  door  of  the  building.  This  door  open 
into  a  yestibule.  From  this  yestibnie  a  stair,  afterwards  called 
the  front  stair,  leads  to  the  first  floor  of  the  building,  a  door 
opens  into  the  telling^room  of  the  bank,  and  another  dooropeiu 
into  a  passage  from  which  access  is  obtained  (a)  to  the  agentli 
room;  (ft)  to  a  washing-house;  (c)  to  the  stair  oonneoting  the 
ground  and  sunk  floors;  (cQ  to  the  back  stair  which  connecti 
the  ground  and  second  floors ;  and  (e)  to  the  beck  doors  of  the 
building.  The  bank  safes  are  situated  between  the  agtnt^s 
room  and  the  telling-room,  and  there  is  a  door  foiming  a  diieet 
access  between  those  two  rooms. 

"(2)  The  second  floor  wholly  consists  of  a  dwelling-hoiw 
occupied  by  the  bank  accountant  ex  officio.  From  this  dwelliog- 
house  a  door  opens  on  to  the  back  stair,  which  fonns  the 
communication  to  the  ground  floor.  This  stair  giyes  access  to 
the  second  floor  only.  From  the  bank  accountant's  house  ob 
this  floor  there  is  a  bolt  in  connection  with  the  lock  of  the 
bank  safe  for  the  cash,  which  bolt  contiohi  the  opening  rf 
the  safe. 

"  (3)  The  sunk  floor  consists  of  (a)  a  store-room  used  it 
connection  with  the  bank  offices ;  (5)  a  ooal-oellar ;  (c)  a  wood- 
cellar ;  (d)  a  small  cellar  not  assigned  to  any  special  use,  tod 
(e)  a  store-room  used  by  a  firm  of  solicitors  who  are  tenaiitBrf 
the  offioe  on  the  first  floor.  ] 

"  (4)  The  washing-house  upon  the  gionnd  floor  is  used  bjr  | 
the  accountant  as  part  of  the   premises   occupied  by  him  i 
ex  officio  as  his  dwelling-house,  and  he  has,  along  with  tii0 
bank,  the  joint  use  of  the  coal-cellar  and  the  wood-cellar  oo  the  . 
sunk  floor. 

"  (6)  The  whole  of  the  first  floor  (with  the  exception  of  the 
space  occupied  by  the  back  stair  leading  from  the  ground  floor 
to  the  second  floor)  is  let  as  an  office  to  and  is  ooonpied  byi 
firm  of  solicitors.  From  this  floor  a  door  opens  on  to  the  frooi 
stair,  which  forms  the  access  to  the  yestibule  on  the  gzooo^ 
floor.  This  stair  giyes  access  to  the  first  floor  only,  and  thi 
occupiers  of  the  oflice  on  that  floor  haye  the  ezolusiye  use  of  it 
Half-way  up  this  stair  there  is  a  door  conmiunicatiog  with  thI 
back  stair,  but  it  has  been  kept  looked  continuously  for  the  M 
two  years,  i.e.,  sinoe  the  first  floor  ceased  to  be  occupied  l^ 
the  former  agent  of  the  bank.  Inhabited  House  Duty  haa  n^ 
been  charged  on  the  rent  of  the  first  floor  sinoe  it  has  bees 
separately  let  as  an  oflice." 

"  After  hearing  parties,  the  CommissionerB  were  unanimoady 
of  opinion  that  the  assessment  had  been  properly  madeontiiB 
subjects  entered  in  the  Yaluation-roll  as  '  bank  and  house' of ^ 
the  annual  yalue  of  70/.,  and  dismissed  the  appeal." 

The  Union  Bank  required  the  Ckxmmissioners  to  state  a  csf^ , 
which  they  did,  setting  forth  the  facts  giyen  aboya 

Argued  for  the  Union  Bank :— The  premises  occupied  for  thtf 
business  purposes  of  the  bank  were  exempted  from  dalf 
because  they  were  occupied  solely  for  the  purposes  of  bnane* 
The  yiew  that  the  occupation  of  subjects,  rather  than  their 
physical  structure,  was  the  proper  test  of  liabilify  was  noi 
excluded  by  the  case  of  Grant  y.  Langston,  (June  U,  189B 
26  Bettie,  1040,  (May  28,  1900)  2  F.  (RXu)  49.  It  to  the 
true  test,  the  actual  separate  and  exolusiye  use  made  of  t 
subject  being  of  more  importance  than  its  constmetioa 
Taking,  however,  in  combination  the  structural  test  and  thftj 
occupation,  there  was  here  a  separate  tenement   There 
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Botiiing  either  legally  or  physically  to  proTent  a  separate  let  of 
iifeB  second  floor,  or  of  the  ground  floor,  just  as  in  fact  there 
VB  a  separate  let  of  the  first  floor.  Each  was  in  fact  a  separate 
teement.  There  was  nothing  to  take  the  subjects  out  of  the 
definition  of  "tenement"  of  the  Lord  President  (loglis)  in  the 
ease  of  Buss^l  v.  Coutts,  (Deo.  14, 1881)  9  Bettie,  261,  at  p.  265. 
Cbrfc  T.  Brims,  (July  7, 1883)  10  Eettie,  1128,  was  no  doubt 
uider  sub-sect.  1  of  section  13,  but  the  circumstances  were 
itty  similar  to  those  of  the  present  case.  There  was  certainly 
«D  greater  physical  separation  there  than  here.  In  Smiles  y. 
(hok,  (March  6, 1886)  18  Bettie,  730,  there  was  less. 
Argued  for  the  Inland  Bevenue: — The  present  case  was 
Afferent  from  Grant  v.  Langston,  (June  24,  1898)  25  Bettie, 
M),  (May  28, 1900)  2  P.  (H.L.)  49,  in  that  here  there  was  not 
inly  internal  communication,  but  also  a  direct  business  conneo- 
L  On  the  facts— and  it  was  really  a  question  of  fact— it 
3  dear  that  there  was  at  once  unity  of  building  and  identity 
if  oo6apation«  There  were  not  here  two  separate  tenements 
aeoording  to  the  definition  of  toDement  by  the  Lord  President 
paghs)  in  Bussell  v.  CoutU,  (Dec.  14, 1881)  9  Bettie,  261,  at 
|k  265,  a  definition  which  had  been  approved  by  the  House 
if  Lords  in  Qrant  y.  Langston.  The  agent  was  not  a  casual 
Inant,  but  was  where  he  was  just  because  of  his  connection 
«&  tike  bank,  for  its  protection  and  convenience.  Corke  y. 
iHmi,yuly  7, 1883)  10  Bettie,  1128,  was  a  decision  on  sub- 
net. 1  of  Mct.  13,  and  did  not  apply.  Subjects  yery  like  those 
ii  ipKstion  had  been  frequently  refused  exemption :  Clerk  y. 
MUk  Linm  Co,,  (June  17, 1885)  12  Bettie,  1133;  Campbell  y. 
Mmd  Revenue,  (Feb.  21, 1880)  7  Bettie,  679.  There  must  be 
complete  structural  severance:  Chapman  y.  Hoyal  Bank  of 
iMand,  (1881)  7  Q.  B.  D.  136. 
Atadyisingf — 

I  LOED  MliABXN.— In  this  case  the  Union  Bank  appeals 
jgumst  an  assessment  for  Inhabited  House  Duty  in  respect  of 
IKmiflea  occupied  by  the  bank  in  English  Street,  Dumfries. 
pe  whole  premises  are  under  one  roof,  and  they  consist  of  a 
bieoiant,  a  ground  floor,  and  first  and  second  floors.  The  first 
Bor  is  let  to  a  firm  of  solicitors  as  writing  chambers,  and  duty 
liot  claimed  by  the  Grown  as  upon  this  floor.  The  rest  of 
it  building  is  occupied  by  the  proprietors,  the  Union  Bank  of 
botiand,  the  ground  floor  being  the  bank  office  where  its 
unnesB  is  transacted,  and  the  second  floor  being  the  official 
kidfiDoe  of  the  accountant  of  the  bank. 
Ldobbb  to  the  yarious  floors  is  proyided  by  internal  staircase& 
ke  bask  apartments  open  separately  into  the  lobby  on  the 
Oand  floor. 

Vhe  first  floor,  as  to  which  no  daim  is  made^  is  shut  off  from 
h  ataircase  by  an  outer  door  at  the  landing;  and  the  second 
Mr  is  also  shut  off  from  the  staircase  by  an  outer  door.  Prom 
M  bank  accountant's  house  on  this  floor  there  is  a  bolt  in 
pneetion  with  the  lock  of  the  safe  in  the  bank  office,  which 
■It  controls  the  opening  of  the  safe.  These  are  the  material 
Kb  as  stated  in  the  printed  case. 

The  bank  claims  exemption  from  taxation  for  the  premises 
teupied  for  the  transaction  of  its  business.  The  exemption  is 
iuDed,  alternatively,  under  the  1st  and  2nd  sulnsections  of 
B6t  13  of  the  Beyenue  Act,  1878  (41  &  42  Vict  c.  15). 

I  think  it  is  sufficiently  dear  that  in  such  a  case  no  claim  of 
Uaption  can  be  admitted  under  the  terms  of  the  1st  suhnsection. 

Ko.  81-1902. 


The  condition  of  a  daim  under  sub-sect.  1  is  that  "a  house 
being  one  property  shall  be  diyided  into  and  let  in  different 
tenements."  Now,  the  only  part  of  this  bank  property  which 
is  let  is  the  first  floor.  It  appears  to  me  to  fulfil  the  prescribed 
condition,  but  I  do  not  express  an  tmqualified  opinion  as  to 
this,  because  the  Crown  has  not  made  a  daim. 

No  other  part  of  the  building  is  let;  the  bank  accountant  is 
not  a  tenant,  but  occupies  the  second  floor  as  part  of  his  emolu- 
ments, and  presumably  only  while  he  continues  in  his  employ- 
ment. On  this  part  of  the  argument  I  shall  say  no  more, 
except  to  point  out  that  in  the  case  of  Grant  y.  Langston, 
2  F.  (H.L.)  49,  at  p.  63,  Lord  Dayey  calls  attention  to  this 
point  and  says—"  Two  conditions  are  required.  It  (the  house) 
must  be  both  divided  into  and  also  let  in  different  tene- 
ments." 

The  effect  of  the  2nd  sub-section  calls  for  more  careful 
consideration.  It  is  in  effect  a  general  exemption  of  every 
house  or  tenement  which  is  occupied  solely  for  the  purposes  of 
any  trade,  business,  profession,  or  calling,  and  then  it  is  added 
that  the  exemption  shall  take  effect  although  a  servant  or  other 
person  may  dwell  in  such  house  or  tenement  for  the  protection 
thereof.  In  order  that  the  bank  may  have  the  benefit  of  this 
exemption  it  must  be  she^n  that  the  part  of  the  building  which 
is  appropriated  to  the  purposes  of  its  business  is  a  "  house  or 
tenement"  taken  by  itsdf,  and  independently  of  its  physical 
connection  with  the  part  occufned  as  the  accountant's  house. 
In  Russell  y.  CotUts,  9  Bettie,  261,  at  p.  265X1  Tax  Gases,  469),  the 
Lord  President  said,—"  With  reference  to  a  case  of  this  nature, 
the  word  'tenement'  in  the  statute  means  part  of  a  house  so 
structurally  divided  and  separated  as  to  be  capable  of  being  a 
distinct  property  or  a  distinct  subject  of  lease."  This  definition 
was  quoted  with  approval  by  two  of  the  noble  Lords  who  took 
part  in  the  judgment  in  Grant  v.  Langston,  2  P.  (H.L.)  49,  at 
p.  53,  and  I  accept  it  as  an  authorised  exposition  of  the  enact- 
ment But  then  we  have  to  determine  on  the  fiacts  of  this  case 
whether  the  bank  piemises  are  thus  structurally  divided  and 
separated  from  the  bank  house  occupied  by  the  accountant. 
One  element  which  has  been  considered  important  is  wanting. 
The  bank  premises  are  not  shut  off  by  a  separate  main-door 
from  the  rest  of  the  building.  The  telling-room  and  tho 
manager's  room  each  conmiunicate  directly  with  the  lobby  and 
staircase  leading  to  other  parts  of  the  building,  and  in  particular 
to  the  acooimtant's  house.  But,  to  my  mind,  the  conclusiyo 
element  is  that  there  is  not  separate  occupancy  in  any  real 
sense.  A  residence  is  provided  for  the  bank  accountant, 
because  it  is  considered  inexpedient  that  the  bank  should  be 
left  unguarded,  and  this  motive  is  yery  clearly  traceable  in  the 
arrangement  by  which  a  bolt,  passing  right  through  the 
building  from  the  bank  safe,  is  controlled  by  the  accountant 
from  his  sleeping  apartment  This  is  structural  connection; 
it  is  at  least  inconsistent  with  the  notion  of  complete  structiiral 
separation ;  and  it  is  plain  that  while  that  connection  exists  the 
second  fioor  could  not  be  let  to,  or  occupied  by,  a  tenant  who 
was  not  an  officer  of  the  bank. 

Without  going  into  farther  detail  on  the  facts  of  the  case, 
my  opinion  is  that  there  are  such  means  of  internal  communi- 
cation, and  such  structural  connection  between  the  apartments 
occupied  directly  by  the  bank  and  the  apartments  occupied  by 
its  accountant,  and  also  such  identity  of  occupation,  as  make 
it  impossible  to  disassociate  the  two  fioors,  and  to  treat  the 
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business  premises  as  a  separate  tenement  in  the  sense  of  the 
18th  section  of  the  Act  of  187a 

The  LoBD  Fbesidbht,  Lobd  Adam,  and  Lobd  Kinnbab 
ooncnired. 

The  Coubt  affirmed  the  determination  of  the  Oommissioners. 


SECOND  DIVISION. 


May  30,  1901. 

Ths  Standard  Life  Assurance  Oompant,  Appellants.— 

Dundas  K.C, — Bhichhum, 

J.  Allan  (Surveyor  of  Taxes),  Bespondent.— 5o?.-0fe/*.  Dickson 

— Young, 

3  Fraser  (Conrt  of  Session,  6th  Series),  805-817. 

Revenue — Income-Tax — Sevenue  earned  abroad — Chnstrudive  remit- 
tance—Ineome-Tax  Act,  1842  (5  <t  6  Vict,  e.  85),  «.  100,  Schedule  JD, 
Cage  iv. 

The  Inoome-Tax  Act,  1842,  sect.  100,  proyides  that  the  duty  charge- 
able under  Schedule  D,  case  iv.,  in  respect  of  interest  from  ooloniul  or 
foreign  securities,  is  to  be  computed  on  the  sums  **  which  have  been  or 
will  be  received  in  Great  Britain.** 

Where  interest  derived  from  the  foreign  and  colonial  investments 
of  a  proprietary  insurance  company  was  not  remitted  home,  but  was 
retained  in  the  countries  where  it  was  earned,  and  was  invested  or 
otherwise  applied  there,  ^^^Zd  (dtM.Lord  Toung)that  by  being  entered 
in  the  company's  accounts,  and  taken  into  account  in  estimating  the 
amount  of  profit  to  be  divided  by  way  of  bonus,  dividend,  or  otherwise, 
it  was  not  oonstmctively  received  in  this  country  so  as  to  be  chargeable 
with  duty  under  case  iv.  of  Schedule  D  of  the  Act. 

Forhe9  v.  Scottish  Provident  Institution,  (Dec.  17,  1895)  23  Bettie, 
322,  followed. 

SeoUish  Mortgage  Co,  of  New  Mexico  v.  Inland  Revenue,  (Kov.  19, 
1886)  14  Bettie,  98,  disHnguighed. 

Qresham  Life  Assurance  Society  v.  Bishop,  [1901]  1  K.  B.  153, 
disapproved. 

The  Standard  Life  Assurance  Company  appealed  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Income-Tax  for  the  county  of  Midlothian, 
against  an  assessment  under  case  iv.,  Schedule  D,  of  the 
Income-Tax  Acts,*  for  the  year  1899-1900,  on  the  sum  of 
123,674?.,  being  the  amount  of  interests  accruing  to  them  in 
Canada,  India,  Denmark,  and  Hungary,  for  the  year  ending 
15th   November,  1898,  which,  according   to   the   company's 

-  ♦  The  Income-Tax  Act,  1842  (5  &  6  Vict.  c.  35),  s.  100, 
enacts, — "The  duties  hereby  granted,  contained  in  the  Schedule 
marked  D,  shall  be  assessed  and  charged  under  the  following 
rules:—    .    .    ." 

Schedule  D,  fourth  case,—"  The  duty  to  be  charged  in  respect  of 

intere^t  arising  from  securities  in  tise  British  plRutations  in  Americn, 

or  ill  liny  other  of  Her  M«jetity"s  dominions  out  of  Greiit  Britain,  and 

fonign  Hecuriiies,  t^xcept  buch  unuuities,  dividends,  and  shares  as  arc 

directed  to  be  charged  under  Sciiediile  0  of  this  Act. 

**  The  duty  to  be  charged  in  respect  thereof  shall  be  computed  on 

a  sum  not  less  than  the  full  amount  of  the  suras  (so  far  as  the 

same  can  bo  computed)  which  have  been  or  will  be  received 

iu  Groat  Britain  in  the  current  year,  without  any  deduction 

or  abatement." 


contention,  were  not  received  in  this  country.  The  interests 
actually  accrued  amounted  to  186,8412.  odd,  from  which  for 
assessable  purposes  the  sum  of  13,167?.  fell  to  be  deducted, 
leaving  the  sum  stated. 

The  Oommissibners,  except  to  the  extent  of  a  sum  of 
1962/.  10s.  6d,  of  bank-deposit  interest  received  abroad,  which 
they  held  did  not  come  within  the  fourth  case  of  Schedule  B, 
dismissed  the  appeal. 

The  company  obtained  a  case,  from  a  joint  minute  of 
admissions  in  which  the  following  facts  appeared  :— 

*'  The  Standard  Life  Aasurance  Company  is  a  proprietary 
company,  which  commenced  business  in  1825,  and  was  estab- 
lished in  1832  by  the  Act  2  WiU.  4,  o.  81.    ... 

"  3.  ...  In  addition  to  their  busin«»  in  the  United  j 
Kingdom,  the  company  carry  on  a  large  amount  of  liib  | 
assurance  business  abroad,  particularly  in  Canada,  Ind]%: 
Denmark,  and  Hungary,  and  had  during  the  year  ending: 
15th  November,  1898,  investments  of  considerable  amount  irf  ■ 
each  of  these  four  countries.  Of  said  investments,  the  sum  of  i 
672,5662. 18».  lOrf.  in  Canada,  and  8388Z.  6«.  Bd,  in  Hungary,  wif ! 
invested  under  the  control  of  the  respective  government  officiaM  | 
of  said  countries  against  the  due  fulfilment  of  the  company^ ' 
obligations  there. 

''4.  The  head  office  of  the  company  is  in  Edinburgh.  Tim 
supreme  control  of  the  mani^ement  and  administratiotn  of  the 
company's  affairs  is  vested  in  a  board  of  directors  there.  Thi 
company  have  boards  of  directors,  local  managers,  and  offioev 
in  Montreal  for  Canada,  Bombay  and  Calcutta  for  Itidia^  aai 
Buda-Pesth  for  Hungary,  with  the  power  of  accepting  isAm 
without  reference  to  the  board  of  directors  at  the  comptatft  ■ 
head  office  in  Edinburgh.  All  investments,  however,  mvtt 
be  referred  to  head  office,  and  be  sanctioned  there  befera 
acceptance.  In  Copenhagen  for  Denmark  there  ia  an  adviaQry 
board,  offices,  and  local  officials,  but  all  business,  whether  as  ta 
lives  or  investments,  must  be  referred  to  the  head  office  i^, 
Edinburgh." 

Art.  5  stated  that  for  the  year  ending  15th  November,  18% 
the  interests  earned  in  the  said  four  countries  amounted  ttr 
136,841?.  lis.  6d.  Art.  8  set  forth  that  this  sum  formed  jart  efi 
the  "  interests  "  entered  in  the  revenue  account  of  the  compaQ|r^ 
for  the  year  ending  at  said  date,  as  given  up  to  the  Board  oiF 
Trade  in  terms  of  the  Life  Assurance  Companies  Act,  1910. 
(33  &  84  Yict.  c.  61),  s.  5.  It  appeared  however  (art.  7)  th* 
"no  part  of  the  said  Canadian,  Indian,  Danish,  and  Hungariair 
receipts  was  remitted  to  the  United  Kingdom  in  forma 
during  the  year  ending  15th  November,  1898,  the  whole 
retained  in  the  countries  where  they  arose,  and  so  far  as 
required  for  meeting  claims  and  other  outgoings,  invested 
otherwise  applied  there." 

It  was  further  stated :— "  9.  By  virtue  of  the  prmciples  u] 
which  life  insurance  companies  are  conducted,  the  wh( 
finances,  including  both  capital  and  income,  of  the  Standarf 
Oi»mpany  are  annually  concentrated  in  the  revenue  account,  il" 
which  is  entered  everything  receivt  d  and  everything  paid  hf 
the  compauy.  In  this  account  and  in  point  of  fact  there  is  do  i 
discrimination  between  the  Standard  Company's  income  aoA; 
the  company's  capital.  When  the  directors  of  the  compaqf ' 
have  any  payments  to  malie  they  are  entitled  to  make  them  edfc 
of  the  first  and  readiest  moneys  which  may  come  into  their 
hands  belonging  to  the  company.    .    .    .    During  the  jest 
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ending  15th  November,  11398,  the  dixectora  of  the  Standard 
Oompany  paid  all  their  liabilities  in  the  United  Kingdom  ont 
of  the  fondfl  in  the  United  Kingdom  at  their  disposal.  It  was 
osneoesBary  to  draw  npon  the  foreign  receipts  for  this  pnrpoee, 
ud  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  did  not  do  so 

"10.  As  appears  firom  said  revenne  aoconnt,  the  company's 
eommon  f^d  amoonted  as  at  16th  Noyember,  1897>  to 
8,665,884;.  15s.  Id.,  and  at  15th  November,  1898,  it  had  increased 
to8,d89,7!24/.  lis.  2<;.,the  difference  (824,839?.  Iftr.  lei.)  being 
aom  of  receipts  over  claims  and  expenses.  This  excess  or 
soiphu  arising  annnally  is  (less  such  balance  as  may  be  added 
to  raserve,  or  carried  forward  or  otherwise  kept  undivided) 
fudly  divisible  qninquennially  (a)  amongst  those  policy-holders 
entitled  to  bonuses,  and  (b)  amongst  the  company's  shareholders* 

"  IL  .  .  .  The  last  quinquennial  invest^ation  took  place  as 

It  15th  November,  1895,  and  the  next  will  take  place  as  at  15th 

HoTomber,  1900.    At  these  quinquennial  investigations  stock 

k  taken  of  the  campany's  assets  and  liabilities.    From  the  sum 

total  of  the  funds  and  investments  is  deducted  the  amount  of 

fte  company's  net  liability  (actuarially  ascertained)  upon  the 

iBBOiBaoe  and  annuity  contracts,  and  the  liability  to  the  share- 

kldeis  for  paid-up  capital  and  reserve.    The  difference  of  the 

mm  by  which  the  former  exceeds  the  latter  represents  the 

iroiitB  of  the  quinquennium.    The  profits  of  the  quinquennium 

W^,  BO  far  as   not  added  to  reserve,  carried  forward,  or 

oibflrm  kept  undivided,  were,  after  the  completion  of  the 

inotfgation,  mainly   distributed   by  way  of  bonuses,  then 

Aebrad  npon  policies,  and  to  a  much  less  extent  by  way  of  the 

drndflod  paid  to  ihe  shareholders  of  the  company  for  each  of 

the  SQooeeding  fi.ve  years,  including  the  year   ending  15th 

Hoiember,  1898.     In  addition  to  the  distribution  of  profits  or 

nrplnfi  made  at  the  end  of  each  quinquennium,  the  company 

ind  it  necessary  in  a  measure  to  anticipate  the  results  of  the 

qnjnqnennium,  and  they  are  in  use,  as  circumstances  shew 

pradont,  to  allow  bonuses  during  the  intermediate  years  both 

to  parties  entitled  to  policies  which  have  matured  and  become 

ciiim8  in  the  interim,  and  also  to  their  shareholders.    In  this 

vay  intttmediate  bonuses  were  paid  upon  policies  which  had 

Inxane  claims,  and  a  bonus  was  paid  to  the  company's  share- 

Inldere  for  the  year  ending  15th  November,  1898." 

It  was  further  admitted  that  the  making  of  investments  and 
flw  earning  of  interest  were  necessary  parts  of  the  ordinary 
InsineBB  of  the  Standard  Life  Insurance  Company,  and  the 
;iBT6Btmflnts  that  that  company  had  abroad  during  the  year 
ioding  15th  November,  1898,  and  the  foreign  interest  earned  by 
It  specified  in  the  fifth  article  of  the  preceding  joint  minute  of 
s,  were  respectively  made  and  earned  by  the  company 

theoidinary  course  of  its  business  and  as  a  necessary  part 
The  foreign  interest  is  regularly  included  in  the 
•oopany's  annual  revenue  account  as  a  distinct  source  of 
pnme,  and  was  duly  taken  into  account  in  arriving  at  the 
.itooont  of  the  profit  earned  by  the  company  available  for  distri- 
lltbn  by  way  of  bonus,  or  dividend,  or  otherwise  as  set  forth 
^  the  tenth  and  eleventh  articles  of  the  said  joint  minute. 

Aigoed  for  the  appellants : — The  case  was  indistinguishable 
Inni  the  case  of  Forbes  v.  Scottish  Provident  Institution^  (Dec  17, 
1H5)  23  Bettie,  322,  which  decided  that  where,  as  here,  interest 
Vtt  not  remitted  home,  but  was  retained  abroad  and  used 
ftdie,  merely  bringing  it  into  account  in  this  country  did  not 
^^^  it  to  duty  under  case  4  of  Schedule  B.  The  on^  dis- 
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tinotion  between  the  cases  was  that  in  the  one  case  it  was  a 
mutual,  and  in  the  other  a  proprietary  company,  a  distinction 
which,  in  a  question  as  to  the  liability  to  du^  on  interest 
earned,  was  immaterial.  Before  there  was  liability  there  must 
be  remittance  or  its  equivalent  An  example  of  the  latter  was 
Scottish  Mortgage  and  Land  Investment  Company  of  New  Mexico 
V.  Commissioners  of  Inland  Bevenue,  (Nov.  19, 1886)  14  Rettie, 
98,  which  was  a  case  of  true  constructive  remittance,  in  no  way 
conflicting  with  the  case  of  Forbes,  and  indirectly  a  strong 
authority  in  favour  of  the  appellanta  The  course  adopted  with 
regard  to  the  foreign  interest  in  that  case  was  an  expedient  to 
save  the  trouble  and  expense  of  remitting  it  from  abroad. 
Capital  sums  raised  on  debenture  in  this  country  were  used  for 
payment  of  dividends  in  place  of  the  interest  earned  abroad. 
Unless  these  payments  out  of  capital  had  been  a  proper  swroga- 
turn  for  the  interest  earned  abroad  they  could  not  legally  have 
been  mada  It  was  only  this  expedient  that  enabled  the  interest 
to  remain  abroad,  and  accordingly,  though  not  remitted  in 
forma  specified,  it  was  held  to  have  been  remitted  constructively. 
These  were  both  cases  decided  on  a  consideration  of  case  4  of 
Schedule  D,  and  direct  authorities  here.  There  were  decisions 
arising  out  of  case  5  of  Schedule  D  which  supported  the 
same  view:  Bartholomay  Brewing  Company  (of  Bochester)  v. 
Wyatt  and  Noble  Dynamite  Trust  Company  v.  Wyatt,  reported 
together,  [1898]  2  Q.  B.  499;  Colquhoun  v.  Brooks,  (1889)  14 
App.  Oas.  493  (Lord  Hersohell,  p.  510,  and  Lord  Macnaghten,  p. 
515).  As  against  these  oases  there  were  only  the  English  oases 
quoted  by  the  respondent,  which  turned  not  on  case  4  but  on 
case  1  of  the  schedule,  and  therefore  did  not  apply.  Fnrther^ 
the  case  of  Oresham  Life  Assuranoe  Society  v.  Bishop,  [1901] 
1  K.  B.  158,  which  was  mainly  relied  on,  proceeded  on  an 
erroneous  conception  of  the  decisions  in  the  cases  of  Forbes  and 
Scottish  Mortgage  Company,  which  it  professed  to  follow,  and 
in  any  event  could  not  stand  against  these  cases. 

The  appellants  stated  further  that  they  desired  to  reserve 
their  right  to  maintain  in  a  higher  Oourt  the  argument  rejected 
by  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  EngLind  in  the  case  of  the  Clerical 
Medical  and  General  Life  Assurance  Society  v.  Carter,  22  Q.  B.  D. 
444,  and  by  the  First  Division  of  the  Court  of  Session  in 
Scotland  in  the  case  of  the  Scottish  Mortgage  Company,  to  the 
effect  that  where  the  earning  of  interest  is  a  necessary  part  of 
the  business  of  a  company,  such  interest  does  not  fall  to  be 
assessed  under  case  4,  but  under  case  1  of  Schedule  D. 

Argued  for  the  respondent : — The  case  of  Oresham  was  indis- 
tinguishable from  and  proceeded  on  a  consideration  of  all  the 
authorities  quoted  in  the  present  casa  It  did  not  foUow  the 
case  of  Forbes,  but  was  the  independent  decision  of  the  English 
Judges,  which  they  said  was  also  the  view  of  the  Scotch  Judges 
in  Forbes.  This  was  a  single  business  conducted  and  managed 
by  a  home  offica  Everything  in  the  revenue  account  was  either 
capital  or  income,  and  interest  must  be  income.  No  disposal  of 
profits  was  possible  eicept  on  the  authority  of  the  home  offica 
In  these  circumstances  investments  made  abroad  with  revenue 
earned  abroad  were  just  equivalent  to  sending  money  home  and 
sending  it  out  again.  No  doubt  it  was  not  sent  home  in  forma 
specific,  but  taking  it  into  account  was  sufficient,  if  taken  in  so 
as  to  bring  out  the  amount  dealt  with.  It  was  paid  to  the 
company  in  this  country  when  it  was  dealt  with  according  to 
its  orders.  It  was  not  necessary  that  the  money  should  be 
actually  received  in  this  countiy.    It  was  taken  into  account  in 
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ertlmating»  uid  went  to  swbII  the  amount  of,  the  pzofits,  and 
the  question  whether  income  tax  was  exigible  or  not  eonld  not 
depend  on  how  the  profits  were  afterwards  disposed  of.  What 
was  paid  in  diyidends  and  bonuses  was  swelled  by  these  foreign 
interests,  and  haying  been  so  taken  into  account  and  dealt  with 
they  must  be  held  to  have  been  remitted  home.  This  case  was 
on  all-fours  with  the  Scottish  Mortgage  Company.  The  case  of 
Forbes  was  not  applicable  to  the  case  of  a  proprietary  company 
carrying  cm  business  in  the  countries  whexe  its  funds  where 
invested.  It  was  a  ease  of  a  mutual  insurance  company,  with 
no  shareholders,  carrying  on  business  only  in  the  United  King- 
dom. In  that  case  the  ground  of  decision  was  that  the  money, 
although  brought  into  account,  was  not  so  brought  in  order  to 
strike  a  balance,  as  here,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  bonuses  and 
diyidends. 

The  respondent  also  made  reference  to  the  following  cases : 
—  Universal  Life  Assurance  v.  Bishop,  (1899)  4  Tax  Oases,  189; 
Norwich  Union  Fire  Insurance  Company  v.  Magee,  (1896)  8  Tax 
Cases,  457;  ApthorpeJpr,  Peter  8choenhofen  Brewing  Company, 
(1899)  4  Tax  Oases,  41 ;  8t.  Louis  Breweries  y.  Apthorpe,  (1898) 
4  Tax  Oases,  111 ;  Frank  Jones  Brewing  Company  y.  Apthorpe, 
(1898)  4  Tax  Cases,  6. 

At  advising, — 

LoBD  JusTioH-OLHnK.— The  controversy  here  between  the 
Standard  life  Assurance  Company  and  the  Inland  Reyenue, 
which  we  are  called  upon  to  decide,  arises  under  Schedule  D, 
case  4,  of  sect  100  of  the  Income-Tax  Act  of  1842,  which  relates 
to  the  duty  to  be  chafed  in  respect  of  interest  arising  from 
foreign  secoritieB  which  is  to  "  be  computed  on  a  sum  not  less 
than  the  full  amount  of  the  sums  (so  &r  as  the  same  can  be 
computed)  which  haye  been  or  will  be  received  in  Great  Britain 
in  the  current  year,  without  any  deduction  or  abatement."  The 
whole  question  turns  on  the  words  "which  haye  been  or  will  be 
received  in  Great  Britain.''  The  hcia,  as  stated  in  the  case, 
are  that  the  appellants  had  in  foreign  countries  and  in  India 
large  sums  invested  under  the  control  of  the  Government 
officials  of  these  ooimtries,  as  security  for  the  due  fulfilment  of 
the  appellants'  obligations  in  these  countries.  The  question 
relates  to  the  receipts  from  these  inyestments  in  certain 
countries,  and  the  case  states  that  no  part  of  these  "  was 
remitted  to  the  United  Kingdom  in  forma  specified  during  the 
year  ending  15th  Noyember,  1898,  the  whole  bdng  retained  in 
the  countries  where  they  arose,  and  so  far  as  not  required  for 
meeting  claims  and  other  outgoings,  invested  or  otherwise 
applied  there." 

These  sums  entered  the  appellants'  revenue  account  for  the 
year  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the  Life  Assurance 
Companies  Act,  and  it  is  the  annual  practice  to  include  these 
interests  in  the  appellants'  revenue  account,  and  th^  are  taken 
into  account  in  arriving  at  the  amount  of  profit  made  by  the 
company. 

The  directors  of  the  appellants'  company  paid  all  their  liabili- 
ties in  Great  Britain  out  of  funds  in  their  hands  in  that  country. 
No  part  of  the  proceeds  of  the  foreign  inyestments  was  api^ed 
for  that  purpose,  or  was  distributed  among  the  proprietors. 

The  real  question  in  the  case  is  whether  the  words  of  case  4 
in  Schedule  D,  *'  receiyed  in  Great  Britain,"  apply  to  these  pro- 
ceeds. The  respondent  maintains  that  they  do,  they  haying 
entered  the  reyenue  accounts  of  the  appellants,  and  tiiat  that 


aavrants  to  their  having  been  received  in  this  oonntry.  h 
support  of  tiiis  view,  he  appeals  to  the  English  dedsbn  in  tba 
case  of  The  Chesham  Life  Assurance  Society  v.  Biskop,mi\o^ 
case  of  2%«  Scottish  Mortgage  Company  of  New  Mexico  v.  Ih 
Inland  Revenue  Commissioners.  The  latter  of  these  two  oases 
seems  to  me  to  be  essentially  distinguishable  from  the  present 
case.  In  the  New  Mexico  case  the  company  saved  the  ezpeoss 
of  .the  actual  transmission  of  money— I  do  not  mean  in  specie^ 
but  in  the  ordinary  course  of  meroantile  business  from  abroad— 
for  the  payment  of  diyidends  by  the  expedient  of  using  capitsl 
sums  raised  on  debenture  loans  in  this  country  to  pay  ifae 
diyidends,  and  using  the  profits  in  the  foreign  country  instead 
of  the  debenture  money  for  investment  abroad.  In  that  ease 
plainly  the  interests  earned  in  the  foreign  country  weiebroaght 
into  account  and  applied  in  Great  Britain.  The  company  oonld 
not  legally  diyide  the  debenture  mon^  as  profits,  and  the 
inyestments  made  abroad  were  truly  representative  of  the 
debenture  money,  and  the  debenture  money  applied  in  Gnat 
Britain  was  truly  an  application  of  the  profits  made  abroai 
Therefore  that  money  was  as  truly  **  receiyed  in  Great  Britain' 
as  if  it  had  been  remitted  in  forma  speoifled,  or  by  tbe  nsosl 
modes  of  transmission  by  which  specie  transmissionB  an 
avoided.  But  the  ^'  receiving  in  Great  Britain  "  was  indispa- 
table.  That  case  therefore  does  not  in  essential  partlcnlas 
resemble  the  case  we  are  dealing  with.  The  case  of  the  Qftikff» 
Ajssurance  Society  has  a  much  closer  resemblance  to  the  pioseni 
The  learned  Judges  who  decided  it  seem  to  have  consideEed 
that  the  view  they  took  in  that  case  was  supported  in  the  ease 
of  Forbes  y.  The  Scottish  Provident  Institution,  decided  in  fte 
First  Division  of  this  Court.  I  cannot  agree  with  that  Tiew . 
The  case  of  Forbes  seems  to  me  to  be  in  direct  conflict  wtili 
the  decision  in  the  case  of  Chresham,  and,  if  rightly  decided,  to 
rule  the  present  case.  The  rubric  of  that  case,  whioh  Teiy 
correctly  represents  the  decision  given,  is : — 

"  Where  interest  derived  from  the  oolonial  inyestments  of  & 
society  for  mutual  assurance  was  not  remitted  home,  bnt  vaa 
reinvested  abroad,  held  that  by  being  entered  in  the  society^ 
accounts  it  was  not  constructively  remitted  to  this  oonntiT  so 
as  to  be  chai^eable  with  duty  under  case  4  of  SchedoleD  of  the 
Inoome-Tax  Act,  1842." 
That  seems  to  be  an  exact  description  of  the  present  caaa 
In  that  case,  as  in  this  case,  the  sums  of  profit  made  in  the 
foreign  country  were  entered  in  the  company's  statement  of 
affairs.  The  question  is  whether  that  fact  alone,  whiob,  as  the 
Lord  President  points  out,  is  conmion  to  all  business  perswe 
and  companies  having  investments  out  of  the  kingdom,  oonsti' 
tutes  receiying  of  the  sums  in  Great  Britain— in  other  wordsi 
does  information  to  the  investment-holder  that  he  has  made 
that  profit  on  his  foreign  investment  ipso  facto  oonstitnte  I 
receiving  of  it  here?  I  am  of  opinion  that  it  was  rightly  hdd 
in  the  case  of  Forbes  that  it  did  not,  and  therefore  that  in  this 
case,  which  seems  to  me  to  be  practically  identical  with  ii,  tiie 
decision  of  the  Commissioners  was  wrong. 

LoBD  YouNO.~I  agree  with  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
Commissioners  here,  and  think  the  appeal  ought  to  be  reAiaei 

Lord  Tbatnib.— I  think  the  dedsion  of  the  OommisBionen 
is  wrong.  The  duty  for  which  that  decision  finds  the  appellaaiB 
liable  is  a  duty  on  interest  arising  Anho  se<mritieB  in  Hii 
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Hajesty's  dominions  out  of  Great  Britain^  and  from  foreign 

Rcnritie&    Bat  such  interest  is  only  liable  for  duty  on  the 

HDonnt  thereof  "reoeived  in  Great  Britain,"  and  it  appears  to 

DO  that  no  part  of  the  interest  on  which  duty  is  now  claimed 

vaserer  reoeiyed  in  Gooat  Britain.    The  contrary  is  set  forth 

in  the  serenth  article  of  the  case  before  ns,  where  it  is  stated 

tiiat  no  part  of  the  interest  in  qnestion  was  remitted  to  the 

Umted  Kingdom,  but  was  retained  and  applied  in  the  country 

where  it  arosa    I  do  not  fail  to  notice  that  this  statement  is 

palifled  by  the  expression  that  the  interest  was  never  remitted 

'in forma  specified,'*  and  that  "the  foreign  interest  is  regularly 

jneinded  in  the  company^s  annual  revenue  account  as  a  distinct 

looioe  of  income,  and  was  duly  taken  into  account  in  arriving 

fit  the  amount  of  the  profit  earned  by  the  company  available  for 

&tn'bution  by  way  of  bonus  or  dividend/'  &c.  These  facts  are 

:»l  incoDsiBtent  with  the  fact  that  the  interest  was  not  received 

Ji  Great  Britain.    I  concede  that,  in  order  to  make  the  foreign 

fktereet  liable  in  duty,  it  is  not  necessary  that  it  should  be 

vWmtted  "in  forma  specificdy^  if  that  means  remitted  in  coin. 

iinything  equivalent  to  money,  or  which  can  be  turned  into 

Twsey,  will  do.    Nothing  of  that  kind  occurred  here.    The 

;«ilj  thing  which  was  done  was  that  the  foreign  branches 

.Mjiorted  60  much  interest  earned  and  obtained,  which  appeared 

^  tiie  appellants'  aooonnta  as  part  of  their  assets.    But  that 

•■el  was  kept  where  it  was  earned  and  got,  and  there  applied. 

ItwttBot  needed  for  any  disbursement  (either  in  dividend  or 

.  otiiflTOe)  which  the  appellants  had  to  make  in  Great  Britain, 

ttd  in  &ct  was  not  so  applied  (art.  9  of  the  case).    In  the 

*wb  of  the  Lord  President  in  Forhes*  case,  23  Bettie,  827,— 

•Hiere  is  nothing,  as  far  as  appears,  done  with  the  colonial 

intenstB  in  question  except  to  leave  them  where  they  are." 

•I  cumot  distinguish  this  case  in  principle  from  Forbes*  case, 

>i»d  I  am  prepared  now  to  repeat  the  decision  there  given. 

Iiespectfully  dissent  from  the  judgment  given  in  the  case  of 

^«*w».    I  venture  to  think  that  there  is  no  room  for  the 

,iiew  that  the  statute  contemplates  or  provides  for  any  "  con- 

jilroetive''  remittance.    I  think  there  is  no  remittance  provided 

:^flMept  actual  remittance— not  necessarily  money  or  coin, 

iivtof  something  equivalent  in  the  market  to  money,  and  that 

'<■&  there  be  turned  into  money.    I  cannot  hold  that  a  mere 

1^^  hyaforeign  or  colonial  branch  to  the  head  office  in  Great 

pDtein,  that  so  nluch  interest  has  been  earned  and  is  retained, 

ihaRmittanoe  either  constructive  or  real.    In  the  decision  in 

jibe  case  of  Oresham  a  reference  ia  made  to  the  case  of  Scottish 

'^Mtrigage  Company  of  New  Mexico,  decided  in  the  First  Division 

jrf  this  Court  in  1886,  as  being  a  decision  "  exactly  in  point." 

jl  think,  with  great  deference,  that  that  is  not  so.    In  my  view 

'ftetwo  eases  are  essentially  different    In  the  New  Mexico  case 

fc  fccts  were  that  the  company  had  raised  capital  by  deben- 

*tt«  in  this  country,  which  they  could  not  legally  apply  in 

Wnsnt  of  dividends,  and  which  was  intended  for  foreign 

'^^'^Bbnent;  that  at  the  same  time  they  had  interest  earned 

*|>ttd,  which  could  be,  and  was  at  that  time  to  be,  applied  in 

ditidends  in  this  country.    But  instead  of  sending  the  deben- 

j  tee  capital  abroad  for  investment  and  receiving  the  foreign 

,;  Jjj***  **  ^0°*®  for  payment  of  dividends,  they  directed  the 

Wden  of  the  foreign  interest  to  invest  it,  and  to  that  extent 

^  <»pital  at  home  would  be  retained  and  applied  in  payment 

[  ^  di^idendB.    The  one  was  the  surrogatum  for  the  other.    In 

Aorl,  what  the  company  did  was  this :  they  held  the  money  in 


their  hands  to  be  interest,  and  used  it  as  such  in  Gieat  Britain* 
directing  that  an  equivalent  sum  should  be  held  abroad  as 
capital,  and  used  there  as  such.  In  this  way  the  company  did 
get  money  in  this  country  out  of  foreign  interest  to  pay  their 
dividends,  and  did  pay  it.  I  think  that  case  quite  consistent 
with  the  case  of  Forbes,  The  facts  are  essentially  different. 
But  the  facts  in  Forbes'  case  and  the  present  case  appear  to  me 
to  be  the  same,  and  the  result  (as  in  Forbes'  case)  is  that  the 
foreign  interests,  "  lefl^  where  they  are,"  are  not  liable  in  duty. 

Lord  Moncreiff.— Although  the  statute  which  we  have  to 
interpret  was  passed  in  1842,  there  are  few  decisions  to  guide 
us.  Two  Scottish  and  two  English  cases  were  chiefly  relied  on. 
The  earlier  in  date  of  the  SoottlBh  cases.  The  Scottish  Mortgage 
Company  of  New  Mexico  v.  M'Kdvie,  14  Bettie,  98,  is  claimed  by 
the  Surveyor  as  an  authority  in  his  favour;  the  appeUants,  on 
the  other  hand,  found  on  the  later  case  of  Forbes  v.  Scottish 
Provident  Institution,  23  Bettie,  822. 

The  English  declBions,  both  of  which  were  decided  within 
the  last  year,  are  The  Gresham  Life  Assurance  Society  v.  Bishop, 
and  The  Universal  Life  Assurance  Society  v.  Bishop.  They  are 
both  adverse  to  the  appellants ;  but  however  worthy  of  respectful 
consideration  they  may  be,  they  are  not  binding  on  us;  and, 
moreover,  they  seem  to  a  certain  extent  to  have  proceeded  on  a 
misapprehension  of  the  decisions  of  this  Court  in  the  cases  of 
The  Scottish  Mortgage  Company  of  New  Mexico  and  Forbes, 

We  have  therefore  to  interpiet  the  statute  for  ourselves,  with 
the  aid  of  such  light  as  those  decisions  and  the  opinions  of  the 
learned  Judges  who  decided  them  afford. 

The  Crown's  claim  is  made  under  the  4th  case,  sect.  100, 
Schedule  D,  of  the  Statute  of  1842.  The  duty  to  be  charged  on 
securities  out  of  Great  Britain  is  to  be  "  computed  on  a  sum 
not  less  than  the  full  amount  of  the  sums  (so  fiEu:  as  the  same 
can  be  computed)  which  have  been  or  will  be  received  in  Great 
Britain  in  the  current  year,  without  any  deduction  or  abate- 
ment." The  words  to  be  construed  are  ''which  have  been 
received  in  Great  Britain."  The  words  "  or  will  be  received" 
do  not,  in  my  opinion,  affect  the  question.  They  simply 
provide  for  an  estimate  based  upon  the  practice  and  require- 
ments of  the  taxpayer,  this  being  necessary  because  the  return 
has  to  be  made  before  the  expiry  of  the  financial  year. 

Parties  are  agreed  on  the  facts  of  this  case ;  and  amongst  the 
facts  admitted  are  the  following :— "  First,  that  the  whole  of 
the  interests  earned  abroad,  amounting  to  186,8412.  lis.  6c{., 
were  retained  in  the  countries  where  they  arose,  and  so  far  as 
not  required  for  meeting  claims  and  other  outgoings,  invested 
or  otherwise  applied  there."  Thus  the  interests  in  question 
were  not  remitted  to  or  received  in  Great  Britain  during  the 
year  of  assessment. 

The  second  point  (which  is  also  a  matter  of  admission)  is 
that  it  was  unnecessary  to  draw  on  the  foreign  receipts  in 
question  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  company's  liabilities  or 
dividends  and  bonuses  in  the  United  Kingdom.  The  appellants 
had  ample  funds  in  this  country  which  they  were  entitled  to 
use  for  all  these  purposes. 

In  my  opinion  these  facts  are  sufficient  to  exempt  the 
interests  in  question  from  taxation  under  the  4th  case,  which, 
as  I  read  it,  requires  that  the  interests  to  be  taxed  must  either 
have  been  actually  remitted  to  and  received  in  Great  Britain, 
i  or«  according  to  the  practice  and  requirements  of  the  trader. 
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should  haye  been  remitted  daring  the  year  of  assessment. 
This  Tiew  reoeiTes  corzoboration  &om  the  terms  of  the  108th 
section  of  the  statute^  which  prescribes  the  pkces  at  which 
profits  on  foreign  or  colonial  possessions  or  securities  (taxed 
under  the  5th  case)  which  are  "  imparted  into  Oreat  Britain/' 
are  to  be  charged.  Those  words  are  used  in  the  same  sense  as 
"received''  in  the  4th  case. 

It  remains  to  consider  the  grounds  on  which  the  surveyor 
contends  for  a  wider  construction  of  the  4th  case.  Towards 
the  close  of  his  argument  the  learned  Solicitor-General  (unless 
I  entirely  misapprehend  his  answers  to  questions  from  the 
Bench)  pleaded  his  case  as  high  as  this^  that  if  a  trader  or 
investor  in  this  country,  to  whom  interest  on  foreign  seouritieB 
becomes  due,  sends  directions  to  his  agent  abroad  not  to  remit 
the  interest  to  this  country,  but  to  invest  it  or  pay  debts  with 
it  abroad,  or  directs  the  debtor  to  pay  the  money  into  bank 
abroad,  or  indeed  gives  any  directions  for  its  disposal,  such 
interest  must  be  held  to  have  been  "  received  in  Great  Britain." 
I  was  at  first  surprised  at  the  answer,  because  it  appeared  to 
leave  no  case  to  which  the  limiting  words  in  the  4th  case 
could  apply;  but  I  must  assume  that  the  Crown's  argument 
required  it. 

Ooming  more  closely  to  the  facts  of  this  case,  the  Crown's 
claim  is  mainly  rested  on  this,  that  the  interests  accrued  on 
foreign  securities  are  regularly  entered  in  the  appellants' 
revenue  account  for  the  year,  and  go  to  swell  the  profits  for 
the  year,  according  to  the  amount  of  which  the  dividend  and 
bonus  for  the  year  are  fixed  and  paid.  It  is  therefore  argued 
that  those  interests,  having  been  brought  into  account  and 
constructively  applied  in  payment  of  liabilities,  or  in  payment 
of  dividend  and  bonus,  must  be  held  to  have  been  "received" 
in  this  country.  The  answer  is  that,  although  the  interests  on 
foreign  securities  are  necessarily  entered  in  the  annual  revenue 
account,  and  taken  into  consideration  in  ascertaining  the 
amount  of  the  profits  and  arranging  for  their  division,  they 
are  not,  in  point  of  flAct,  remitted  to  and  received  in  Great 
Britain,  and  they  are  not  required  for  the  discharge  of  any  of 
the  appellants'  liabilities  or  purposes  here.  It  appears  from 
the  9th  statement  that  the  company  are  entitled  to  treat,  and 
uniformly  treat,  capital  and  income  on  precisely  the  same 
footing,  and  to  make  any  payments  which  they  are  required  to 
make  out  of  the  first  and  readiest  moneys  which  come  into 
their  hands.  Besides,  there  is  nothing  in  the  case  to  shew  that 
the  income  actually  received  in  this  country  was  not  sufficient 
for  all  payments  which  required  to  be  made  here.  Thus  in  no 
sense  were  the  interests  in  question  received  in  Great  Britain, 
they  were  not  remitted,  and  they  were  not  required. 

Reliance  is  placed  on  the  fact  that  the  supreme  control  and 
management  of  the  company's  afi&urs  is  vested  in  a  board  at 
Edinburgh.  I  fail  to  see  the  relevancy  of  this  consideration. 
The  statute  assumes  that  the  person  entitled  to  the  interest 
is  resident  in  Great  Britain;  his  liability  depends  on  t^e 
interest  reaching  him  there,  and  not  upon  the  directions  which 
he  gives  as  to  its  application. 

This  brings  me  to  The  Scottish  Mortgage  Company  of  New 
Mexico  V.  M'Kelvie, 

It  is  impossible  to  read  the  anxiously  expressed  opinion  of 
the  Lord  President  Inglis  without  seeing  that  he  regarded  it 
as  a  very  special  case.  The  business  of  the  company  was 
carried  on  by  borrowing  money  in  this  country  at  low  rates 


and  lending  it  on  American  securities  at  high  rates,  the  prallt 
consisting  of  the  differenoe.  The  only  money  which  vib 
properly  applicable  to  payment  of  dividends  and  liahilitieB  in 
this  country  was  the  interest  earned  abroad  upon  foreign 
securities,  which,  accordingly,  ought  to  have  been  regularly 
remitted  to  this  country.  Strictly  speaking,  the  campany  had 
no  right  to  apply  the  money  which  they  borrowed  in  this 
country  to  those  purposes;  but,  for  the  sake  of  convenience 
and  to  avoid  trouble  and  expense,  the  company,  insteed  of 
ordering  all  the  interest  to  be  sent  home,  and  sending  out  til 
the  borrowed  money  raised  on  debenture  to  be  invested  in 
America,  retained  out  of  the  borrowed  money  a  sum  sufScient 
to  pay  all  the  working  expenses  in  Great  Britain,  inteieet  to 
debenture-holders  and  depositors,  and  a  dividend,  and  directed 
an  equivalent  amount  of  the  interest,  which  would  otherwifle 
have  been  remitted,  to  be  retained  abroad  and  invested.  Thw 
one  siun  was  set  against  the  other,  and  formed  a  proper 
surrogatum  for  it.  The  Lord  President  concludes  his  opinion 
thus  (14  Eettde,  102) :— "  So  that,  according  to  the  way  in  which 
this  company  keeps  its  books,  it  has  really  converted  a  ram 
which  was  received  in  this  country  as  capital  into  an  eqninlent 
for  the  interest  upon  the  foreign  securitieB,  and  i*  fcprewUi 
in  their  hooks  interests  upon  these  foreign  securities.  Now,  in 
these  circumstances,  it  appears  to  me  quite  impossible  for  the 
company  to  mftintftiTi  that  they  have  not  received  that  interesk 
They  have  received  it  in  this  most  proper  sense  of  the  ten^ 
that  it  enters  their  books  in  this  country  as  such  interest,  and 
is  paid  away  as  such.  I  am  therefore  of  opinion  that  the  do^f  ii 
rightly  charged  under  the  4th  case,  and  that  the  deUvewwe 
of  the  Commissioners  ought  to  be  affirmed." 

The  finding  of  the  Commissioners,  which  the  Court  affinned, 
was  in  these  terms  (14  Rettie,  100) :— "  19.  The  CommifflioneB 
found  (1)  that  the  profits  of  the  company  were  of  the  natnij 
described  in  the  third  clause.  Schedule  D,  sect.  2,  of  16  &  1« 
Vict.  c.  84;  (2)  that  the  assessment  fell  to  be  imposed  on  the 
ftdl  amount  of  the  sums  which  had  been  received  in  the 
United  Kingdom  in  the  year  of  assessment,  and  that,  according 
to  the  rule  in  the  4th  case,  sect.  100,  of  6  &  6  Vici  c  35,  duty 
was  chargeable  on  the  profits  of  the  company,  which  had  hem 
brought  into  account  in  their  books  in  Glasgow,  in  so  fitf* 
such  profits  had  been  applied  to  the  payment  of  inteirt 
dividends,  debit  balance,  and  preliminary  expenses,  in  lop^t 
that,  by  being  so  brought  into  account  and  applied,  th^  Vi^ 
be  held  to  have  been  received  in  this  country  in  exchange  for 
an  equivalent  sum  raised  in  this  country  and  invested  abroad* 
but  not  upon  the  profits  which  had  been  carried  forward,  eian 
although  such  profits  had  been  brought  into  account  in  the 
books  of  the  company  at  Glasgow,  in  respect  that  they  had  not 
yet  been  actually  dealt  with  and  applied  as  money  leceived  in 
this  cotmtry." 

The  difference  in  the  facts  from  those  in  the  present  case  will 
at  once  be  observed.     Here  it  was  not  necessary  that  the 
interests  should  be  remitted,  and  they  were  not  dealt  with  as 
having  been  remitted,  because  there  were  ample  funds  which, 
according  to  the  practice  and  powers  of  the  company,  they  were ' 
in  use  legitimately  to  apply  to  all  payments  to  be  made  in 
Great  Britain  or  elsewhere.    In  my  opinion,  the  true  explana-  ' 
tion  of  the  judgment  in  The  Scottish  Mortgage  Company  ofKf» 
Mexico  is  that  it  proceeded  upon  the  footing  of  bar  or  estoppel  | 
The  funds  raised  in  this  country  for  the  purpose  of  investment"  ] 
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ateoad  oonld  not  legally  be  applied  in  payment  of  debts  and 
nihilities  dne  in  this  oountry,  and«  therefore,  the  company 
wold  not  be  heard  to  plead  that  the  interest  which  was  entered 
m  their  books  as  haTing  been  reoeiTed  had  not  been  remitted. 

The  material  facts  in  Forbes'  case  were  simply  these:  The 
diractoEi  had  lent  ont  considerable  smns  in  Aostralia  and  else- 
where  oat  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  interest  denved  from 
tiioe  loans  in  the  year  1892  amounted  to  90,359/.  85.  9d.  That 
inleieBt  was  wholly  deposited  with  the  company's  bankers  in 
flwooimtiy  where  it  was  collected;  and  not  being  required  to 
,  aeot  charges  against  the  common  fond  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
ft  WIS  not  remitted  to  this  ooimtry  in  forma  specified,  but,  in 
tanoB  of  the  institution's  power,  it  was  lent  out  as  opportunity 
ofaed  in  the  name  of  the  corporation.  It  formed  part  of  the 
iBtenst  entered  in  the  revenue  account  of  the  institution  for 
tte  jear  ending  31st  December,  1892,  as  given  up  to  the  Board 
sf  Trade  in  terms  of  the  Life  Assurance  Companies  Act,  1870 
^  &  34  Vict,  c  61),  s.  6.  No  distribution  of  surplus 
took  place  in  the  year  1892,  the  last  septennial  investigation 
into  the  affiurs  of  the  institution  having  taken  place  in  1887, 
when,  oat  of  a  surplus  amounting  to  1,051,085/.  &.,  850,845/. 
ted  been  retained,  and  700,690/.  apportioned  among  the  purtici- 
litiiig  members. 

It  was  held  that,  upon  these  facts,  the  case  for  the  Crown  had 

fttkd.  Lord  President  Bobertson  said  (28  Bettie,  327):—'*  On  the 

altBtttire  argument  on  case  d  of  Schedule  D,  I  think  the  facts 

MthdCrown.    There  is  nothing,  as  far  as  appears,  done  with 

lb  colonial  interests  in  question  except  to  leave  them  where 

flay  aia    The  phrase  'constructive  remittance,'  in  the  second 

9oeiy  in  these  cases,  is  one  which,  if  used  at  all,  requires  to  bo 

cueAilly  goarded.    As  employed  in  the  present  argument,  it 

would  practically  obliterate  the  limitation  in  the  rule  of  case  4. 

Srery  man  and  every  company  having  foreign  or  colonial 

Javestments  of  course  knows  of  the  interest  arising  from  them 

Mes  note  of  it,  and  enters  it  in  any  statement  of  affairs  which 

M^  require  to  be  made  up.    But  this  will  never  make  the 

'  lenst  'receiyed  in  the  United  Kiogdom.'    The  New  Mexican 

ie  was  totally  different" 

ThesB  words  seem  to  me  exactly  to  fit  the  present  case.  They 
liiTe  been  interpreted  by  the  respondent  as  meaning,  merely, 
fiiak  all  that  was  done  in  Forbes*  case  was  that  the  interest 
Mtsied  the  coriK>ration's  accounts.  But  that  is  not  so,  because 
ft^ypears  from  the  statement  of  admitted  facts  with  reference 
ts  which  the  Loi'd  Prudent  was  speaking,  that  the  interest 
was  not  only  left  abroad,  but,  as  here, "  was  lent  out  as  opportu- 
Bity  offered  in  name  of  the  corporation." 
The  only  difference  that  cati  be  suggested  is  that,  as  there  was 
I  dividoQ  of  surplus  duriog  the  year  of  assessment,  the  foreign 
litetest  had  not  been  taken  into  consideration  for  the  purpose 
if  fiijikg  the  amount  and  division  of  profits.  But  that  is  surely 
Ma  material  fact.  The  fact  that  the  taxpayer  takes  note  of 
ftenoount  of  interest  received  abroad  in  regulating  his  expendi- 
iiie  (whether  in  payment  of  dividend  or  otherwise)  cannot 
iftet  the  question,  unless  the  interest  either  has  been  or  should 
^ve  been  remitted  in  order  to  meet  the  expenditure. 

I  therefore  regard  the  case  of  Forbes  as  an  authority  of  our 
4'va  Court  in  favour  of  the  appellants. 

^  iiiets  in  the  ease  of  Gresham  closely  resemble  those  in  the 
littOit  case,  aa  aivpeara  from  the  condse  statement  of  them  in 
tiienihfio:— "An  inauranoe  society  carried  on  their  business  in 


the  United  Kingdom,  and,  by  means  of  local  agents  or  managers, 
in  foreign  countries.  The  business  was  entire  and  indivisible, 
and  was  managed  by  a  board  of  directors  in  London.  The 
society  possessed  funds  invested  in  foreign  countries  in  which 
they  did  no  business.  The  interest  on  these  investments  was 
either  reinvested  in  those  countries,  remitted  directly  to  other 
foreign  countries  for  investment,  or  remitted  to  London.  They 
also  possessed  funds  invested  in  foreign  countries  in  which  they 
carried  on  busines&  The  interest  on  these  investments  was 
either  reinyested  in  those  countries,  applied  in  establishment 
and,  other  charges  in  those  countries,  remitted  direct  to  other 
foreign  coimtries  for  investment  or  for  the  general  purposes  of 
the  society,  or  remitted  to  London.  Yearly  accounts  were  pre- 
pared in  which  all  the  interest  on  investments  in  foreign 
countries  was  included,  and  out  of  the  profits  shewn  by  the 
accounts  a  dividend  was  paid  yearly  to  the  shareholders.  The 
surplus  funds  of  the  society  divisible  as  profits  were  ascertained 
by  actuarial  valuation  once  in  three  years,  and  all  the  interest 
on  investments  in  foreign  countries  was  included  in  the 
triennial  account." 

On  these  facts  the  Court  of  Appeal  held  that  all  the  interest 
on  foreign  investments  was  received  in  the  United  JKingdom 
within  the  meaning  of  the  dth  case.  They  did  so  on  the  ground 
that  the  terms  of  the  statute  were  sufficiently  satisfied  by  a 
receipt  in  account  All  their  Lordships  held  that  the  Scottish 
case.  The  Scottish  Mortgage  Company  qf  New  Mexico,  was  an 
authority  directly  in  point,  and  they  all  agreed  in  distinguishing 
the  case  of  Forbes,  Speaking  of  the  former  case,  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls,  after  stating  that  in  his  judgment  the  true  meaning 
of  the  4th  case  was  satisfied  by  a  receipt  in  account,  adds: — 
"  And  I  think  that  is  the  r^Mling  of  it  arrived  at  by  the  Judges 
in  the  Scottish  case— /Sco«wA  Mortgage  Company  of  New  Mexico 
V.  Inland  Revenue  Commissioners,  They  did  not  put  this  in  80 
many  words,  but  they  came  to  the  conclusion  in  that  case  that 
there  had  been  a  receipt  in  account  of  foreign  dividenda,  and 
they  held,  that  being  so,  that  the  Crown  was  entitled  to  income 
tax  upon  the  dividends  so  received."  Lord  Justice  Collins  is  of 
the  same  opinion,  and  he  further  states  that,  as  he  reads  the 
Lord  President's  opinion,  the  latter  did  not  proceed  on  the 
footing  that  the  corporation  was  barred  from  saying  that 
the  interest  had  not  been  received.  Lord  Justice  Stirling  is  oi 
the  same  opinion. 

For  reasons  which  I  have  already  stated,  I  think  their  Lord- 
ships were  mistaken  as  to  the  import  of  the  decision  in  that 
case.  No  doubt  it  was  decided  that  in  that  case  the  cross-entry 
in  the  corporation's  books  was  equivalent  to  receipt  of  foreign 
interest ;  but  that  was  solely  on  account  of  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  case  which  I  have  described. 

Then  as  to  the  decision  in  the  case  of  Fovbes,  their  Lordships 
all  treated  it  as  proceeding  on  the  footing  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  case  except  that  the  interest  appeared  in  the  annual  ac- 
count But  here  again  I  think  their  Lordships  were  mistaken. 
On  the  whole  matter  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  deliverance  of 
the  Commissioners,  which  I  have  no  doubt  was  greatly  influenced 
by  the  Engliah  oases,  is  in  this  respect  erroneous. 


Tm  CouBT  reyersed  the  determination  of  the  Conmiissionera 
and  ordered  the  income-tax  which  had  been  paid  in  accordance 
with  that  determination  to  be  refunded  with  interest  at  4  per 
cent  from  the  date  of  payment  till  repaid.         ^ 
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FIRST  DIVISION. 


June  4, 1901. 

TffiB  Scottish  Pbovidbnt  Institution  (Appellants).— 

Dundas,  K,0. — Blackburn, 

John  Allan,  Sarreyor  of  Taxes  (Bespondent).— c7a77i«8on,  K.C, 

— A.  J,  Toung, 

8  Fraser  (Court  of  Session,  5th  Series),  874-881. 

Bevenae — Inoomeiax  —  Interest  on  eolonial  invedments — Remittanees 
not  identified  ae  eapitdl— Income  Tax  Act,  1842  (5^6  Vict,  o.  85), 
«.  100,  Schedule  D,  Cote  4. 

A  Scottish  muttud  life  asaurance  society  ^as  asseesed  for  income-tax 
upon,  inter  alia,  three  soms  of  25,0002.,  28,0002.,  and  50002.  remitted 
from  Australia  in  1898,  on  the  ground  that  these  sums  were  interest 
reoeired  in  this  country  on  investments  in  Australia.  The  Ck)mmis- 
sioners  having  sustained  the  assessments,  the  society  obtained  a  case 
for  appeal. 

The  case  stated  the  following  facts :— Between  1885  and  1890  the 
society  remitted  to  their  agent  in  Australia  sums  to  be  invested  in 
speoifio  loans  agreed  to  by  the  society.  After  1890  no  further 
remittances  were  made  from  this  country,  but  the  whole  interest  on 
these  loans,  until  1898,  was  invested  in  Australia.  Subsequently 
various  sums  were  remitted  to  this  country.  At  31st  December, 
1898,  the  amount  of  loans  in  Australia  exceeded  the  total  capital  sent 
out  from  this  country  for  investment.  Loans  repaid  and  interest  paid 
in  Australia  were  credited  to  a  general  bank  account  in  Australia, 
and  remittances  to  Great  Britain  were  made  from  the  same  account 
The  whole  revenue  of  the  society  in  Australia  was  derived  from 
interest  on  loana  This  interest,  whether  brought  home  or  not,  was 
regpilarly  included  in  the  society's  annual  revenue  accounts  as  part 
of  its  income. 

On  Ist  February,  1898,  the  society's  Australian  agent  remitted  the 
25,0002.,  with  a  letter  stating  that  it  was  the  amount  of  a  loan  repaid 
in  1891,  and  on  16th  November,  1898,  he  remitted  the  28,0002.  as  the 
amount  of  a  loan  repaid  two  days  before.  Both  sums  had  been  paid 
into  the  general  bank  account  in  Australia,  and  both  remittances  had 
been  made  from  that  account.  The  sum  of  50001.  was  remitted 
directly  by  the  borrower  in  Australia  to  the  society's  office  in  London 
as  a  repayment  of  capital. 

EM  (1)  that  as  the  two  loans  of  25,0002.  and  28,0002.  had  been 
inunixed  with  the  society's  other  funds,  consisting  of  capital  and 
interest,  the  remittances  oonld  not  be  identified  as  the  return  of 
capital  sent  from  this  country ;  (2)  that  as  the  total  amount  invested 
in  Australia  exceeded  the  amount  sent  out,  it  was  to  be  presumed 
that  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business  the  sums  remitted  were  from 
rerenue,  and  not  the  return  of  capital  sent  from  this  country,  and  that 
as  the  revenue  consisted  entirely  of  interest,  the  assessment  on  these 
two  sums  was  valid ;  but  (8)  that  the  50002.  could  not  be  regarded  as 
interest,  and  was  not  liable  to  duty. 

Ths  Scottish  Pboyident  Institution  was  assessed^  for  the 
year  1899-1900,  under  Case  4  of  Schedule  D  of  the  Income  Tax 
Aot»  184J2/  upon  a  sum  of  217,8502.,  recdved  in  the  year  1898, 

♦  The  Income-Tax  Act,  1842  (5  &  6  Vict  c.  85),  enacts  :— 

Section  100 — **  And  be  it  enacted  that  the  duties  hereby  eranted 

contained  in  the  schedule  marked  D  shall  be  assessed  under  the 

following  rules    •    .    .    :— Bales  for   ascertaining   tiie   said   last 

mentioned  duties  in  the  particular  cases  herein  mentioned.    .    .    . 

Fourth  case— The  duty  to  be  charged  in  respect  of  interest  arising 

from  securities    ...    in  the  British  plantations  in  America, 

or  In  any  other  of  Her  Migesty's  dcMniniona  out  <^  Great 


which  (for  convenience)  was  taken  as  the  year  of  aBsessment 
The  tax  was  charged  upon  this  sum,  [in  the  view  that  ft 
represented  interest  received  in  Great  Britain  from  fondg 
belonging  to  the  Institution  invested  in  Anstralia. 

The  assessment  was  sustained  by  the  GommissionerB,  and 
the  Institution  obtained  a  case  on  appeal,  the  question  at  issae 
being  whether  the  sum  in  question  was  interest  upon  the 
Australian  investments  or  consisted  of  repayments  of  capital 

The  following  facts  were  set  forth  in  the  case : — 

"  The  Scottish  Provident  Institution  is  a  mutual  life  asBnnnoe 
society.  It  was  established  in  the  year  1887,  and  was  incorpo- 
rated in  the  year  1848  by  its  private  Act,  11  &  12  Vict  c.  106. 
Its  head  office  is  in  Edinburgh,  and  its  ordinary  management 
and  administration  are  wholly  vested  in  a  board  of  directon 
established  there.  .   .  . 

*'  Tlie  Scottish  Provident  Institution  Act,  1884,  empowered 
the  directors  to  lend  out  the  Institution's  funds  in  varioos 
countries  outwith  the  United  Kingdom,  and  in  1885  they  begin 
to  lend  out  sums  of  money  in  Australia,  and  have  sinoe  in- 
vested large  sums  there.  The  Institution  has  rqaeaentatiTa 
or  attorneys  in  Melbourne  charged  with  the  management  of 
the  Australian  investments.  All  proposed  investments  are 
submitted  to  the  Institution's  directors  in  Edinburgh,  and 
made  only  if  approved  by  them.  Before  1885  the  Institation 
had  no  funds  in  Australia,  and  it  was  consequently  neoeaaaiy 
to  remit  sums  from  this  country  for  the  purpose  of  meetirg 
loans  made  there.  All  sums  so  remitted  were  against  speeifio 
investments,  and  were  so  marked  at^the  time.  No  smnswere 
remitted  from  this  country  to  Australia  for  investment  after 
1890.  The  interest  accruing  on  the  Australian  investmoite 
prior  to  1893  was  not  brought  home,  and  the  Institation^ 
Melbourne  representatives  re-invested  such  interest  in  Anstralia 
as  it  fell  due. 

**  The  total  amount  sent  out  to  Australia  for         £. 
investment  in  manner  above  mentioned 
up  to  Slst  December,  1898,  was    .        .    1,504,000 

"  The  total  amount  of  interest  from  funds 
there,  after  deducting  all  Australian  ex- 
penses up  to  Slst  December,  1898,  was.    1,034,707 


"  Total  amount  sent  out,  with  accumulated 

interest  to  Slst  December,  1898    •        .    2,588,707 


''Total  remittances  from  Australia  to  Slst 

December,  1898 716,600 


''Total  funds  remaining  in  Australia  as  at 

Slst  December,  1898    .        .        .        .    1,822,207 

"  The  total  amount  remitted  from  Australia  is  made  op  *> 
follows:— 

During  the  years 
^  '^  <^ 

1893  1895  1896  1897  1898  Total 

£32,000    £115,000    £101,000    £251,150    £217,850  =£716,500 


Britain  and  foreign  securities,  except  such  annuities,  dlTideod^f 
and  shares  as  are  directed  to  be  charged  under  sohedoleCtf 
this  Act. 
The  duty  to  be  oharged  in  respect  thereof  shall  he  computed  on  a  m 
not  less  than  the  full  amount  of  the  sums  (so  fiir  as  the  same  can  » 
computed)  whioh  have  been  or  will  be  received  in  Great  Britain  ut  tbe 
cnnent  year,  without  any  deduction  or  afaatenieat'' 
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"It  18  upon  the  said  sum  of  217«d50Z.  lemitted  during  the 
year  1896  that  the  aasessment  the  sabjeet  of  9,jppeal  haa  been 
mtde. 

"The  following  table  shewa  oertain  sums  remitted  by  the 
loititation  to  Australia  against  specific  inyestmenta  in  nuumer 
pren'oiuly  mentioned,  the  dates  of  these  remittances,  the  dates 
of  repayment  or  part  payment  of  said  inyestments^  and  the 
dates  and  amounts  of  remittances  from  Australia  during  1898 
which  go  to  make  up  said  sum  of  217,3607.,  tIz.  : — 


K<K 

Bemlttaacefl  for 
Investmeot. 

Bepaymenteofsald 
InTMtiiients. 

BemltUnces  tnim 
AofltimlU. 

Date. 

AmooDt. 

Date. 

Amoant. 

Date. 

Amonnt. 

1 

2 
3 

1886. 
May    21 
Oct     23 
Aug.     5 

25,000 
10,000 
25,000 

I89h 
Jane     1 
Oct.     14 
Aug.     6 

1896. 
Not.     5 

£ 

25,000 

10,000 

5,000 

4,000 

1898. 
Feb.      1 
Feb.      1 

Feb.      1 

£ 
25,000 
10,000 

9,000 

4 

1888. 
Jan.     19 

100,000 

1894. 
July    25 

25,991 

April 

13 

35,000 

5 

1886. 
Aug.    11 

70,000 

1895. 
Jan.    21 

1898. 
May    12 

39,850 
5,000 

May 
Bept 

May 

17 

7 

12 

20,850 
10,000 

5,000 

6 

April  15 

37,500 

1897. 
Aug.      6 

37,500 

Sept 

7 

37,600 

7 

8 

1880. 
April  30 

1890. 
Sept  22 

100,000 
30,000 

1898. 
April  30 

1898. 
Mar.    24 

25,000 
6,000 

Sept 
Nov. 

Nov. 

7 
2 

2 

7,500 
17,600 

6,000 

0 

1887. 
June   23 

6,000 

1896. 
Dec.    24 

6,000 

Nov. 

2 

6,000 

10 

1888. 
Nov.    14 

28,000 

1898. 
Nov.    14 

28,000 

Nov. 

16 

28,000 

£ 

217,350 

"  When  the  repayments  mentioned  above  (with  the  exception 
of  No.  5)  were  received,  they  were  jNud  into  the  bank  account 
^  by  the  Institution's  Australian  representatives,  which 
Accoant  would  at  the  time  contain  other  sums  of  money,  which 
other  smns  may  or  may  not  have  included  interest  earned  in 
Aostialia,  and,  as  will  be  seen  from  the  above  table,  very 
cQDsideiable  periods  in  some  cases  ehipsed  between  the  dates 
when  the  repayments  were  received  in  Australia,  and  the 
Rtnittanoes  home  made  which  the  Institution  claims  represent 
those  repayments.  In  the  cases  where  there  were  such  con- 
ndenble  periods,  ficesh  investments  had  been  made  by  drawing 
^^xm  the  said  bank  account,  and  had  been  repaid.  It  was 
lainstmctionfirom  the  Institution  to  their  Melbourne  repre- 
^^Dtatives  that  remittances  home  should  be  against  sums  sent 
fiom  this  country,  and  accompanying  all  the  said  remittances 
iMHDe,  except  No.  5,  the  said  representatives  sent  letters^  of 
which  the  following  excerpt  from  the  letter  accompanying 
'^■'I'ittanoe  No.  I  may  be  taken  as  a  sample: — 'For  your 
Sniduioe  in  dealing  with  the  Inland  Bevenue  department,  the 

!  «l»Te  amount  represents  proceeds  of  the  draft  for  25,0002., 
^wnby  the  attorneys  of  the  Institution  on  21st  May,  1886,' 

L      No.  37.-1902. 


and  each  letter  is  headed  with  the  name  of  the  particular 
borrower  for  whom  the  remittance  from  this  country  to  the 
Institution's  representatives  or  attorneys  was  originally  sent 
....  With  regard  to  No.  6  of  the  above  table«  the  sum  of 
5000Z.,  in  part  repayment  of  the  principal  debt  of  70,0002.  was 
cabled  direct  by  the  borrower's  solicitor  in  Australia  to  the 
Institution  in  London,  and  never  passed  through  the  Institu- 
tion's Australian  representatives'  hands. 

"  The  whole  of  the  Institution's  income  in  Australia  has 
been,  and  is,  interest  arising  from  its  securities  there.  This 
interest,  whether  brought  home  or  not,  was  regdarly  included 
in  the  Institution's  annual  revenue  accounts  as  part  of  its 
income,  and  so  far  as  received  or  accrued  up  to  81st  December, 
1894,  tiie  date  of  the  kst  septennial  investigation,  was  duly 
taken  into  account  in  arriving  at  the  surplus  divisible  among 
the  members  by  way  of  bonus  or  otherwise.  Interest  received 
since  dlst  December,  1894,  will  contribute  to  the  surplus  to  be 
dealt  with  at  the  next  investigation.'' 

The  Institution  contended  that  the  whole  amount  brought 
home  in  1898  represented  capital ;  that  this  was  plain  in  the 
case  of  No.  10  in  the  above  table,  where  the  sum  paid  into  the 
Australian  account  was  two  days  afterwards  remitted  home ; 
that  the  fact  that  it  had  been  lodged:  for  this  time  in  the 
Australian  account  did  not  destroy  its  identity  as  capital^  and 
that  the  same  principle  applied  where  sums  paid  into  the 
account  in  repayment  of  capital  by  the  borrower  remained  for 
longer  periods  in  the  Australian  account.  They  contended 
generally,  "  that  so  long  as  ihey  had  any  funds  in  Australia 
which  had  originally  been  sent  out  from  this  country,  and 
which,  owing  to  the  repayment  of  the  original  loan,  were 
available,  they  were  entitled  to  treat  all  remittances  to  this 
country  as  the  return  of  funds  originally  sent  out,  and  notas 
remittances  of  income  earned  in  Australia.  .  .  .  The  remit 
of  the  contention  of  the  Grown,  if  affirmed,  would  be,  that 
unless  the  Institution  were  to  withdraw  all  their  funds  from 
Australia  they  could  never  bring  home  the  capital  sums  sent 
out  from  this  country  without  paying  income  tax  on  them 
when  received." 

They  further  maintained,  that  in  any  event  duty  was  not 
chargeable  upon  the  60007.  which  was  remitted  direct  to  the 
London  office  in  part  repayment  of  the  loan  of  70,0007.  (No.  5 
of  the  table). 

The  SuiTcyor  of  Taxes  contended  that,  as  the  sum  still 
remaining  in  Australia  in  1898  after  the  217,3507.  was  remitted 
exceeded  the  amount  sent  there  for  investment,  the  whole  of 
these  remittances  fell  to  be  treated  as  interest  collected  in  that 
and  preceding  years,  and  were  liable  to  income-tax  imder  the 
Fourth  Case  of  Schedule  D  when  received  in  the  United 
Kingdom. 

The  undemoted  authorities  were  dted:  — 

For  the  Appellants. — Scottish  Mortgage  and  Land  Investment 
Company  of  New  Meooico  v.  Inland  Bevenue,  (Nov.  19,  1886) 
14  Bettie,  98 ;  Inland  Bevenue  v.  Scottish  Provident  Institution, 
(Dec.  17,  1896)  23  Bettie,  822;  Colgt^umn  v.  Brooks,  (1889) 
14  App.  Cas.  493. 

For  the  Surveyor  of  Taxes.— Ze«&  Benefit  Building  Society  v. 
MaUandaine,  [1897]  2  Q.  B.  402. 

At  advisiog,— 


LoBD  PMsmsNT.— The  question  is 
217,860/.,  leceivei  by  the  Scgjtj^ 


whether  the  sum  of 
(dcouir  Institution  in 
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the  United  Kingdom  from  Anstialia  daring  the  year  ending 
8l8t  December,  1898,  and  for  oonTenience  taken  as  the  year  of 
a«»6essment,  should,  upon  the  statements  in  the  case,  be  regarded 
as  consisting  of  capital  of  loans  repaid,  or  of  interest  assessable 
in  terms  of  the  Fonrth  Case  of  Schedule  D  of  the  Act  of  5  &  6 
Vict  c.  85.  This  would  seem  prima  facie  to  be  a  question  of 
fact  rather  than  of  law,  but  our  judgment  upon  it  is  asked,  I 
suppose,  upon  the  Tiew  that  the  proper  inferences  to  be  drawn 
from  admitted  facts  may  inYolve  legal  considerations. 

[His  Lordship  here  stated  the  facts,  and  proceeded :~] 

It  appears  that  a  sum  of  5000/.  mentioned  in  the  table, 
repaid  by  a  borrower  in  Australia,  and  remitted  to  this  country 
on  12th  May,  1898,  was  not  paid  to  the  representatiyes  of  the 
Institution  in  Australia,  but  was  cabled  direct  by  the  borrower's 
solicitor  in  Australia  to  the  Institution  in  London.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  this  sum  cannot  be  regarded  as  consisting  of 
interest  assessable  in  terms  of  the  Fourth  Case  of  Schedule  D 
of  the  Act  5  &  6  Vict  c.  35,  and  consequently  that  the  decision 
of  the  Commissioners  is  erroneous  in  so  far  as  it  is  concerned. 
It  never  was  immized  with  the  funds  of  the  Institution  in 
Australia,  but  was  sent  to  this  country  by  the  borrower  as  and 
for  payment  of  his  capital  debt. 

The  other  sams  set  out  in  the  table,  which,  along  with  the 
50002.  just  mentioned,  make  up  the  217,8502.,  appear  to  me  to 
be  in  an  essentially  different  position.  The  first  of  these  sums 
may  be  taken  as  an  example :— 25,0002.  was  remitted  from  this 
ODuntry  to  Austrab'a  for  inyestment  on  2l8t  May,  1886,  that 
sum  was  repaid  by  the  borrower  in  Australia  on  1st  June,  1891, 
and  25,0002.  was  remitted  to  this  country  by  the  Institution's 
representatives  in  Australia  on  1st  February,  1898.  During 
the  period  of  nearly  seven  years,  thoughout  which  the  25,0002. 
remained  in  AustrsJia,  after  it  was  repaid  by  the  borrower,  and 
before  the  remittance  was  made,  it  was,  as  I  understand, 
immixed  with  the  funds  of  the  Institution  in  Australia,  having 
been  paid  into  its  bank  accoimt  there— it  is  not  stated  in  the 
case  that  the  25,0002.  remitted  to  this  country  on  1st  February, 
1898,  was  in  fact  the  25,0002.  reinid  by  the  borrower  nearly 
seven  years  before,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  statements  in 
the  case  do  not  require  or  warrant  the  inference  that  it  was  so. 
In  so  far  as  inference  from  the  facts  stated  is  admissible,  the 
natural  and  proper  inference  from  the  known  course  of  business 
seems  to  me  to  be  that  the  money  remitted  was  the  interest 
accruing  from  funds  invested  in  Australia.  In  some  of  the 
other  cases  the  remittance  was  made  shortly  after  the  repay- 
ment in  Australia  by  the  borrower,  the  most  favourable  case 
for  the  Institution  being  that  of  the  28,0002.  which  was  remitted 
to  Australia  for  investment  on  14th  November,  1888,  and 
repaid  by  the  borrower  there  on  Uth  November,  1898,  while 
28,0002.  was  remitted  to  this  country  by  the  Institution's 
representatives  there  on  16th  November,  1898.  Even  that 
sum,  however,  was  immixed  with  the  funds  of  the  Institution 
in  Australia  for  two  days,  and  no  information  is  given  in  the 
case  as  to  the  state  of  the  Institution's  bank  account  in 
Australia,  or  as  to  the  other  operations  upon  it,  at  or  about 
that  tima  In  particular,  it  is  not  stated  in  the  case  that 
the  28,0002.  was  in  fact  the  amount  of  the  loan  repaid  on  14th 
November,  1898,  and  I  am  unable  to  find  in  the  facts  stated 
in  the  case  any  sufficient  ground  for  drawing  the  inference  that 
it  was  so. 

With  respect  to  the  sums  in  the  table  other  than  the  50002. 


already  mentioned,  I  am  of  opinion,  upon  the  statements  is 
the  case,  that  the  OommiBaionerB  were  rig^t  in  drawing  tin 
inference  that  they  were,  and  in  holding  that  they  nmst  be 
regarded  as  interest  arising  from  securities  in  Austnlia 
received  in  this  country  during  the  year  of  assessment,*nofc« 
capital  sums  withdrawn  from  investment  in  Australia  aod 
returned  to  this  country.  The  interest  was  not  kept  sepaiilB 
from  the  other  funds  of  the  Institution  in  Australia,  and  so 
invested  there  as  to  preserve  its  identity  as  interest,  and,  in  tin 
absence  of  evidence  to  the  contrary,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
drafts  upon  the  bank  account  for  the  purpose  of  making  new 
investments  should  be  presumed  to  have  been  upon  the  eapitil 
of  loans  repaid,  the  interest  in  natural  course  being  fonnwkd 
to  this  country.  If,  in  terms  of  the  agreement  with  a  bonover 
in  Australia,  the  interest  on  his  loan  had  been  remitted  hj  him 
to  the  Institution  in  this  country,  it  would  not,  in  my  judg- 
ment, have  been  doubtful  that  it  (the  interest)  was  aseessaUe 
to  income  tax  here,  and  it  does  not  appear  to  me  to  makeuqr 
difference  that,  for  the  purposes  of  adndnisf  ration,  the  interat 
was  paid  to  representatives  of  the  Institution  in  Australia,  I7 
them  lodged  in  bank  there,  and  remittances,  not  proved  to 
have  been  repayments  of  capital,  made  io  this  coimtE7. 
Further,  I  consider  that  money  which  was  truly  interest 
would  not,  for  the  purposes  of  the  present  question,  cease  to 
possess  the  character  of  interest  by  being  invested  by  the 
Institution  for  a  time  on  loan  in  Australia— on  the  oontiaiy,! 
think  that  if  and  when  the  money  so  invested  was  lepui 
remitted  to,  and  received  in  this  country,  it  would  be  cbsi^A- 
able  with  income  tax  here,  as  it  was  in  fkct  intezest  of  skb^ 
invested  in  Australia. 

The  whole  income  of  the  Institution  in  Australia  has  ceo* 
sisted,  and  still  consists,  of  interest  arising  from  money  inTested 
there,  and  this  interest,  whether  brought  home  or  not,waS)I 
understand,  reguhirly  and  properly  included  in  the  annnil 
revenue  accoimts  of  the  Institution  as  part  of  its  incomei  md 
so  far  as  received  or  accrued  up  to  81st  December,  1894,  the 
date  of  the  last  sq)tennial  investigation,  was  taken  into  acoonot 
as  the  surplus  to  be  divided  amongst  the  membezsbywayof 
bonus  or  otherwise,  while  the  interest  received  since  Slst 
December,  1894,  will  form  part  of  the  surplus  to  be  dealt  with 
at  the  next  investigation. 

I  am  not  leaving  out  of  view  the  case  of  The  Inland  J?ei»«» 
V.  The  Scottish  Provident  Institution,  in  which  it  was  held  that 
where  interest  derived  from  colonial  investments  was  not 
remittei  to  this  country,  but  was  retained  and  reinvested  in 
Australia,  the  mere  fact  of  its  being  entered  in  the  Institutiart 
accounts  did  not  constitute  constructive  remittance  to  this 
country  so  as  to  render  the  interest  chaigeable  with  dnt7  noder 
Case  4.  Schedule  D,  of  the  Income-Tax  Act,  1842.  When,  h^ 
ever,  the  question  is,  whether  particular  remittances,  the  rau 
origin  and  character  of  which  as  capital  or  interest  are  vm 
definitely  estabUshed,  should  be  r^arded  as  consisting  » 
capital  or  of  interest,  the  fact  that  the  amounts  were  entered  m 
the  accounts  of  the  Institution  and  treated  as  income  in  thjs 
country  may  be  admissible  evidence  upon  that  question,  w 
further  appears  to  me  that,  under  the  circumstances,  indeiSniw 
remittances  to  this  country  must  be  presumed  to  consist  o« 
interest,  not  of  capital,  so  long  as  the  amount  of  caP*^ 
1  emitted  to  Australia  for  investment  still  remains 
there. 
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Por  these  reaaoxw  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  deoision  of  the 
OonmiifiBianeiB  is  right,  exoept  as  to  the  6000?. 

I^w>  Adam.— I  have  had  an  opportunity  of  leading  your 
IxndBhip's  opinion,  and  I  oonenr. 

^J^J^!^^^'    lalsoconour.    I  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not 

think  that  the  sum  of  6000?.,  referred  to  in  the  concluding  part 

olyourlxirdduys  opinion, creates  any 

*fflculty  in  deaUng  with  this  case  from  the  point  of  yiew  of 

imnaple,  because  if  a  colonial  debtor  pays  up  his  loan  direct  to 

toe  compmy  in  ihis  country  that  has  lent  him  the  mon^,  then 

toe  company  is  only  liable  to  pay  income  tax  upon  so  much  of 

toe  payment  as  consists  of  interest,  but  it  pays  nothing  on  the 

«om  which  he  has  remitted  as  capital.    Now,  in  the  present 

case,  the  sum  remitted  was  only  6000?.  out  of  a  larger  debt 

amounting,  I  think,  to  70,000/.,  and  that  was  admitted  to  be  a 

payment  in  reduction  of  capital,  and  therefore  it  is  not  subject 

10  dnty.    But  where  a  capitalist  company,  as  in  the  present 

CMe,  has  invested  large  sums  for  a  period  of  fifteen  years  in  a 

^ony,  and  has  an  agent  employed  not  only  to  receive  interest 

1^  also  to  receive  the  capital  of  the  investment  when  paid  up 

•nd  to  reinvest  it,  then  if  unappropriated  remittances  are  made 

to  toM  country,  I  think  everyone  would  agree  that  they  must 

te  detlt  with  according  to  the  ordinary  course  of  business,  and 

tteBBiemittances  must  be  presumed  to  be  paid  in  the  first  place 

to  account  of  interest,  and  in  the  second  place  to  account  of 

JttDcipal  or  capital.     I  think  that  rule  results  from  the  fact 

^t  BO  prudent  man  of  business  wiU  encroach  upon  his  capital 

for  mvestment  when  he  has  income  uninvested  lying  at  his 

dispoeaL 

But  then  these  sums  were  appropriated,  and  the  terms  of  the 
HJpropnation  are  a  little  curious,  because  we  have  the  foUowing 
^t^:ient  in  the  ca^e,  consisting  of  an  extract  from  a  letter 
which  18  taken  as  an  example,  and  the  extract  is  this,— "For 
your  guidance  in  dealing  with  the  Inland  Bevenue  department, 
toe  above  amount  represents  proceeds  of  the  draft  for  26,000?., 
ftawn  by  *  so  and  so,  the  intention  being  to  represent  that  this 
IB  capital,  or  the  proceeds  of  payments  to  account  of  capital, 
ttd  not  to  account  of  incoma  I  cannot  think  that  in  a  question 
between  the  Crown  and  the  subject  the  liabiHty  to  duty  is  to  be 
detennined  by  a  representation  of  that  kind  made  by  arrarge- 
aent  between  the  creditor  and  his  agent  for  the  purpose  of 
Qiabling  him  or  his  agent  to  appropriate  a  payment  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  avoid  payment  of  duty,  the  appropriation  being 
oontiary  to  what  one  would  expect  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
wisinesB.  There  may  be  oases,  special  cases,  like  the  one  which 
je  have  dealt  with  specially,  and  which  are  determined  by  the 
acts  of  the  particular  transaction,  but  I  think  the  sound  prin- 
ople  is  the  one  announced  in  your  Lordship's  opinion,  that  the 
JpaK^y  of  the  fund  remitted,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  to  the 
eontiary,  must  be  determined  acaording  to  the  ordinary  course 
of  business  in  dealing  with  uninvested  funds. 


solicitor  in  Australia  to  the  Institution  in  London  in  part 
repayment  of  a  principal  debt  of  70,000?. :  Order  repayment  of 
the  tax  upon  this  sum  of  6000?.,  with  interest  thereon  at  4  per 
cent,  per  annum  from  the  date  of  payment  until  repaid,  and 
decern :  Find  the  Surveyor  of  Taxes  entitled  to  expenses,  which 
modify  to  two-thirds,  and  remit,"  Ac 


SCOTCH  CASUS  UNDER  THE  WOBKMEITS 
COMPENSATION  ACT,  1897. 


May  18, 1899. 


Lord  Kinhkar.— I  also  have  had  an  opportunity  of  reading 
your  Lordship*s  opinion,  and  I  concur  in  it. 

The  Coubi  pronounced  this  interlocutor  (judgment):— 
"Afilrm  the  determination  of  the  Commissioners  except  to  the 
Client  of  the  tax  upon  6000/.  remitted  direct  by  the  borrower's 


Jambs  MuBNiN,  A.ppellant.— TTott— (7wy. 
Andbsw  Galdshwood,  Bespondent. — Orr. 

1  Fraser  (Court  of  Session,  5th  Series),  862*864. 

Master  and  Sercant^Workmen's  Compentatian  Act,  1897  (60  A  61  Vid 
c.  87),  «.  7  {ly—DemcliUon  of  bmlding—Use  of  machinery  driven 
by  rieam. 

The  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897,  sect.  7  (1),  enacts,— 
**  This  Act  shall  apply  only  to  employment  .  .  .  on  or  in  or  about  a 
railway,  factory,  mine,  quarry,  or  eDgineering  work,  and  to  employ- 
ment ...  OB,  in,  or  about  any  building  which  exceeds  thirty  feet  in 
height,  and  is  either  being  oonstmoted  or  repaired  by  means  of  a 
scaffolding,  or  being  demolished,  or  on  which  machinery  driven  by 
steam,  water,  or  other  mechanical  power  is  being  used  for  the  purpose 
of  the  construction,  repair,  or  demolition  thereof." 

Held,  that  the  Act  applies  to  employment  about  a  building  on  whii-h 
machinery  driyen  by  meohariical  power  is  being  used  for  the  purpose 
of  the  demolition  thereof,  althou^^h  the  building  does  not  exceed  thirty  , 
feet  in  height. 

MeOor  ▼.  Tomkinsan  dt  Co,  [1899]  1  Q.  B.  ^^JoUoteed, 

Jahks  Mubnin,  labourer,  clahned  compensation  under  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897,  from  Andrew  Calderwood, 
builder  and  contractor,  Kilmarnock,  in  respect  of  injuries 
received  by  him  while  employed  by  cklderwood  in  demolishing 
a  building. 

The  Sheriff-substitute  (Hall)  as  arbiter  rejected  the  daim, 
and  at  the  request  of  the  claimant  stated  a  case,  which  con- 
tained the  following  statements  :—*' On  4th  July,  1898,  the 
pursuer  was  engaged,  with  other  workmen  in  the  defender's 
employment,  in  demolishing  a  wing  of  Ebnbaok  House,  EU- 
mamock,  which  wiug  had  formerly  been  occupied  as  a  museum. 
A  steam-crane  was  used  to  aid  in  the  process  of  demolition.  In 
the  course  of  the  operation  the  pursuer  met  with  an  accident, 
in  consequence  of  which  he  sustained  Eerious  personal  iigury. 
Though  before  the  process  of  demolition  began  Eknbank  House 
had  exceeded  thirty  feet  in  height,  no  part  of  it  was,  at  the 
time  of  the  accident,  so  high  as  thirty  feet,  and  the  said  wing 
had  neyer  exceeded  thirty  feet  in  height. 

"I  decided,  in  respect  that  no  part  of  the  said  £lmbank 
House  at  the  time  of  the  accident  exceeded  thirty  feet  in  height, 
and  that  the  work  at  which  the  pursuer  was  engaged  was  not 
an  engineering  work  within  the  meaning  of  the  Workmen's 
Compensation  Act,  1897,  that  the  pursuer's  claim  against  the 
defender,  under  the  said  Act,  was  exdudei  by  the  terms  of 
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seot.  7  thereof.*    I  aooordingly  snsiamed  the  defences  and 
-dismissed  the  action." 

The  questions  of  law  for  the  opinion  of  the  Oonrt  were,— 
"  (1)  Whether  the  puisaer  is  entitled  to  compensation  from  the 
defender  for  injuries  sustained  by  him  on  the  said  building  in 
course  of  demolition,  that  building  being,  at  the  date  of  the 
accident  to  the  pursuer,  under  thirty  feet  in  height,  and  the 
wing  at  which  the  accident  took  place  neyer  having  exceeded 
thirty  feet  in  height,  although  the  main  part  of  the  building 
was  b^ond  that  height  when  the  demolition  began?  and 
(2)  Whether  the  work  on  which  the  pursuer  was  engaged  at 
the  time  of  tbe  accident  was  an  engineering  work  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1897,  in  respect 
that  a  steam-crane  wa3  being  used  in  the  demolition  of  the 
building  ?  " 

Argued  for  the  appellant  :^The  arbiter  had  erred  in  his  con- 
struction of  sect.  7  (1).  The  antecedent  to  the  words  "  or  on 
which  machinery  driven  by  steam,"  &c.  was  the  word  building, 
and  it  did  not  matter  whether  the  work  was  an  engineering 
work  or  not,  or  whether  the  building  was  more  than  thirty  feet 
in  height  or  not:  Mdlor  v.  Tomhinion  &  Co,,  [1899]  1  Q.  B.  374. 
Here  machinery  driveu  by  steam,  to  wit,  the  crane,  was  being 
used,  and  the  Act  therefore  applied. 

Argued  for  the  respondent  :~It  was  not  maintained  that  the 
work  was  an  engineering  work.  The  question  argued  by  the 
appellant  was  not  the  question  determined  by  the  arbiter.  That 
question  was,  whether,  in  respect  that  the  building  did  not  at 
the  time  of  the  accident  exceed  thirty  feet  in  height,  though  at 
one  time  it  did  so,  the  claim  was  excluded  by  sect.  7  (1),  and  his 
judgment  on  that  question  was  right:  Biliinga  t.  Hdloway, 
[1899]  1  Q.  B.  70.  The  Court  should  therefore  answer  the  first 
question  in  the  negative.  The  Court  had  no  jurisdiction  to 
consider  any  question  other  than  the  question  determined  by 
•  the  arbitrator:  Durham  v.  Brown  Brothers  &  Co,,  Limited, 
(Dec.  18, 1898),  1  Fraser,  279,  Lord  President,  at  p.  283. 

LoBD  Fbxsidbnt. — The  Sheriff  has  decided  that  sect  7  does 
not  apply  to  the  work  in  question  "in  respect  that  no  part  of 
the  house  at  the  time  of  the  accident  exceeded  thirty  feet  in 
height,  and  that  the  work  at  which  the  pursuer  waj3  engaged 
was  not  an  engineering  work  within  the  meaning"  of  the  Act. 
Now,  he  so  decides,  although,  as  explained  in  the  previous 
statement  of  facts,  a  steam-crane  was  used  to  aid  in  the  process 
of  demolition.  Therefore,  he  thinks  that  the  fact  of  a  steam- 
crane  being  used  does  not  bring  the  case  within  the  section.  I 
think  that  it  does,  and  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
Mellor  V.  Tomkinson  &  Co,  is  expressly  to  that  effect.  The 
words  of  Lord  Justice  A.  L.  Smith  are, — "  Therefore,  if  machi- 
nery driven  by  steam,  water,  or  other  mechanical  power  is 
being  used  for  the  purpose  of  the  construction,  repair,  or 
demolition  of  the  building,  it  need  not  exceed  thirty  feet  in 
height,"  and  of  course  I  add  it  need  not  be  an  engineering 
work.  Acoordiogly,  I  think  that  the  Sheriff's  judgment  is 
wrong,  and  must  be  recalled. 

LoBD  Adam,  Lobd  MXaben,  and  Lobd  Kinnxab  concurred. 

Thb  Coubt  pronounced  this  interlocutor:—"  Find  in  answer 
to  the  queries  in  the  case  that  machinery  driven  by  steam 

*  Quoted  in  the  rnbrio. 


having  been  used  for  the  demolition  of  the  building,  the  claim 
is  not  excluded  by  the  terms  of  the  7th  section  of  the  Work* 
men's  Compensation  Act,  1897 :  Recall  the  dismissal  of  tbe 
claim,  and  decern.'' 


January  80, 1900. 


Mbs.  Janb  Malcolm  and  Othbbs,  Pursuers  (Appellants).- 
Craigte. — Bartholomew, 
James  M'Millah,  Defender  (Respondent).— Jottfi^w. 

2  Fraser  (Court  of  Session,  5th  Series),  625-583. 

Mader  and  Servant  -  Workmen's  CompeMotion  Act,  1897  (60  A  61 VH, 
e.  37).  88. 1,  4,  7,— **£TOpZo^*'— «  Undertaker:* 

Held  (di$i.  Lord  Tzayner)  that  an  employer  who  is  not  ^  u 
'^undertttker'*  within  the  meaning  of  the  Workmen's  Compeiisstioi 
Act,  1897,  is  not  liable  in  compensation  under  the  Act. 

A  workman  in  the  employment  of  the  occupier  of  an  ironfoiindi| 
was  sent  in  the  coarse  of  his  employment;  to  do  some  work  in  th» 
repair  of  a  soap  work,  and  while  so  engaged  he  fell  from  a  seaffddiag 
and  was  killed.  His  widow  claimed  compensation  under  the  Woifc- 
men*s  Compensation  Act,  1897,  from  her  hnsband^s  employer,  the 
ironfounder. 

Edd,  that  the  ironfoonder  was  not,  with  respect  to  tbe  aceideatiA 
question,  au  undertaker  .within  the  meaning  of  the  Workmen's  Ooi- 
pensation  Act,  and  therefore  (dies.  Lord  Trayner)  that  he  vm  Mi 
liable  to  tbe  claimant  in  compensation  under  the  Act.* 

Mbs.  Javb  Malcolm,  widow  of  William  Malcolm,  blacksmitlii 
and  their  children,  claimed  compensation  under  the  Woitoah 
Compensation  Act,  1897,  from  James  M'Millan, "  ironfonnderi' 
and  forger,  Vulcan  Ironworks,  Fort-Dundas,  Glasgov,  in 
respect  of  the  death  of  William  Malcolm. 

The  claim  was  referred  to  the  arbitration  of  one  of  tb6 
Sheriff-substitute  at  Glasgow  (Strachan),  who  dismissed  the 
application,  and,  at  the  instance  of  the  claimants,  stated  a  oaae 
for  appeaL 

The  case  set  forth:—"  That  the  deceased,  who  was  a  Uaflk- 
smith  or  fitter,  and  at  the  time  of  his  death  had  been  in  ^ 
employment  of  the  respondent  for  forty  years,  was  on  17ih 
March,  1899,  in  the  course  of  his  employment  as  a  workman  to 
the  respondent,  engaged  in  the  soap  works  of  Messrs.  OgstanA 
Tennant,  Limited,  Tennant  Street,  St.  RoUox,  Glasgow,  lepia^ 
ing  from  a  scaffolding  certain  steam-pipes  connected  with  tba 
soap  yats,  when  he  fell  ftom  the  scaffolding  to  the  ground  and 
was  killed." 

The  case  further  set  forth  that,  in  these  circumstances,  tha 
Sheriff-substitute  found:— "(1)  That  the  defender  ww  not 
liable  as  an  employer^  in  respect  that  there  is  no  liability  iB 
that  capacity  except  in  the  cases  specially  proyided  for  in  tho 
Act,  and  of  which  this  is  not  one ;  (2)  that  the  soap  worbd 
Messr*?.  Ogston  &  Tennant,  Limited,  is  a  factory  within  ^ 
meaning  of  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  18^7;  (3)  tw 
the  occupants  thereof  were  Ogston  &  Tennant,  Limited;  and 
(4)  that  the  respondent  was  not  an  '  undertaker '  as  defined  l9 
sect.  7,  subnsect.  2,  of  said  Act." 

The  questions  of  law  were:— ''(1)  Was  the  respondent  in 
undertaker  within  the  meaning  of  the  Workmen's  Compeoai' 

♦  See  on  same  point,  Francis  v.  Tvmer,  [1900]  1 Q.  B.  ^^^}JP^ 
V.  0«6ome,  [1901]  8  Fraser,  436 ;  WrigUy  v.  WhiUaker,  [1902]  A.  i> 
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to  Act,  and  as  such  liable  in  compensation  to  the  appellants? 
®  Is  the  respondent,  as  the  employer  of  the  deceased,  liable 
to  the  appellants  in  compensation  under  the  Act  ?  " 

The  appellants  aigned  that  the  respondent  was  an  under- 
Wer  in  the  Eanse  of  the  Act,  in  the  first  place,  because  he  was 
theoccnpieriwo  ttmpore  of  Ogston  &  Tennant's  factory,  which 
jrasa  factory  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act;  or  otherwise, 
because  he  was  the  occupier  of  his  own  ironfoundry,  which  also 
WM  a  fectoiy  in  the  sense  of  the  Act,  so  that  the  deceased  was 
ffljmed  in  or  about  a  "  feotory,"  yiz.,  Ogston  &  Tennant's,  when 
m  the  employment  of  an  undertaker,  viz.,  the  respondent. 

The  argument  on  the  question  whether  an  employer  who  is 
rot  also  an  undertaker  is  liable  under  the  Act,  appears  from 
the  opinions.* 

M^^J  ^??!5P^  eeotiona  of  the  Workmen'a  Compensation  Act, 
»B7(60 &  61  Vict  c.  37),  were  itferrcd  to :— 

J«J.  1;  •*(!)  If  in  any  employment  to  vhioh  Ibis  Act  applies 
J«rattl  iDjary  by  accident  arising  out  of  and  in  coarse  of  the 
mptoyment  is  caoaed  to  a  workman,  his  employer  shall,  subject  as 
■wuititCT  mentioned,  be  liable  to  pay  compensation  in  accordance 
Wth  the  First  Schedule  to  this  Act 

;;(2)  Protidod  that— 
r  J^?).^«  employer  shall  not  be  liable  under  this  Act  in  respect  of 
»y  iDJwy  which  does  not  disable  the  workman  for  a  period  of  at 
wMiwo  weeks  from  earning  full  wages  at  the  work  at  which  he  was 


wir?  J*?*  1-  ™J^ry  was  caused  by  the  personal  negligence  or 
jw'waetof  the  employer,  or  of  some  person  for  whose  act  or  default 
iSiSf^'^L**  responaible,  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect  any  civil 
™7of  the  employer,  but  in  that  case  the  workman  may,  at  his 
Vwn,  either  cUim  compensation  under  this  Act,  or  take  the  same 
J«*W[og8  es  were  open  to  him  before  the  oommencemont  of  this 
«».  wt  the  employer  shall  not  be  liable  to  pay  compensation  for 
■|»J7  to  a  workinnn  by  accident  arising  out  of  and  in  the  course  of 
?,*"*P|opent  both  independently  of  and  also  under  this  Act,  and 
™"  not  be  liable  to  any  proceedings  independently  of  this  Act, 
"«pi  m  case  of  such  personal  negligence  or  wilful  act  as  aforesaid ; 

(cj  If  it  ig  proved  that  the  injury  to  a  workman  is  attributable  to 
wttncQsand  wilfdl  misconduct  of  that  workman,  any  compensation 
««oed  m  respect  of  that  injury  shall  be  disaUowed. 
|i  y..l.*°y  qnestion  arises  in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act  as  to 
»ei»bility  to  pay  compensation  under  this  Act  (including  any 
2«»n  as  to  whether  the  employment  is  one  to  which  this  Act 
WW8},  or  as  to  the  amount  or  duration  of  compensation  under  this 
*«^e  question,  if  not  setlled  by  agreement,  shall,  subject  to  the 
r^^  of  the  First  Schedule  to  thia  Act,  be  settled  by  arbitration, 
•ISwf"^  vitl^  the  Second  Schedule  to  this  Act 

C^lf,  within  the  time  hereinafter  in  this  Act  limited  for  taking 
yJfwingB,  an  action  ia  brought  to  recover  damages  independently 
Lh  -»•  1*^  injury  caused  by  any  accident,  and  it  is  determined  in 
wnwtion  liiat  the  injury  is  one  for  which  the  employer  is  not  liable 
■|«a  action,  but  that  he  would  have  been  liable  to  pay  compensa- 
ST  J?  ?  ***®  provisions  of  this  Act,  the  action  shall  be  disallowed  ; 

■ttlh  ^^  ^"  ''^^^  *^®  ^^^^^  *■  *"®^  ®^"»  ^^  *^®  plaintiff  shall 
^JTJS'P'o*^^^  to  assess  such  compensation,  and  shall  be  at  liberty 
W  ^  ™  *"®^  compensation  all  the  costs  which,  in  itd  judgment, 
*[fwtn  caused  by  the  plaintiff  bringing  the  action  instead  of 
Fjeeding  under  thia  Act 

fcn^"^  P'w^^ding  under  this  sub-section,  when  the  Court  assesses 
jj*J^|l*n»tion  it  shall  give  a  certificate  of  the  compensation  it  has 
"™**  •<«  the  direction  it  has  given  as  to  the  deduction  for  costs, 
■«Moli  ceitificate  shall  have  the  force  and  effect  of  an  award  under 

"(5)'.  ,  .  .- 
teidrt't'  **^^®'®»  i^  *^  employment  to  which  this  Act  applies,  the 
eiJiIr     u  ""  heremafter  defined  contract  with  any  person  for  the 
gallon  by  or  under  such  contractor  of  any  work,  and  the  under- 
emJlLI?  u^  'f  8uch  work  were  executed  by  workmen  immediately 

«pwyert  by  them,  be  liable  to  poy  compensation  under  this  Act  to 

"J*wkmen  in  respect  of  any  accident  aruiins:  out  of  and  in  the 
^*rao  of  their  employment,  the  undertakers  shall  be  liable  to  pay  to 

3  Workman  employed  in  the  extcution  of  the  work  any  compensa- 

Ko.  38.-1902. 


At  advising, — 

LoBD  Jcstice-Clebk. — ^The  important  question  in  this  case 
is  the  second  question,  for  I  cannot  think  it  doubtful  that  the 
tradesman  who  was  asked  to  send  a  workman  to  repair  som& 
pipes  in  the  soap  works  of  Messrs.  Ogston  &  Tennant  was  not 
the  "undertaker",  in  the  sense  of  the  Act.  Therefori*,  unleFS 
he  is  liable  as  the  deceased^s  employer,  although  not  an  under- 
taker,  he  cannot  be  liable  at  all. 

The  wording  of  the  Act  is  such  as  certainly  to  create  difficulty, 
but  after  much  consideration  I  have  been  unable  so  to  read  it 
as  to  answer  the  second  question  in  the  affirmative.  The  Act 
cannot,  I  tbink,  be  hf  Id  to  refer  to  all  employers.  Its  whole 
framework  indicates  that  it  was  intended  to  be  limited  in  ita 
application  to  certain  particular  cases.  The  opening  words  of 
sects.  1  and  4,  which  are  the  principal  enacting  sections,  Fpeak 
distinctly  of  its  limited  character,  the  words  being  in  the  one^ 
case,  "  If  in  any  employment  to  which  this  Act  applies,"  and 
in  the  other,  "Where  in  any  employment  to  which  this  Act 
applies."  It  is  therefore  directly  indicated  that  in  some  other 
part  of  the  Act  the  employers  to  whom  it  does  apply  will  be 
set  forth,  and  I  think  it  follows  that  when  the  words  "  em- 
ployed," "employment,"  or  "employer"  are  used  in  the  Act,, 
these  words  must  be  held  to  be  applied  only  to  the  restricted 
class  to  which  it  may  be  found  by  the  context  that  the  Act  is 
made  applicable.  Now,  if  the  Act  is  searched  for  the  purpose 
of  finding  what  are  the  employments  to  which  it  applies,  it  will 
be  found  that  only  in  sect  7  is  any  indication  given  upon  that 
matter.    That  clause  begins  thus :— This  Act  shall  apply  only 


tion  which  is  payable  to  the  workman  (whether  under  thia  Act  or  in 
respect  of  personal  negligence  or  wilful  act  independently  of  this 
Act)  by  such  contractor,  or  would  be  so  payable  if  such  contractor 
were  an  employer  to  whom  this  Act  applies. 

*'  Provided  that  the  undertakers  shall  be  entitled  to  be  indemnified 
by  any  other  person  who  would  ha?o  been  liable  independently  of 
this  section. 

**  This  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  contract  with  any  person  for 
the  execution  by  or  under  sucli  contractor  of  any  work  which  ia 
merely  ancillary  or  incidental  to,  and  is  no  part  of,  or  process  in,  the 
trade  or  business  carried  on  by  such  undertakers  respectively.*' 

Sect  7.  **  (1)  This  Act  shall  apply  only  to  employment  by  the 
undertakers  as  hereinafter  defined  on  or  in  or  about  a  railway,  factory, 
mine,  quarry,  or  engineering  work,  and  to  employment  by  the  under- 
takers as  hereinafter  defined  on,  in.  or  about  any  building  which 
exceeds  thirty  feet  in  height,  and  is  either  being  constructed  or 
repaired  by  means  of  a  scaffolding,  or  being  demolished,  or  on  which 
machinery  driven  by  steam,  water,  or  other  mechanical  power,  is 
being  uacd  for  the  purpose  of  the  construction,  repair,  or  demolition 
thereof." 

•*  (2)  In  this  Act,"  inter  alia, 

^  *  Factory '  has  the  same  meaning  as  in  the  Factory  and  Workshop 
Acts,  1878  to  1891,  and  also  includes  any  dock,  wharf,  quay,  ware- 
house, machinery,  or  plant,  to  whicli  any  proviaion  of  the  Factory  Acta 
is  applied  by  the  Factory  and  Workshop  Act,  1895,  and  every  lauudry 
worked  by  steam,  water,  or  other  mechanical  power." 

***  Undertakers'  in  the  case  of  a  railway  means  the  railway  com- 
pany ;  in  the  case  of  a  factory,  quarry,  or  laundry  means  the  occupier 
thereof  witliin  the  meaning  of  tiie  Factory  an  I  Workshop  Acta,  1878 
to  1895 ;  in  the  case  of  a  mine  means  the  owner  thereof  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887,  or  the  Metalliferons 
Mines  Keguktion  Act,  1872,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  in  the  rase  of  au 
engineering  work  means  the  person  undertaking  tbe  construction, 
alteration,  or  repair ;  and  in  the  case  of  a  building  means  the  persona 
undertaking  the  construction,  repair,  or  demolition.** 

"•Employers*  includes  any  body  of  i^ersons  corporate  or  nnin- 
oorporate,  and    the   legal    personal    representative   of  a   deceased 
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to  employment  l:!y  the  undertakers  as  hereinafter  defined  in  or 
about  a  railway,  factory,  Ac,  and  "  undertakers"  is  defined  in 
a  later  part  of  the  clause  in  regard  to  the  different  classes  of 
works  before  referred  to,  the  definition  applicable  to  the  present 
case  being  that  the  undertaker  in  the  case  of  a  factory  means 
**  the  occupier  thereof  within  the  meaning  of  the  Factory  and 
Workshop  Acts,  1878  to  1896."  Taking  this  section  alone,  it 
appears  to  be  Tery  definite,  and  to  limit  the  operation  of  the 
Act  to  employment  by  an  undertaker  as  there  defined,  and  to 
•exclude  all  except  such  persons  from  its  scope.  It  was  main- 
tained that  the  word  "only"  was  not  intended  to  limit  the 
class  to  undertakers,  but  only  to  limit  the  liability  incurred 
xmder  the  Act  by  those  included  in  it.  But  it  was  well 
pointed  out,  if  this  wore  the  restriction  intended,  and  if  it  were 
only  for  the  protection  of  undertakers,  and  if  employers  not 
being  undertakers  were  intended  to  be  made  liable  for  com- 
pensation under  the  Act,  then  the  liability  of  employers  who 
were  not  undertakers  as  defined  would  extend  to  all  kinds  of 
work.  It  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  this  was  the  intention 
of  the  Act,  and  such  a  constraction  would  be,  in  my  opinion,  a 
strained  and  not  a  natural  construction. 

The  real  difficulty  of  the  caEC  is  created  by  the  latter  part  of 
8  ci  4.  By  that  clause  it  is  intended  where  undertakers  give 
out  sub-contracts  of  portions  of  the  work  they  are  doing,  to 
confer  on  any  contractor's  workman  a  right  to  obtain  his 
compensation  for  an  injury  from  the  undertakers,  and  this 
whether  the  compensation  be  under  the  Act  or  be  compenpation 
in  respect  of  any  negligence  or  wilful  fault  by  the  contractor 
or  those  for  whom  he  is  responsible.  The  words  are — [His 
Lordship  read  the  section.]  It  is  the  words  " under  this  Act" 
which  creite  the  difficnlty,  for  they  seem  to  imply  that  a  sub- 
contractor who  is  not  the  undertaker  may  be  liable  under  the 
Act.  It  is  yery  difficult  to  find  a  meaning  for  these  words 
where  they  occur,  or  to  reconcile  them  with  the  rest  of  the 
statute.  I  will  only  say  that  if  these  words  are  to  be  read  as 
meaning  that  the  Act  applies  to  any  employer,  and  not  to  an 
imdertaker  being  the  employer  as  defined  by  the  Act,  a  great 
part  of  the  Act  becomes  in  my  yiew  quite  inexplicable. 

I  haye  therefore  found  it  impossible  to  hold  that  it  is  a  true 
reading  of  the  statute  that  an  employer  can  be  liable  under  it 
to  compensate  a  workman  unless  he  be  an  undertaker,  and  as 
in  this  case  the  respondent  was  not  an  undertaker  as  defined  by 
the  Act,  the  Sheriff  has  rightly  held  that  the  petition  should  be 
dismissed,  and  that  the  questions  put  in  the  special  case  should 
be  answered  accordingly. 

LoBD  Touno  concurred. 

LoBD  Tbatnbb. — ^The  second  question  put  to  us  for  deter- 
mination in  this  case  raises,  in  my  opinion,  a  question  of 
considerable  importance.  It  is  attended,  in  my  mind,  with 
difficulty,  and  before  expressing  my  opinion  upon  it  I  desire  to 
make  one  or  two  obseryations  upon  the  Act  under  which  the 
case  is  presented. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  primary  purpose  of  the  Workmen's 
Ck>mpensation  Act  was  to  proyide  that  workmen  who  were 
injured  accidentally  in  the  course  of  their  employment  should 
be  compensated  therefor  by  their  employera  By  accidental 
injury  I  mean  an  injury  arising  from  a  cause  which  cannot  be 
attributed  to  the  fault  of  anyone.  The  difficulty  is  whether 
the  Act  has  so  provided. 


The  first  clause  of  the  Act  proyldes  that  where  "in  any 
employment  to  which  this  Act  applies"  a  workman  receiTes 
personal  injury  by  accident  arising  out  of  and  in  the  oouise  of 
the  employment,  his  employer  shall  be  liable  in  oompensatioo, 
subject  to  certain  conditions  to  which  I  need  not  here  ie£a. 
On  the  other  hand,  sect.  7  of  the  Act  proyides,— "This  Ad 
shall  apply  only  to  employment  by  the  undertakers  as  heiein- 
af  ter  defined,"  d^c,  and  an  opinion  has  been  expressed  that  the 
effect  of  that  proyision  is  to  limit  the  application  of  the  Act  to 
employment  by  "undertakers"  in  the  seyeral  employineHtB 
enumerated  in  the  seyenth  clause. 

I  cannot  concur  in  that  opinion.  If  that  opinion  is  soimd, 
then  all  the  proyisions  in  the  Act  in  regard  to  the  liability  of 
employers  as  such  are  struck  out  of  the  Act,  and  what  I  legud 
as  its  primary  purpose  is  defeated.  It  does  not  obriate  the 
difficulty  to  say  that  "undertaker"  may  include  emplojer, 
because  eyen  if  that  were  so,  the  liability  would  be  an  "  unde^ 
taker's"  liability,  not  an  employer's.  But  I  cannot  regard tbs 
words,  "  undertaker  "  and  "  employer  "  as  synonymous,  nor  tfaa 
one  as  included  in  the  other.  I  think  they  represent  petaooi 
standing  to  the  workman  in  different  relations;  and  that  this ii 
made  tolerably  clear  by  a  consideration  of  the  proTisions  of  tlie 
Act.  Take,  for  example,  the  second  sub-section  {h)  of  the  fitik 
clause.  It  proyides  that  the  injured  workman  may,''athii 
option,  either  claim  compensation  under  this  Act,  or  take  tha 
same  proceedings  as  were  open  to  him  before  the  commenoenuni 
of  this  Act."  What  proceedings  were  open  to  a  workBin 
before  the  commencement  of  this  Act  against  an  *'  undertakar'f 
Take  also  clause  4,  in  which  an ''  undertaker  "  is  first  mentioMi 
How  can  that  clause  be  read  consistently  with  the  notioii  thai 
employer  and  undertaker  are  the  same,  or  that  there  is  oolf 
liability  on  .the  one  and  not  the  other,  when  it  proyides  for  i 
right  of  relief  at  the  linstanoe  of  the  undertaker  against  tlift 
employer?  There  is  no  difficulty  in  ascertaimng  who  is  tin 
employer  of  a  workman;  there  may  be  more  in  asoertaminlj 
who  is  the  undertaker  as  defined  by  the  Act.  But,  in  m/  ?iett 
both  are  separately  and  independently  dealt  with  by  the  Aii  I 
haye  akeady  pointed  out  in  M'Oregor  y.  Damken,  (Feb.  3,18W), 
1  Eraser,  636,  at  p.  546,  what  I  thinkwas  the  class  intended  to  bl 
included  in  the  word  "  undertaker,"  and  the  reason  why,  in  HI 
opinion,  that  class  was  put  under  liability  by  the  statute.  Tint 
opinion  I  haye  seen  no  reason  to  change.  I  accordingly  am  (f 
opinion  that  both  employer  and  undertaker  haye  liahilitl 
imposed  upon  them  by  the  Act— not  the  same  liability,  fori 
think  the  employer's  is,  or  may  be,  a  more  extended  liability 
than  an  undertaker's,  that  is,  may  coyer  a  greater  number  of  | 
cases  and  arise  in  many  circumstances  in  which  an  onderUktf  | 
would  not  be  liable.  .    •  u  i 

The  opening  words  of  the  7th  dause,  as  I  haye  indicated,  | 
create  the  difficulty,  because  they  may  be  read  (and  hate  beei 
so  read)  as  excluding  the  application  of  the  Act  to  anythingbn 
employment  by  an  undertaker.  I  do  not  think  that  the  dilB* 
culty  is  insuperable.  On  the  contrary,  I  think  (keeping  tti 
purpose  of  the  Act  in  yiew)  that  it  is  possible  to  give  aU  effect 
to  sect.  7  and  yet  to  retain  clause  I  as  an  effectual  P^^^ 
As  thus:  I  read  clause  7  not  as  relating  to  the  immediatt 
employment  by  an  undertaker  of  workmen  in  certain  enumewtw 
occupations,  but  to  the  employment  of  workmen  by  ^ 
employers  on  behalf  or  in  the  interest  of  an  undertaker  in  tttfs 
occupations.  That  makes  the  underlaker  imme  Jiately  liable  to 
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tvadnoan  in  oompensation  for  injtuy  sostaiiied  by  him  in  the 
oi  suoh  employment,  it  being  a  part  of  the  midertaker's 
that  was  being  executed  or  carxied  on,  with  relief  to 
ike  nndertaker  against  the  actual  master  or  employer  of  the 
wfanao.  That  enables  me  to  read  danse  1  as  imposing  liabi- 
li^y  <»i  the  employer  where  no  nndertaker  intervenes,  but 
^088  1  only  imposes  liability  on  the  employer  when  the 
«playment  is  one  '*  to  which  this  Act  applies."  Now,  I  think 
Ike  Act  applies,  or  may  reasonably  be  held  to  apply,  to  the 
^BBgerons  oecnpatioDs  ennmerated  in  c!aase  7.  Accordingly, 
^Am  a  workman  is  accidentally  injured  in  the  course  of  his 
tt^ojment  in  any  of  the  enumerated  occupations,  I  think  he 
ks  a  chim  for  oompensation  either  against  his  employer  or  the 
•mdertafcer  "  with  whom  the  employer  has  contracted.  I  feel 
ftedifficnlty  of  reaching  this  conclusion  having  regard  to  the 
faigaage  in  which  the  7th  clause  of  the  Act  is  expressed ;  and 
Hy  mw  is  open  to  oritieism  on  that  account.  But  the  Act  is  a 
natdkl  one,  and  entitled  to  a  liberal  constructian,  and  I  prefer 
tty  eonstmction  which  will  make  the  remedy  the  Act  was 
Steaded  to  provide  available  to  a  construction  which  would 
*8tfl?fit. 

Tnnimg  now  to  the  case  before  us,  I  think  that  the  first 
^MStion  should  be  answered  in  the  negative.  I  think  that  the 
««Poatet  was  not  an  undertaker  in  the  sense  of  the  Act.  The 
••wwi  question  I  would  answer  in  the  affirmative.  The 
*jw^t  was  the  employer  of  the  workman  (represented  by 
veappellsnts)  who  sustained  personal  injury  which  resulted 
J|^5 death  while  in  the  course  of  his  employment.  The 
^Mff-sobstitute  holds  that  the  respondent  is  not  liable  as 
^BP^oyer  because  the  employment  was  not  one  to  which  the 
^  spplied.  I  suppose  he  would  have  decided  otherwise  if  he 
W  been  of  opinion  that  the  employment  was  one  within  the 
ironaan  of  the  Act  Now,  I  think  that  the  employment  in 
2»tion  is  one  to  which  the  Act  applies.  The  respondent  is 
•ogaed  as  an  "ironfounder  and  forger,  Vulcan  Iron  Works,** 
Jitt  iron  foundry  is  a  factory  within  the  meaning  of  the 
«^  Acts.  It  does  not  appear  to  me  material  that  the 
•cMent  which  caused  the  injury  occurred  outside  of  the 
JJJwjdent's  own  premises.  The  deceased  was  employed  on 
■"•premises;  they  were  the  seat  of  his  labour;  and  that  he 
Jtt  Bent  outside  of  them  to  do  work  for  and  on  the  order  of 
™  employer  does  not  make  the  employer*8  liabOity  the  less. 
wTOhnan  was  stiU  engaged  "  in  the  course  of  his  employ- 


not  undertakers,  that  the  defenders  in  Tumef^s  case  were 
sought  to  be  made  liable,  and  employers  are  made  responsible 
by  the  Act  for  ii^ury  to  a  workman  "  arising  out  of  and  in  the 
course  of  the  employment,**  which  was  the  fact  in  Turner's  case 
as  it  is  here.  The  restricting  words  "  on,  in,  or  about  a  factory  *' 
are  used  only  with  reference  to  undertakers. 


Ib  ay  view  the  Sherirs  judgment  should  be  recalled,  and 
^r^  remitted  to  him  to  find  the  respondent  liable  in  com- 
|l«»ation  to  the  appellants  and  to  fix  the  amount  of  such 
|?^P®*tion,  I  am  aware  that  this  view  is  contrary  to  what 
!**D«n  decided  by  the  English  CJourt  of  Appeal  in  the  case  of 
ijj^v.  Turner  Brothers,  [1900]  1  Q,  B,  478,  a  case  in  aU  its 
^J4l  feitores  the  same  as  this.  The  ground  on  which  the 
jwan  in  that  case  proceeded  was  that  the  injury  to  the 
J»'bnan  had  not  been  received  on,  in,  or  about  a  factory. 

o».  if  there  is  no  liability  for  accidental  injury  imposed  on 
"J^  hut  an  "undertaker**  as  defined  by  sect  7  of  the  Act, 
^  t^judgment  of  the  English  Court  is  right,  because  liabi- 
"vmider  that  section  is  restricted  to  cases  where  the  injury  is 
?*»afid*'on,  in,  or  about  a  factory.**  But  if  employers  are 
.,  ^  («  apart  from  "undertakers'*),  then  I  venture  to  think 
referred  to  is  not  sound.    It  was  as  employers. 


LoBD  MoNCBBiTF.— The  first  question  of  law  does  not  present 
any  difficulty,  because  the  respondent  was  undoubtedly  not  an 
undertaker  in  the  sense  of  the  Workmen's  Compensation  Act 
The  undertakers  were  OgBton  &  Tennant,  Limited,  the  occu- 
piers of  the  factory,  who  are  not. parties  to  this  casa 

The  second  question,  however,  raises  a  point  of  difficulty  and 
importance  in  the  construction  of  the  Workmen's  Compensation 
Act,  viz.,  whether  the  respondent  is  liable  under  the  Act  as  the 
immediate  employer  of  the  deceased  workman.  It  may  be  that 
it  was  intended  that  the  Act  should  apply  to  all  employers  of 
labour  whose  w<»kmen  are  employed  and  injured  in  the  dan- 
gerous undertakings  specified  in  the  7th  section  of  the  Act, 
whether  the  employers  are  the  proprietors  or  occupiers  of  such 
works  (styled  "  undertakers  *'  in  the  statute),  or  sub-contractors, 
who  take  or  send  their  workmen  to  the  premises  in  order  to 
execute  a  sub-contract  therein. 

But  the  Act  is  so  framed  that  I  find  it  impossible  to  give  it 
that  efifect  without  doing  undue  violence  to  the  language  used. 
The  first  and  leading  section  of  the  statute  is  qualified  by  the 
words  with  which  it  commences,—**  If  in  any  employment  to 
which  this  Act  applies^"  It  is  thus  notified  at  the  outset  that 
the  Act  does  not  apply  to  all  employments,  and  we  are  referred 
to  some  later  part  of  the  Act  for  a  definition  of  the  kind  of 
employment  to  which  the  Act  does  apply. 

The  4th  section  begins  with  the  samo  words,—"  Where  in  an 
employment  to  whidi  this  Act  applies.** 

The  7th  section  contains  the  only  definition  or  limitation  of 
the  application  of  the  Act  It  conunences  with  these  compre- 
hensive words,—"  This  Act  shall  apply  only  to  employment  by 
the  undertakers  as  hereinafter  defined,"  and  the  word  **  under* 
takers**  is  confined  in  the  case  of  a  railway  to  a  railway 
company ;  in  the  case  of  a  factory,  the  occupier  thereof  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Factory  and  Workshop  Acts,  and  so  forth — 
definitions  which  exclude  sub-contractors  who  contract  for  the 
execution  of  part  of  the  work  in  such  imdertakings. 

The  meaning  and  scope  of  this  definition  appear  very  clearly 
if  it  is  paraphrased  so  as  to  apply  to  the  facts  of  the  present 
case.  Bead  thus,  the  7th  section  enacts  that  "as  regarda 
factories  this  Act  shall  only  apply  to  employment  by  the 
occupier  of  the  fSactory*'— a  definition  which  excludes  the 
respondent. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  7th  section  was  introduced 
simply  in  order  to  limit  the  liability  of  undertakers.  What 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  conclusive  answer  is  that  if  this  were  so  the 
liability  under  the  Act  of  an  employer  who  is  not  an  undertaker 
would  extend  to  all  kinds  of  employment  without  restriction, 
and  that  is  certainly  not  the  intention  of  the  Act 

The  main  difficulty  arises  from  certain  words  which  occur  in 
the  4th  section  of  the  Act  From  the  rest  of  the  Act  so  much 
is  clear  that  "undertakers,"  as  defined  in  the  7th  section,  who 
are  employers  of  labour,  are  liable  under  the  Act  to  workmen 
immediately  employed  by  theuL  The  4th  section  (which  pro- 
perly should  have  followed  instead  of  preceding  the  .7th) 
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extends  their  liability  to  this  extent,  that  if  they  give  off  any 
part  of  their  business  or  work  to  be  executed  by  a  contractor, 
and  in  the  course  of  the  execution  of  the  work  one  of  the  con- 
tractor's workmen  sustains  personal  injury  in  the  course  of  his 
employment,  the  "  undertakers  '*  are  liable  if  called  on  by  the 
injured  workman  to  make  him  compensation  although  he  was 
11  t  directly  employed  by  them.  The  compensation  which  in 
this  ease  the  undertakers  are  bound  to  pay  is  *'any  compensa- 
tion which  is  pnyable  to  the  workman  (whether  under  this  Act 
or  in  respect  of  i>ersonal  negligence  or  wilful  act  independently 
of  this  Act)  by  such  contractor,  or  would  be  so  payable  if  such 
contractor  were  an  employer  to  whom  this  Act  applies."  With 
the  exception  of  the  three  words  "  under  this  Act "  which.  I 
have  italicised,  this  passage  is  quite  intelligible.  The  compen- 
sation to  be  ])aid  by  the  "  undertakers  *'  is  such  compensation 
as  the  contractor  would  have  been  bound  to  pay  if  he  had  been 
sued  at  common  law  or  under  the  Employers  Liability  Act. 
So  far  there  is  no  difficulty.  Take  next  the  concluding  worJs, 
"  or  would  be  payable  if  such  contractor  were  an  employer  to 
whom  iMs  Act  applies."  If  these  words  were  synonymous 
with  "  every  employer  of  labour  "  they  would  be  superfluous, 
because  in  the  case  provided  for  in  the  4th  section  it  is  assumed 
that  the  contractor  is  the  injured  workman's  employer.  There- 
fore "an  employer  to  whom  this  Act  applies"  (which  it  is 
assumed  the  contractor  is  not,  the  word  "if"  being  used)  is 
gomeoue  other  than  an  ordinary  employer.  Where  there  is  no 
sub-contract  the  undertaker  is  the  employer,  but  if  he  is  liable 
this  is  not  merely  because  he  is  an  employer,  but  because  he  is 
also  on  undertaker. 

In  the  connection  in  which  they  occur,  I  confess  that  I  am 
unable  to  assign  a  meaning  to  the  words  "  under  this  Act "  in 
sect.  4.  I  cannot  find  in  any  other  part  of  the  Act  liability 
fixed  upon  an  employer  of  labour  who  is  not  an  undertaker. 
Bt sides,  these  words  cannot  stand  alongside  of  the  expresfcion 
"  if  such  contractor  were  an  employer  to  whom  this  Act 
applet,"  which  is  feupc.fluous  and  unmeaning  if  a  contractor  is 
liable  as  employer  "  under  this  Act." 

In  sup^Ktrt  of  the  appellant's  view  it  was  maintained  that 
under  this  section  the  contractor  is  bound  to  indemnify  the 


"  undertaker,''  and  it  was  argued  that  this  indicates  that  tbe 
contractor  is  necessarily  liable  under  the  Act.  Bat  I  may  poiot 
out  that  the  Act  does  not  say  that  in  all  ca^es  the  contractor 
shall  indemnify  the  undertakers. 

The  4th  section  ood  tains  this  proviso,^"  Provided  that  the 
undertaker  shall  be  entitled  to  be  indemniSed  by  any  other 
person "  (not  necessarily  the  contractor)  "  who  would  hare 
been  liable  independently  of  this  section"  This,  the  only  Giyim 
provision  as  to  indemoification,  Eeems  to  indicate  that  the  con- 
tractor is  not  bound  to  indemnify  the  undertaker  unless  h 
would  have  been  liable  to  compensate  his  workmen  on  mm 
ground  not  contained  in  the  4th  section.  Kow,  as  I  have  said, 
I  see  no  ground  except  liability  at  common  law  or  under  the 
Employers  Liability  Act  No  ground  of  liability  is  to  be  fom  i 
in  the  rest  of  this  Act. 

Some  confusion  is  caused  by  the  use  of  the  word  "  undff- 
takers  **  in  some  parts  of  the  Act  and  "  employers  "  in  othea 
The  word  "  undertakers  "  is  not,  however,  used  in  cantradia- 
tinction  to  "employers  to  whom  this  Act  applies";  on 
contrary,  I  think  the  expressions  are  interchangeable. 

I  am  therefore  unable  to  hold  that  the  respondent  is  liable 
an  employer.  The  Act  may  have  been  intended  to  reach 
a  case.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  at  least  equally  possible 
(and  this  is  my  opinion)  that  it  was  only  intended  to  threw 
liability,  in  the  absence  of  fault,  upon  those  large  employers  ii 
labour  for  whose  benefit  and  on  whose  premises  the  work  ii 
being  done  in  the  coui-se  of  which  injury  is  sustained  bjtiifi 
workman;  the  scheme  of  the  Act  being  that  they  shall  be  liaise 
whether  the  workman  is  employed  by  ihemselve?  or  (aAlei 
sect  4)  by  a  contractor,  but,  in  the  latter  case,  with  righi  w 
indemnification  if  the  contractor  himself  is  liable  in  reep e  t  of 
personal  or  imputed  fault 

I  would  therefore  answer  both  questions  in  the  nf  gatiye. 


.eaifl 


The  Coubt  pronounced  this  interlocutor : — "  Having  h 
counsel  for  the  parties  on  the  stated  case,  answer  the  questioa^ 
of  law  therein  stated  in  the  negative ;  therefore  affinu  the  dis- 
missal of  the  claim,  and  decern :  Find  the  respondent  entitle!  to^ 
his  expenses  of  the  stated  case  on  appeal,  and  remit/'  &c, 


Thb  Notes  op  Casks  foe  thb  Vacation,  as  ansouncbd  in  the  issue  of  23bd  August  last,  abb  now  ooxcLrnED. 
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NOnOE  TO  SOLIOITOBa 


fViih  ike  view  ofinturing  the  greatest  posMle  aceuraey  and 
rapiditif  in  the  various  publications  connected  wiih  the  Law 
RiPOBTS,  the  OouncU  wHl  he  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
appiication  is  made  hy  any  reporter  acting  for  (he  Council 
w£Q  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
Papers^  together  with  any  informoHon  in  their  power  as  to  the 
mames  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
same  Hme,  the  Ooundl  ihanhfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
ihey  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fmsion  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 
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COURT    O'F  APPEAL. 


Becord  of  Business. 


OOUBT  L 

Fbidat,  October  24. 

Oerson  v.  Simpson.    Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Dismissed. 
Pedrette  v.  Portland  Urban  District  Oouncil    Appeal  from  Baoknill  J 
Part  heard. 

Tuesday,  October  28. 

Oraig  v.  Harris,    Applioation  for  jadgpuent.     Allowed. 
Orwdey  ▼.  De  Nevers.    Applioation  for  jodgment  or  new  trial.    Dis- 
missed. 

Wndnbsdat,  Ootobor  29. 

Musgrave  y.  BenUey,  Application  for  jadgment  or  new  trial.  Dis- 
missed. 

Haley  v.  Smith  and  Others.  Application  for  jadgment  or  new  trial. 
Part  heard. 

Frands  and  Others  y.  Scottish  Imperial  Inmrance  Company.  Appli- 
cation for  jadgment  or  new  trial.    Part  heard. 

Thubsdat,  October  30. 

Francis  and  Others  y.  Scottish  Imperial  Insurance  Company.  Appli- 
cation for  jadgment  or  new  trial.    Dismissed. 

Blahe  v.  Hitchcock,  WiUiam9  &  Co.  Application  for  judgment  or  new 
triaL    Dismissed. 

Oates  V.  Thomas  Tilling,  Limited.  Application  of  defendants  for 
jadgment .    Allowed. 

Attoimey-Oeneral  y.  Oas  Light  and  Coke  Company.  Application  for 
jadgment  or  new  trial.    Part  heard. 


OOUBT  II. 


Fbidat,  October  24. 

Alfin  and  Others  y.  Hewlett  and  Others.     Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Dis- 

mi»6d  by  consent 
Woolfe  V.  AutomiOo  Picture  Oallery,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Keke- 

wioh  J.    Part  heard. 

Monday,  October  27. 

Woolfe  y.  Automatic  Picture  OaUcry,  Limited.  Appeal  from  Eeke- 
wich  J.    Our.  adv.  mUt. 

In  re  HualMe.  HuoBtahte  y.  Oravofurd.  Appeal  from  Farwell  J. 
Allowed. 

J^  re  Madcrson.  Trevanian  y.  Dumas.  Appeal  from  Byrne  J.  Dis- 
missed. 

Qair  y.  Tdhurd  and  Others.    Appeal  firam  Kekewioh  J.    Part  heard . 

TuHDAY,  October  28. 

Qair  T.  TcXhurst  and  Others.    Appeal  firom  Kekewich  J.    Allowed. 
TTngiU  t.  Carter  and  Others.    Appeal  firom  Kekewioh  J.    Part  heard 
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WnwBSDAi;  October  I 


In  ft  (hrporatum  of  BriUth  JiMwrfoft ,  Limiied.    Appeal  from  Book. 

ley  J.    DimniflBed. 
J»  re  LawUy,    Zaiigr  y.  LawUy,    Appeal  from  Joyoe  J.    Onr.  adv. 

vuU, 

TauBSDAT,  Oolober  80. 

2nnL(Mdey.    Zaiter  y.  LateHey,    Appeal  from  Joyoe  J.    Dismissed. 
WHifiUY.CIartm'andOfhen,    Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.    Fartheafd. 


in  a  fidueiaiyoapaoi^aiid  ordered  to  pay  byaOonrk  of  Bquity: 

aeoi  4,  sub-seot.  8,  of  the  Debtors  Act,  1869. 
Bray,  K.O.,  and  Eustace  Smith,  for  Hibbard. 
Mtcklem,  K.C.,  and  E,  OUvyUm,  for  the  plaintifll 
Thi  Coubt  (Vanghan  Williams  and  Mathew  L.JJ.)  aUowed 

the  appeal,  holding  that  the  order  of  Swinfen  Eady  J.  im 

irregolar  on  the  ground  that  the  Ck>nrt  had  no  juriadictiaB 


During  the  siUings  of  the  Courts  Thb  Wjsieklt  KoTBSioiU  be  ^Mished 
on  Saturday,  and  vfia  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Veoisums  up  to 
and  induding  those  of  the  previous  Thnrsday.  All  oases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  will  he  reported  in  full  in  Thb  Law  Bbpobtb. 


Supreme  Court  of  Jubicature. 


COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


O.A. 


ASHOBOFT  v.  ASHOBOFT  AND  BOBIBTS. 


Ang.  11. 

Htishand  and  wife — Divorce — Decree  nisi — Permanent  mainte' 
nance  of  guilty  wife  hy  innocent  husband,  Order  for — Discretion 
of  Court—Matrimonidl  Causes  Act,  1857  (20  <fc  21  Vict.  c.  86), 
8.82. 

Under  the  discretionary  powers  given  by  sect.  82  of  the 
Matrimonial  Oanses  Act,  1857,  the  Gonrt  of  Appeal  (Vanghan 
Williams  and  MathewL.JJ.)affirmiQg  Gorell  Barnes  J.,  ordered 
the  hnsband,  the  petitioner  in  a  diyoroe  action  in  which  his  wife 
had  been  found  goilty  of  adultery,  to  secure  a  weekly  sum  for 
his  wife's  maintenance  during  their  joint  lives  and  dum  casta 
vixerit,  as  a  condition  for  the  decree  nisi  being  made  absolute, 
the  wife  haying  no  means  of  subsistence  and  being  unable 
through  ill-health  to  earn  her  own  living.  There  was  no  sug- 
gestion of  misconduct  on -the  part  of  the  husband,  and  his 
sole  income  consisted  of  his  earnings  from  a  business. 

H,  Newson,  for  the  husband. 

Barnard,  for  the  wife. 

Solicitors :  Jaqites  A  Co,,  for  W.  &  E.  W.  Btdlen,  Liverpool ; 
J.  Syhes,  for  Pennington  A  Bigson,  Liverpool.         G.  L  F.  G. 


G.  A.  Aug.  11. 

GHUBOH'S  TbUSTBS  v.  MOITTAOUB  HlBBABO  &  Go. 

Contempt  of  Court — D^ttU  in  payment  of  money^Seoond  attach" 
ment  for  same  offence^Bearrest — Length  of  imprisonment  — 
Jurisdictionr-'Debtors  Act,  1869  (82  <£  88  Vict.  c.  62),  s.  L 

Appeal  by  the  defendant  Hibbard  i^inst  the  order  of 
Swinfen  Eidy  J.,  ante,  p.  160. 

The  question  was  whether  the  Gjurt  had  jarisdiction  to 
make  an  order  giving  leave  to  issue  a  second  writ  of  attach- 
ment for  the  same  oflfonoe,  namely,  default  by  a  person  acting 


under  the  Act  to  make  a  second  order  for  attachment  of  Ite.  J 
debtor  for  the  same  offenoe,  namely,  contempt  of  Gonrt  infiuUJ 
ing  to  comply  with  an  order  for  payment;  and  also  that  in|.; 
further  imprisonment  could  not  be  for  a  longer  period  than 
twelve  months  from  the  date  of  the  oommenoement  of  thii 
original  imprisonment,  inclusive  of  the  time  the  debtor  was  lij 
liberty.  Their  Lordships,  however,  intimated  bat  did  not; 
actually  decide  the  point  that  Hibbard  might,  on  a  propa 
application,  be  rearrested  under  the  original  order  for  sMor 
ment. 

Solicitors:  Dyson,  Smith  A  Marchant;  Edward  Lee,  Davit i 
Lee.  G.LP.a 


G.A. 


In  re  Masthbson. 
Tbbvahioh  v.  Dumas. 


Oct  iff/ 


WUl— Construction— Substitutional  gift— Gift  to  "A.,  his  hdn  of 
cusigns  " — Death  of  A.  before  testator — Intestacy, 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Byrne  J.,  [1901]  W.  N.  17i 

A  testatrix  by  her  will,  made  in  1877,  gave  and  derised  iO 
her  real  and  personal  estate  in  equal  shares  for  lifia  to  her  sotar 
and  brother,  the  share  of  each  to  revert  to  the  last  8nr?iTor(il 
the  two  for  life,  and  after  their  decease,  after  glTing  sonu) 
legacies,  the  testatrix  desired  "  the  residue  of  my  estate  to  be 
divided  in  equal  shares  between"  A.,  ''his  heirs  or  asngn^' 
B.,  "  her  heirs  or  assigns,"  and  G., "  her  heirs  or  assigns."  Tha 
testatrix  died  in  1900  possessed  of  personalty  only. 

The  tenants  for  life,  and  A.,  B.,  and  G.,  aU  died  before  the 
testatrix. 

The  question  was,  whether  there  was  a  substitutional  gift  ^ 
the  next  of  kin  of  the  residuary  legatees  respectively,  or  whethtt^ 
there  was  an  intestacy  as  regarded  the  shares  given  to  them. 
Byrne  J.,  on  the  authority  of  In  re  Walton's  Estate,  (1856), 
8  D.  M.  &  G.  173,  held  that  there  was  an  intestacy.  The  next 
of  kin  of  the  residuary  legatees  appealed. 

Haldane,  K.C.,  and  Methold,  for  the  appellants. 

Levett,  K.C.,  and  Curtis  Price,  for  the  executors ;  and 

Upfohn,  K.C.,  and  Qatey,  for  the  next  of  kin  of  the  testatrix, 
were  not  called  upon. 

Tma  GouBT  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Gossens-Haidy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal. 

YAuaHAN  WiLLiAHS  L.J.  thought  it  impDSsible  to  arnye  at . 
any  other  conclusion  than  that  the  three  residuaiy  legateas 
were  entitled  to  absolute  interests. 

Stiblino  L.J.  agreed.    He  would  not  say  what  the  same 
words  might  mean  in  a  different  context. 
Gozwts-Habdt  JjJ.  concurred. 
Solicitors:  Foyer  A  Eordern ;  Kingsford  A  Dorman,  i 

w.  L.a 
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In  re  HuxTABLl. 

BVJXAMLM  V.  OSiLWFCBD. 


Oct  27. 


WUl^ChnstrucHon^GharMble  legacy-^lA 
\  pose — Evidence — AdmUsihUity. 

}  Appeal  fiom  the  deoision  of  FarweU  J.,  [1902]  2  Gh.  214. 

Aiestatriz  by  her  will  beqneaihed  the  cram  of  4000/.  to  the 
defiBodant  Crawford  **  for  the  charitable  purposes  agreed  upon 
between  lu."  She  died  in  1901.  The  defendant  deposed  that 
alxmi  1891  the  testatrix  yerbally  informed  him  of  her  intention 
to  kaye  him  a  sum  of  4000/.,  the  income  of  which  he  was,  in 
iMexeroise  of  his  disoretion,  to  apply  dnring  his  life  for  the 
idiof  of  side  and  neoessitons  persons  being  members  of  the 
Qnuoh  of  England,  and  also  towards  the  support  of  charities 
f  ttonected  with  the  Church  of  England,  and  that  he  was  to  dis- 
||Q0e  of  the  principal  after  his  death  as  his  own  property. 
\  The  defendant  did  not  claim  any  beneficial  interest  in  the 
tlDid. 

^  Pknrell  J.  held  that  there  was  on  the  face  of  the  will  a  gift 
|fec  limited  charitable  purposes,  and  that  evidence  was  admis- 
hfiitoto  shew  what  those  purposes  were ;  that  on  the  eyidence 
Ihan  was  a  good  cliaritable  bequest  of  the  income  of  the  fund 
faring  the  life  of  the  defendant,  and  that  on  his  death  the 
fad  would  M  into  the  residue. 
r  TheAttomey-Qeneral  appealed. 
Sir  fi.  B,  FifOaff,  A.'G.,  and  B.  J,  Parker,  for  the  appellant 
fi«Wff,  K,G,,  and  Christopher   James,  for    the   residuary 

AAworih  James,  fox  the  defendant  Crawford. 
^rmgUm,  for  the  executors. 

\  Ta  OoDBT  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Haidy 

)KJJ.)  allowed  the  api>eal. 

\  YiueiAS  WiLLiAKS  L.J.  regretted  that  he  was  unable  to 
|ne  with  the  conclusion  of  Earwell  J.    His  Lordship  could 
M  doobt  that  the  affidavit  of  the  defendant  Crawfurd  was 
kuBnble  in  eridenoe,  but  it  was  admissible  only  for  the  pur- 
MBof  pioTing  matters  which  were  not  defined  by  the  will— 
lahew  what  in  fact  were  the  charitable  purposes  agreed  upon 
itveen  the  testatrix  and  Crawfurd,  but  not  to  shew  what  was 
ianoont  of  the  legacy.    That  amount,  namely,  4000Z.,  was 
Aied  by  the  plain  words  of  the  will.    By  the  affidavit  the 
■BtaUe  purposes  agreed  upon  were  plainly  defined,  and  so 
tthe  afildavit  was  admissible.    It  went  on  to  deal  with  other 
Men  whioh  were  plainly  dealt  with  by  the  will.    The  sum 
ta  by  the  will  for  the  charitable  purp3se3  was  4000^— not 
lenly  the  income  of  4000^.  during  a  limited  term.    The  effect 
tile  Bti^ment  in  the  affidavit,  that  only  the  income  of  the 
001  daring  the  life  of  Crawfurd  was  given  to  the  charitable 
itpMeB,  was  to  contradict  the  will  as  to  the  subject-matter  of 
IB  9ft  His  Lordship  would  say  nothing  as  to  whether  the 
ffi  indicated  a  general  charitable  purpose,  because  by  the 
JiWpplemented  by  the  affidavit,  the  charitable  purpose  was 
^^    The  definition  was  amply  sufficient  to  enable  the 
jnt  todireot  the  purpose  to  be  carried  out,  and  to  order  a 
«tt  to  be  settled,  not  limited  to  the  income  of  the  fund. 
TOuia  and  Coziets-Habdt  L.JJ.  delivered  iudgment  to 
■■ne  effect. 

L^icitoK:   Soliciior  to  the  Treasury  ;    Glutton  <fe  Johnson; 

Wmn»,  Johnson,  Bvbb  &  Co. ;  Bridges,  Sawtdl  dk  Co. 

W.  L.  0. 


KING'S  BENOH  DIVISION. 


KB.  D.  Oct.  27. 

GuABDiANS  OF  Obmskibk  Union,  Apfs.;  Guabdiaks  of 

Choblton  Union,  Bbsps. 

Pdbr  lawSetOemen^—Beeidence—"  Hospital  "—9  &  10  Vict. 
c  66,  8. 1—39  &  40  Vict.  c.  61, 8,  34. 

Special  case. 

The  question  for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  was  whether  a 
pauper,  Harold  Coxon,  had  acquired  a  logal  settlement  in  the 
township  of  Maghull,  in  the  appellant  union,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  9  &  10  Vict.  c.  66,  s.  1,  and  39  &  40  Vici  c.  61,  s.  34. 
The  &ct  relied  on  by  the  respondent  union  as  giving  the  pauper 
a  settlement  in  the  appellant  union  was  that  from  1893  to  1902 
he  had  been  an  inmate  of  an  institution  called  the  Home  for 
Epileptics  at  Maghull.  9  d;  10  Vict.  o.  66,  s.  1,  provides  that 
the  time  during  which  a  person  shall  be  "  confined  ....  as  a 
patient  in  a  hospital "  shall  be  excluded  from  the  computation 
of  the  period  of  residence  which  renders  a  pauper  irremovable. 

For  the  respondents  it  was  contended  that  the  home  in  ques- 
tion was  not  a  hospital  within  the  above  section.  The  home 
was  established  in  1888  by  Henry  Cox,  deceased,  of  Liverpool, 
and  waj3  partially  endowed  by  him  witii  20001,  It  consisted  of 
buildings  and  five  acres  of  land  farmed  by  the  committee  of  the 
institution.  It  was  supported  by  donations,  annual  subscrip- 
tions, and  payments  by  pjitients,  who  were  divided  into  three 
classes,  paying  respectively  two  guineas,  one  guinea,  and  7s.  M. 
a  week.  The  pauper  in  question  was  in  the  last  class.  The 
object  of  the  institution  was  the  care  and  treatment  of  epileptic 
persons  by  means  of  hospital  treatment  combined  with  healthy 
outdoor  life,  regular  habits,  suitable  employment,  and  recrea- 
tion. On  the  31st  of  December,  1901,  there  were  123  inmates, 
and  the  balance-sheet  for  1901  shewed  that  317/.  was  derived 
from  eleemosynary  contributions,  and  about  50007.  from  the 
payments  of  patients.  A  medical  staff,  m^tron^,  and  nursei 
were  attached  to  the  home. 

T.  F.  Byrne,  for  the  appellants. 

Brooke  Little,  for  the  respondents. 

Thi  Coubt  (Lord  Alverdtone  C. J.,  Wills  and  Chanuell  JJ.) 
held  that  the  home  was  a  "hospital"  within  9  &  10  YicX 
c.  66,  s.  1,  and  that  the  pauper  had,  therefore,  not  acquired  a 
settlement  in  the  appellant  union. 

Appeal  aiUnoed. 

Solicitors  for  appellants :  Bowdiffes,  Bawle  &  Co.,  for  Alfred 
Dickinson,  Ormskirk. 

Solicitors  for  respondents:  Oihson  <fe  Wddon,  for  J.  K  Wild, 
Manchester.  F.  0.  B. 


E.  B.  D.  Bbooks,  App.  ;  Mason,  Bisp.  Oct  28. 

Criminal  law — Selling  intoxicating  liqiiors  to  children — Msns 
rea — Sale  of  liquors  in  vessels  not  properly  sealed  and  corked^ 
Intoxicating  Liquors  {Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901  (1  Edw.  7, 
c.  27),  8.  2. 

Case  stated  by  a  metropolitan  police  magistrate. 
The  appellant  was  charged  before  the  magistrate  at  the 
Cierkenwell  Police  Court  with  the  offence  of  having  unlawfully 
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and  knowingly  deliTered  to  a  child  nnder  fourteen  intoxicaidng 
liquor,  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Intoxicating  Liqnors 
(Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901,  By  sect.  2  of  that  Act  "every 
holder  of  a  licence  who  knowingly  sells  or  delivers  ....  save  at 
the  residence  or  working  place  of  the  purchaser^  any .... 
intoxicating  liquor  to  any  person  under  the  age  of  fourteen 
years  for  consumption  by  any  person  on  or  off  the  premises, 
excepting  such  intoxicating  liquors  as  are  sold  or  delivered  in 
corked  and  sealed  vessels  in  quantities  not  less  than  one 
reputed  pint  for  consumption  off  the  premises  only,  shall  be 
liable  to  a  penalty/'  &c.  By  sect.  5  the  term  "  corked  "  means 
closed  with  a  plug  or  stopper  of  any  material,  and  the  ex- 
pression "  sealed  "  means  secured  with  any  substance  without 
the  destruction  of  which  the  cork,  plug,  or  stopper  cannot  be 
withdrawn. 

It  was  proved  before  the  magistrate  that  the  appellant,  who 
was  the  holder  of  a  licence  to  sell  beer  by  retail  for  consumption 
off  the  premises,  delivered  beer  to  a  child  under  fourteen  in  a 
bottle  supplied  by  the  appellant  and  fitted  with  a  stopper. 
Over  the  top  of  the  stopper,  from  one  side  of  the  neck  of  the 
bottle  to  the  other  side,  the  appellant,  before  delivery,  stuck  a 
gummed  label  previously  moistened  by  him.  The  child,  who 
had  been  sent  by  its  parents  to  fetch  the  beer,  was  stopped 
whilst  returning  by  a  police  officer,  who  found  that  the  label, 
though  still  wet,  came  off  the  bottle  intact 

The  magistrate  found  as  facts  that  the  bottle  was  properly 
corked,  but  that  the  label  had  not  been  secured  with  a  suV 
stance  without  the  destruction  of  which  the  stopper  could  not 
be  withdrawn;  that  the  appellant  knew  the  child  was  under 
fourteen,  but  that  when  he  delivered  the  bottle  to  the  child 
he  honestly  believed  that  he  had  secured  the  stopper  in  con- 
formity with  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  The  magistrate  con- 
victed the  appellant,  and  imposed  a  penalty.  The  question  for 
the  opinion  of  the  Court  was  whether  his  decision  was  right 
in  law. 

BancktoertSj  K,C,  {Bruce  Williamson  with  him),  for  the 
appellant. 

Craies  (Horace  Avory,  KM,,  with  him),  for  the  respondent. 

The  Ooust  (Lord  Alverstone  C.J.,  Wills  and  Channell  JJ.) 
affirmed  the  conviction,  holding  that  in  sect.  2  of  the  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901,  the  word  "  know- 
ingly "  did  not  apply  to  the  words  ''excepting  such  intoxicating 
liquors  as  are  sold  or  delivered  in  corked  or  sealed  vessels,"  &c. ; 
that  those  words  were  by  way  of  exception  ftom  the  offence 


created  by  the  statute,  constituting  a  defence,  and  that  in  oidr 
to  make  good  that  defence  it  was  necessary  that  the  defendanr 
should  prove  that  he  had  in  fact  delivered  the  intoiicatlcg 
liquor  in  a  bottle  properly  corked  and  seal^  as  required  I7 
the  statute. 

Convidion  affkmei 

Solicitors  for  appellant :  Maitlands,  Peckham  &  €0, 
Solicitors  for  respondent :  Wontner  &  Sons,  W.  L 


h 


K  B.  D.  MoNaib,  App.;  Cave,  Rksp.  Gel  8 

Adulteration — Sanitary  inspector — Powers — Sample  of  milhpri 
cured  outside  inspector's  district — Sale  of  Food  and  Drugt  M 
1879  (42  <fe  43  Vict.  c.  30),  s.  3. 

Case  stated  by  a  metropolitan  magistrate. 

The  appellant  was  a  sanitary  inspector  appointed  for  the  dtf ' 
of  Westminster.    The  respondent,  a  farmer  in  DerbysMre,  hail 
entered  into  a  contract  with  a  firm  of  dairymen  in  Weetmi 
for  the  delivery  to  them  at  St.  Pancras  Station  of  a  qnantir 
milk  daily.    T^ie  appellant,  under  the  directions  of  the  mm  : 
of  the  ci^  of  Westminster  and  in  pursuance  of  sect  3  of  tlie  i 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1879,  procured  at  St.  Panms , 
Station  a  sample  of  milk  from  that  supplied  under  the  contra 
The  sample  was  analyzed  by  the  public  analyst  for  the  city 
Westminster,  and  was  found  to  contain  21  per  cent  of  added 
water.    An  information  was  preferred  against  the  respondent 
under  sect.  6  of  the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1875.  For 
the  respondent  it  was  contended  that  the  appellant  W  do 
power  to  procure  a  sample  outside  the  district  for  which  be 
was  appointed,  and  that  the  analyst  for  Westminster  had  ^/^ 
power  to  analyze  a  sample  so  obtained,  or  to  give  a  certif 
which  would  be  evidence,  and  that,  the  place  of  delivery  untier 
the  contract  being  outside  Westminster,  the  proceedings  and 
certificate  were  nugatory  and  in  violation  of  the  Sale  of  Y^y^ 
and  Drugs  Acts.    The  magistrate  upheld  this  contention,  td 
dismissed  the  information  on  these  grounds.  | 

Avory,  K,0,y  and  2>.  0.  Bartley,  for  the  appellant,  ■ 

Morton  Smith,  for  the  respondent. 

The  Court  (Lord  Alverstone  OJ.,  Wills  and  OhanneU  JJ.l 

affirmed  the  decision  of  the  magistrate. 

Appeal  dimml 

Solicitors  for  appellant :  Allen  &  Son. 

Solicitors  for  respondent :  J.  B.  Bicketts  &  Son.      F,  0.  B. 
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NOTICE  TO  SOI^ICITOBa 


With  the  view  of  inmring  the  greatest  possible  accuracy  and 
nditif  in  the  various  pMicatlona  connected  toiih  the  Law 
ORTS,  the  Council  will  he  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
iicaiion  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for   the   Council 
I  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
*apers,  together  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.     At  the 
!  time,  the  Council  thankfully  acknowledge  the  assistance 
ftey  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fession in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
I  reports. 


TABLE  OF  CASES. 


,  In  re.    Zaiseb  u.  Lawlbt 
toiEEtTs,  In  re.     Roberts  v.  Roberts 
Bmith,  In  re.    Ex  parte  Durban     . 
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INDEX   OF  SUBJECT-MATTIR 


Saturday,  Xovcmber  1. 
Stutrt  V.  Freem%n.    Application   for  judgment  or  new  trial.     Part 


heard. 


Monday,  November  3. 


HotOj  McLichlan  &  Co.,  Limited  v.  DatHthy  Smith,  McMiUin  Sc  Co' 
Aftpcal  from  Jclf  J.     Our.  ado.  vulL 

Tuesday,  November  4. 

Head  V,  Friendly  Society  of  Operatice  Stonemamns  and  Others.  Appeal 
from  the  Lord  Chief  Juetice  and  Darling  and  Ckunnell  J  J.  Dia- 
misaed. 

Stuart  V.  Freeman.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Allowed. 

(Ityhind  v.  Jackson. 
Same  y.  Brodie.      Two  applications  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 
Settled. 


AOXiKlSTBATIOir. 

tMHng^Direction  for  payment  of  debts — Pecuniary  legatees 
ond  fpeeijic  devufma 


BASKETTPTCT, 

'tnptejf  notice — Security  given  to  satisfaction  of  creditor^' 
Right  of  creditor  to  issue  fresh  binkrupicy  notice — Bunhruptry 
Act,  1883  (4G  ct  47  Vict,  c.  52),  «.  i,  subs.  1  (ff)   . 

f  f  OWSB  07  APFOINTMEITT. 

(fitMTul testamentary  power — Exercise — Covenant  totxerctse  power 
hif  way  of  security  for  loan — Liability  of  appointed  fund  for 
^cbtt 
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COURT  OF   APPEAL. 


Eecord  of  Business. 


COURT  II. 

Friday,  October  31. 

In  re  a  Debtor,    Ex  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  563  of  1902.     Appeal  from 

Mr.  Registrar  Brougham.    Dismifised. 
In  re  a  Dtbtor.    Ex  p:irte  the  Debtor,  No.  331  of  1902.     Appeal  from 

Mr.  Registrar  Linklater.     Di:smisBed. 
In  re  a  Dtbtor.    Ex  p.trte  the  Dtbtor y  No.  799  of  1902.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  Registrar  Hope.    Allowed. 
Wright  v.  Cuittr  and  Others.     Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Part  heard. 

Monday,  November  3. 
Wright  V.  Carter  and  Others.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Part  hoard. 

Tuesday,  November  4. 

Wright  V.  Carter  and  Others,     Appeal  from  Kekewich  J,     Car.  ado. 

vult, 
Bennett  v.  Stone,    Appeal  from  Buokloy  J.    Part  heard, 

Wednesday,  Noveml)cr  5. 

Wright  T.    Carter  and  Others.     Appeal   from   Kekewich   J.     Order 

varied. 
S.  Lylet  V.  F.  Lyles,     Appeal  from  Gorcll  Barnes  J.    Allowed. 
In  re  Radford  &  Co,  and  Bright j  Limited.     Appeal  from  Buckle j  J. 

Allowed. 


COURT  L 

I'biday,  October  31. 

^tif^my-General  v.  Qas  Light  and  Cohe  Company.    Application  for 

judgment  or  new  trial.    Dismissed. 
GiJitwal  V.  S.  J.  TeUery  (t*  Co.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 
Allowed. 
,   nKhkam  t.  Chester,  Broome  &  Griffithes,     Application  for  judgment 
I        OT  new  trial,    Diimiaeed. 

I     Ko.  40.-1902. 


Daring  the  sittings  of  the  Coarti  The  Weekly  Notes  xeill  he  puhlit^hed 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisiom  up  to 
and  including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  All  CAse$  of  perminent 
intered  noted  therein  will  he  reported  in  full  in  The  Law  REPoaTS. 


Supreme  Court  of  JuMcature. 


COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A 


Oct.  SO. 


In  re  LawlhV. 

Zaiskr  v.  Lawlky. 

Power  of  appointment — General  testamentary  power^Exercis:-— 
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Covenant  to  eosercUe  power  by  way  of  security  for  loan^^ 
Liability  of  appointed  fund  for  d^s. 

Appeal  fixmi  a  decision  of  Joyce  J.,  [1902]  2  Ch.  673. 

Lawley  under  the  will  of  his  mother  had  a  general  power  to 
appoint  by  will  a  sum  of  10,000/.,  which  in  default  of  appoint- 
ment was  to  go  as  part  of  her  residuary  estate.  In  1892  he 
borrowed  a  sum  of  1000^,  and  as  part  security  therefor 
covenanted  forthwith  to  make  a  will  exercising  the  power  of 
appointment,  so  that  the  loan  should  be  a  first  charge  on  the 
fond  and  not  to  reyoke  such  will;  and  he  made  a  will 
accordingly,  and  died.  In  the  administration  of  Lawley's 
estate  the  question  arose  whether  the  applicants,  who  were 
the  legal  personal  representatiyes  of  the  lender,  had  as  against 
the  appointed  fund  any  priority  oyer  other  creditors.  Joyce  J. 
held  that  the  testator  by  exercising  the  power  had  made  the 
fund  assets  for  the  payment  of  his  debts,  and  that  the  applicants 
had  no  priority  oyer  the  other  creditors. 

The  applicants  appealed. 

Badcock,  K.O,^  and  E,  Ford,  for  the  applicants. 

Hughes,  K,C,,  and  Wace,  for  the  respondents,  Lawley's 
executors. 

Thb  Ooubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Ck>zen^Hardy 
L.JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal.  They  held  that  the  coyenant  was 
ineffectual  to  bind  the  fund,  and  that,  notwithstanding  that  the 
will  was  made  in  pursuance  of  the  coyenant,  the  lender  was  a 
yolunteer  aj3  against  the  testator's  general  creditors,  and  there- 
fore took  subject  to  the  rule  that  the  exercise  by  will  of  a  general 
power  of  appointment  makes  the  appointed  property  assets  for 
the  payment  of  the  debts  of  the  appointor ;  consequently  that 
as  regards  the  fund  he  was  not  entitled  to  priority  oyer  the 
other  creditors. 

Solicitors :  Beyfus  Ss  Bfyfus ;  Dangerfield,  Blythe  &  Hodgson, 

H.  B.  H. 


C.A. 


In  re  SMITH. 
Ex  parte  DuRBAK. 


Oct.  81. 


The  debtor  duly  carried  out  the  terms  of  the  agreement  On 
the  11th  of  July,  1902,  the  creditor  senred  on  the  debtor  a  fresh 
bankruptcy  notice  in  respect  of  1677/.,  part  of  the  jadgmfiot 
debt.  The  debtor  failed  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
this  notice  within  the  seyen  days  limited  for  the  porpose,  and 
the  receiying  order  was  made  upon  the  creditor's  petitioD, 
founded  upon  the  act  of  bankruptcy  committed  by  failure  to 
comply  with  the  notice. 

The  debtor  appealed. 

Frank  MeUor,  for  the  debtor. 

Muir  Mackenzie  and  J,  George  Joseph,  for  the  creditor. 

Thb  Ooubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Gossens-Hudy 
L.JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal  They  held  that,  the  debtor  hxmg 
complied  with  the  requirements  of  the  first  bankruptcy  notioft 
by  giying  security  for  the  debt  to  the  satisfoction  of  the  cze- 
ditor,  a  fresh  bankruptcy  notice  in  respect  of  the  same  debt 
could  not  be  issued  during  the  pendoicy  of  the  aeciirity,  the 
debtor  not  haying  committed  any  default  in  carrying  ontibd 
terms  of  the  agreement  The  receiving  order  was  acoordingi; 
discharged. 

Solicitors:  Fuller  db  Farhw ;  Ernest  Salaman,  Fort  A  Co, 

W.  La 


Bankruptcy — Bankruptcy  notice — Security  given  to  satisfaction 
of  creditor — Right  of  creditor  to  issue  fresh  bankruptcy  notice — 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  (46  <fc  47  Vict.  c.  62),  s.  4,  sub-^.  1  (g). 

Appeal  by  a  debtor  against  a  receiving  order.  On  the  20th 
of  January,  1902,  a  judgment  creditor  for  2129/.  served  the 
debtor  with  a  bankruptcy  notice  in  respect  of  the  debt.  Nego- 
tiations took  place,  and  on  the  28th  of  January  an  agreement 
was  entered  into  between  the  debtor  and  the  creditor,  which 
provided  that  the  debtor  should  pay  the  creditor  75/.  in  cash 
and  hand  over  to  the  creditor  a  specified  bill  of  exchange  for 
400/.,  payable  two  months  after  the  8th  of  January.  The  debtor 
also  undertook  to  have  transferred  to  the  creditor  4000  fully 
paid-up  shares  of  1/.  each  in  a  specified  company,  with  liberty 
to  the  debtor  to  repurchase  the  shares  on  or  before  the  28th  of 
January,  1903,  at  the  amount  of  the  judgment  debt  and  taxed 
costs,  with  interest  thereon.  The  debtor  was  also  to  assign  to 
the  creditor  all  his  interest  in  the  estates  of  two  specified  bank- 
rupts. This  was  ''to  be  Eecnrity  for  the  judgment,  but  judg- 
ment still  to  be  in  full  force."  On  the  29th  of  January  an 
order  was  made  by  the  registrar  by  consent  setting  aside  the 
bankruptcy  notice. 


Iblob  Court  of  Jmticc. 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Kekewich  J. 


In  re  BoBXBTS. 

BOBSBTS  V,  BOBBBTS. 


Oct  31 


Administration — Marshalling — Direction  for  payment  o/dAU-^ 
Pecuniary  legatees  and  specific  devisees. 

A  testator  directed  that  his  just  debts  and  funeral  and  testar 
mentary  expenses  should  be  paid  as  soon  as  possible  ato  hif 
decease.  He  bequeathed  pecuniary  legacies  and  specifically 
devised  real  estate.  The  general  personal  estate  was  insoffi- 
dent  for  payment  of  the  debts  and  funeral  and  testamsnttfy 
expenses. 

The  question  was  whether  the  pecuniary  legatees  wert 
entitled  to  have  the  assets  marshalled.  It  was  stated  that  tbe 
authorities  on  the  point  were  not  harmonious,  the  dedsionof 
EAjJ.mlnreBate.  5ate  y,  Bo^,  (1890)  43  Ch.  D.  600,  beii« 
in  conflict  with  those  of  Stirling  J.  and  Ohitty  J.  in  In  re  Stof^ 
Parsons  v.  Miller,  (1892)  67  L.  T.  223,  and  In  re  Salt.  Bn^ 
wood  y.  Keeling,  [1895]  2  Oh.  203. 

Methold,  Mark  Bomer,  and  Hon.  Frank  Bussell  appeared  ff» 
the  yarious  parties. 

Ebkkwich  J.  referred  to  Seton  on  Judgments,  6th  ed.  voL /i* 
p.  1673,  where  it  was  stated  that  In  re  Bate  must  on  this  pomt 
be  treated  as  overruled.  His  Lordship  adopted  that  view,  ana, 
following  the  recognised  rule  of  administration,  held  that  tw 
doctrine  of  marshalling  was  applicable. 

Solicitors :  Bowcliffes,  Bawle  <fc  Co.  0.  C.  M.  P. 
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iroTiaB  TO  8OI1I01TOB& 


WSk  (he  ffiew  ef  insuring  the  greatest  posnbh  aceutacy  and 
ra^UUtfl  t»  ike  various  publications  connected  mth  the  Law 
teoBTS,  the  Council  toitt  be  obliged^  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
Sfplieaiion  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  (he  Council 
wB  as  soom  as  possible  after  appUcaiion  furnish  the  necessary 
Hftis,  iogeiker  wi£h  any  informaUon  in  their  power  as  to  the 
mmss  of  the  various  SoticHors  engaged  in  (he  case.  At  the 
mme  Umey  the  Council  thankfully  adcnowledge  the  assistance 
lisy  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fssdom  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
nports. 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


Record  op  Business. 


OOUBT  L 

Tbubsdat,  NoTembeif  6. 

Lloyd  y.  WooJland  Brotliers,    Applioation  for  jadgment  or  new  trial. 
Allowed. 

Friday,  November  7. 

Ben  Oraham  v.  Commissioners  of  H,M.  Works  and  PMie  BuUding*, 
Appeal  from  the  Lord  Chief  Jiutlce.    New  trial  ordered. 

Saturday,  November  8. 
Frost  and  Another  v.  Soloman.   Applioation  for  jodgmenl  or  new  trial. 

Dismisfled. 
Mord  Brothers  A  Co.,  Limited  T.  Esrl  and  Countess  of  WeUmoriand. 
Applioation  of  the  Earl  for  judgment    Part  heard.        . 
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Monday,  November  10. 

Tanner  T.  Harmony  Company.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Varied. 
Ckurdiff  Channel  Dry  Doeki  Company  y.  E.  O,   T.  Agius,  Limited, 

Appeal  from  Backnill  J.    Dismissed. 
AUorney-General,  on  the  relation  of  the  Saliebury  Rural  District  Council 

Y.  Oarton,    Appeal  from  Bncknill  J.    Dismissed. 
Court  Y.  Van  Laun  and  Another.    Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Dismissed. 
Weeding  y.  Van  Laun  and  Another.    Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Dismissed. 
InUmational  AsieU  Company^  Limited  Y.  Van  Laun.    Appeal   from 

Jelf  J.    Dismissed 
du  Patqaier  y.  Cadbury,  Jone$  &  Co.,  Limited.    Appeal  firom  Back- 

niUJ.     AUowed. 

Tuesday,  November  11. 

ilforel  Sroihen  A  Cb.,  Limited  y.  Sari  and  Counteu  of  Wedmorland, 
Application  of  the  Earl  for  judgment.    Allowed. 

ThubsdaY)  November  13. 

ICeUim  Y.  Norman  and  Another,    Application  of  defendant  Coward 
for  new  trial    Allowed. 
Same  v.  Same.    Application  of  defendant  Norman  for  judgment. 

All9wed. 
Stone  Y.  Brewie,    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Part  heard. 


COURT  II. 

Tbubsday,  November  6. 
Bennett  Y.  Stone.    Appeal  firom  Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 

Friday,  November  7. 

Bennett  V.  Stone,    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 
In  re  Netc  Premier  Cycle  Company  and  Seduced.      Appeal  from 
Buckley  J.    Allowed  on  terms. 

Saturday,  November  8. 

In  re  C.  Bright.  Ex  parU  C.  Bright.  Appeal  from  Mr.  Registrar 
Giflkrd.    Part  heard. 

Monday,  November  10. 

In  re  Gold  Fielde  of  Venexuela.  Storey  v.  Same.  Appeal  from  Far- 
well  J.    Dismissed. 

Bennett  Y.  Stone.    Appeal  from  BueUey  J.    Postponed. 

Li  reC.  Bright  Ex  parte  C.  Bright,  Appeal  from  Blr.  Registrar 
Qiffard.    Allowed. 

Lewie  y.  Bafico.    Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.    Allowed  in  part. 

Tuesday,  November  11. 
J.  W.  Green^  Limited  v.  SOL    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 

WxDirisDAY,  November  12. 

/.  W.  Oreen,  Limited  v.  HUL    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Cur.  adv. 

ifulL 
In  re  John  ScotL    LangUm  v.  Seott,    Appeal  tnm  Kekewioh  J.    Part 

heard. 

Thursday,  November  13. 

In  re  John  SootL  LangUm  y.  Sccit.  Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.  Dis- 
missed. 

BAattian  Ziani  de  FerranU  Y.  Britith  Thompson  Houston  Company, 
Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.    Part  heard* 


During  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  Tm  Wbrkly  Notes  will  he  pvBuhd 
on  Saturday,  and  toill  generally  comprise  Notes  of  DecUvm  up  in 
and  induding  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  ^1/2  aises  of  pemamt 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  be  reported  in  full  in  The  Law  KEPOBm. 


Supreme  Court  of  Jubicature. 


COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


WBtGHT  V.  OaBTEB. 


KoT.  S. 


i^OT.  a,  I 
ididkr  f 


O.A. 

Solicitor  and  client— Fiduciary  relation— Oi/t  hy  dtent  to 
—Undue  influence,  Presumption  of— Separate  solicitor-Ahm'^ 
of  independent  advice— Deed  including  gifts  to  children  oiisil 
as  gift  to  solicitor — Partial  avoidance 

The  plaintiff,  being  in  financial  difficulties,  propDsed  to  m\6 
a  Yolnntary  settlement  npan  himself  and  his  family,  and  al» 
to  make  a  gift  to  his  confidential  solicitor,  the  defendant  Carter, 
in  return  for  serYicos  rendered  but  not  yet  paid  for.  Carter 
thereupon  suggeeted  that,  in  order  to  carry  out  the  proposal,  the 
plaintiff  should  be  represented  by  an  independent  solicitor. 
The  draft  deed  was  then  prepared  in  Carter^s  office  but  not 
under  his  superYision,  and  was  settled  by  counsel.  The  plaintiff 
then  took  the  draft  from  darter's  office  to  a  firm  recomme^^f^^ 
by  Carler,  and  the  matter  was  taken  up  by  their  mana^ig 
clerk,  a  solicitor  named  Abny.  Acting  on  Almj^s  adjitf. 
the  plaintiff  in  May,  1900,  executed  the  deed,  which  sett^ 
part  of  his  property  in  trust  for  himself  for  life,  and  afttr  hu 
death,  as  to  certain  shares  in  trust  for  his  two  children,  andw 
to  the  remaining  shares  in  trust  for  Carter.  In  March,  1901. 
the  plaintiff,  continuing  to  be  pressed  by  his  financial  difficnltifti 
executed  another  deed  which  in  effect  reYokel  the  previo^ 
deed  and  couYoyed  in  general  terms  the  whole  of  his  proi  ertr 
both  present  and  future,  upon  trust  for  his  two  children  acd 
Carter  in  equal  shares,  in  consideration  of  a  coyenant  by  m 
to  pay  him,  the  plaintiff,  an  annuity  for  his  life.  This  m 
was,  on  Carter's  suggestion,  prepared  by  another  solicitor, 
named  Tarbet  At  the  time  the  deeds  were  executed  C^ur 
was  continuing  to  act  as  the  plaintiTs  solicitor  in  all  om^ 
matters  relating  to  his  affairs.  ., 

The  plaintiff  brought  this  action  to  have  the  deeds  set  m^ 
on  the  ground  that  he  had  been  induced  to  execute  them  by  t"^ 
influence  of  Carter.  . 

At  the  trial  Kekewioh  J.  acquitted  all  three  soluitors  or 
fraud,  and  dismiEsed  the  action. 

The  plaintiff  appealed. 

WarHngton,  K.C.,  and  hB.  Terrell,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Warminyton,  K.C,  and  Christopher  James,  for  the  defeadai 
Carter.  ^  ,. 

Duke,  K.a,  and  Frank  Busidl,  Badcock,  K.C,  and  Mm^ 
for  the  children  taking  under  the  deeds. 

Thh  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozene-Haray 
LJJ.)  said  the  case  was  covered  by  the  rule  as  laid  down  bf 
Lord  Eldon  in  Eaich  v.  Hatch,  (1804)  9  Ves.  292,  which  ha^ 
not  been  qualified  or  disapproved  of  in  any  subsequent  c^5«. 
and  the  effect  of  which  was  that  the  moment  a  fiduciary  relauo 
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IM  eataMiithcd,  suoh  as  that  of  solicitor  and  dient,  there  arose 
%|Biiimptiaii  of  iDflaence,  which  presmaption  wonld  continue 
»loDg  AB  the  fidndary  rehition  continned^  or,  at  all  OTents,  till 
i  conld  be  clearly  inferred  that  the  influence  had  come  to  an 
md:  Uiongh  the  presumption  of  influence  was  not  irrebuttable. 
Id  the  present  case  the  plaintiff  had  had  no  competent  in- 
^ifpeodeai  advice,  for  the  oTidence  showed  that  neither  Almy 
"    IDarbet  had  before  them  sufficient  materials  as  to  the 

itioii,  property,  and  prospects  of  the  plaintiff  to  enable  them 
Is  gm  him  tlmt  advice.    Both  deeds  must  be  treated  as  haying 

■  ezeented  under  the  influence  of  Carter:  accordingly  the 
iead  of  May,  1900,  must  be  set  aside  as  against  him,  but  not  as 

(inst  the  children^  who  did  not  claim  in  any  way  through 
flttter.    As  to  the  deed  of  March,  1901,  by  which  the  plaintiff 

I  stripiied  himself  of  the  whole  of  his  property,  it  must  be 
it  aside  in  foiOn 

(■   SoIicitoEB:  ff.  W.  CkaUerton;  E.  &  J.  Mote ;  Charles  Bu8$eU  & 
(fe. ;  TwJkt^  lake  &  Lyon^  for  ff.  Wing  &  Son,  Nottingham. 
G.  L  F.  0. 


Wgb  Court  ot  Justice. 


had  been  sanctioned  while  the  company  was  in  voluntary 
liquidation  in  In  re  Pantechnicon  Co.  (1896),  and  in  1901  in  a 
case  before  Wright  J.,  who  said  that  he  had  no  intention  of 
creating  a  precedent :  see  Palmer's  Company  Precedents,  8th  ed. 
vol.  L  p.  1111. 

George  Hart,  amicus  curias,  referred  to  s.  161  of  the  Companies 
Act,  1862. 

Btbnb  J.  said  that  where  a  scheme  of  arrangement  involved 
a  reduction  of  capital  the  reduction  should  be  carried  out  in 
accordance  with  the  statutes  specially  dealing  with  reduction 
of  capital,  and  he  directed  the  petition  to  stand  over  with 
liberty  to  amend  by  intituling  it  also  in  the  matter  of  the 
Companies  Acts,  1867  and  1877.  He  also  gave  liberty  to  the 
liquidator  to  call  such  meetings  of  shareholders  as  he  might  be 
advised  to  call. 

Solicitors:   Worthington  Evans,  Bird  <fc  Co.  F.  E. 


Byrne  J. 


Nov.  4. 


In  re  HiBAM  Maxdc  Lakp  Compaitt. 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


;  l^ma  J.  Nov.  4. 

I  In  re  CoopsB,  CoopsB  &  Johnson,  Limttbd. 

Gov^anjf — Winding-up  (yoluntary)Scheme  of  arrangement  in* 
rolving  reduction  of  capital — Joint  Stock  Companies  Arrange- 
ment Act,  1870(88  A^Vict.c  104). 

Actions  having  been  brought  against  the  company  by 
idnoture-holders  to  enforce  their  securities,  and  a  receiver 
manager  having  been  appointed  in  the  actions,  the 
passed  an  extraordinary  resolution  for  voluntaxy 
HiDding-up  and  appointing  the  same  peraon  as  liquidator. 
Bnbfleqnently  a  scheme  of  arrangement  was  prepared  which  did 
mk  provide  for  the  undertaking  and  assets  being  transferred 
to  another  company,  but  which  involved  a  reduction  of.  the 
company's  capital  under  the  Companies  Acts,  1867  and  1877, 
and  a  resumption  of  business  by  the  company  with  the  reduced 
cqiitaL 

A  petition  was  presented  for  the  sanction  of  the  Court  to  the 
idieme  under  the  Joint  Stock  Companies  Arrangement  Act, 
1870.  The  petition  was  intituled  in  the  matter  of  that  Act  and 
of  the  Companies  Acts,  1862  to  1900,  but  not  in  the  matter  of 
t^  Cknnpanies  Acts,  1867  and  1877«  nor  had  the  requirements 

of  fiiose  two  Acts  as  regards  reduction  of  capital  been  com- 

Jdiedwith. 
Oore-Browncj  K,C.,  and  F.  Shewed  Cooper^  in  support  of  the 

jwtition,  contended  (1)  that  a  reduction  pf  capital  could  be 
mdioned  although  tiie  company  was  in  voluntary  winding-up, 
and  (2)  that  the  reduction  might  be  sanctioned  as  part  of  a 
fldieme  under  the  Act  of  1870  without  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Acts  of  1867  and  1877. 
Frank  Evans,  amicus  ourvx^.  said  that  a  reduction  of  capital 


/ 


Company — Winding-up — Shareholder — Action  for  call — Plea  of 
set-off  of  debt  owing  by  company — Resolution  for  winding-up 
hrfore  judgment — Claim  of  set-off  on  application  for  lalance 
order^Companies  Act,  1862  (25  <fc  26  Vict.  c.  89),  ss.  38, 101. 

The  company  was  formed  for  certain  objects,  including  the 
selling  of  eleotiic  lamps  to  be  manufactured  by  another  com- 
pany, the  Sir  Hiram  Maxim  Electrical  and  Eogineering  Com- 
pany, Limited,  on  the  footing  of  an  agreement  of  the  26th  of 
April,  1901.  The  engineering  company  held  6000  shares  in  the 
lamp  company,  and  a  call  of  5s.  per  share  was  made  on  the 
shares,  and  became  payable  on  the  6th  of  February,  1902. 

The  call  not  having  been  paid,  the  lamp  company  brought  an 
action  against  the  engineering  company  for  1260/.  19a.  2d.,  the 
amount  of  the  calls  and  interest,  and  applied  for  judgment 
under  the  Bules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  1883,  Order  xiv.  The 
defendants  claimed  that  the  plaintiffs  owed  them  11362.  4«.  for 
lamps  supplied  to  the  plaintiff,  and  obtained  unconditional 
leave  to  defend  on  paying  the  difference  (124/.  155.  2d.)  into 
court.  The  difference  was  paid  into  court,  and  defendants 
delivered  a  statement  of  defence  claiming  a  set-off  in  respect  of 
the  balance  of  the  plaintiffs'  claim  and  their  own  alleged  debt. 
Subsequently,  on  the  11th  of  July,  1902,  before  the  action  was 
tried,  the  lamp  company  passed  a  resolution  for  voluntary 
winding-up  aod  appointing  a  liquidator,  and  on  the  22nd  of 
July  the  liquidator  issued  an  originating  summons,  in  the 
voluntary  winding-up,  against  the  engineering  company  for  a 
balance  order  in  respect  of  the  calls. 

Rowden,  K.C.,  and  Stutfield,  for  the  liquidator. 

E.  Terrell,  K.C.,  and  Hansell,  for  the  engineering  company. 

Btbni  J.  said  that  new  rights  arose  on  the  commencement 
of  the  winding-up.  It  was  plain  on  the  authorities  that 
without  the  action  and  without  the  plea  there  could  have  been 
no  set-off  against  the  calls.  He  could  not  take  the  view  that 
before  the  winding-up,  as  Eoon  as  the  set-off  was  pleaded  the 
original  debts  were  gone.  The  debts  remained  separate  debts 
until  judgment ;  and  as  there  had  been  no  judgment,  there  was 
no  reason  why  the  ordinary  rule  should  not  prevail.  The 
liquidator  was  entitied  to  a  balance  order  for  the  calls  without 
any  allowance  by  way  of  set-off  to  the  engineering  company 
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but  he  must  undertake  to  discontinue  the  action,  and  to  consent 
to  the  money  paid  into  court  being  returned. 

Solicitors:  Angave,  Bromunch  A  Yeo;  George  Terrell,  Terrell 
A  Varley.  P.  E. 

Byrne  J.  Nov.  6. 

In  re  Haumond  Spencer's  Settled  Estates. 

Settled  land — Compound  settlement — Trustees  of  compound  settle- 
ment— Pouter  of  appointing — Appointment  of  trustees — Solicitor 
for  the  tenant  fw  Ufe^Settltd  Land  Act,  1882  (45  cfc  46  Vict, 
c.  38),  8.  %  suh-ss.  1, 8 ;  «.  3a 

By  a  Fettlement  of  1863  real  estates  were  limited  in  strict 
settlement  to  A.  for  life,  with  remainder,  subject  to  a  jointure 
of  500/.  per  annum  for  A.'s  widow  if  she  surriyed  him,  and  to  a 
term  for  securing  portions  for  younger  children,  to  A.'s  first 
and  other  sons  in  fail.  In  1898,  B.,  the  eldest  son  of  A.,  joined 
with  his  father  in  barring  the  entail,  and  resettling  the  estates 
upon  A.  for  life,  with  rem&ioder  to  B.  for  life,  with  remainders 
oyer  in  strict  settlement.  This  deed  contained  a  dechiration 
that  the  trustees  of  the  resettlement  should  be  the  trustees 
under  the  settlement  made  by  these  presents,  and  also  under 
the  compound  settlement  made  by  the  f  ettlement  of  1863  and 
these  presents,  for  all  the  purposes  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts, 
1882  to  1890.  A.  died  in  189  L ;  his  widow  was  still  aUye  and 
in  receipt  of  her  jointure,  and  on  her  death  5000/.  became 
raisable  iot  the  portions  of  younger  children  under  the  settle- 
ment of  1863.  B.  was  desirous  of  selling  a  part  of  the  settled 
estate,  in  exercise  of  his  statutory  power,  free  from  the  jointure 
and  poitions  for  younger  children ;  but  as  some  doubt  had  been 
thrown  on  the  validity  of  the  appointment  of  the  present 
trustees,  as  trustees  of  the  compound  settlement,  B.  took  out  a 
sununons  asking  that  the  trustees,  or  some  other  fit  and  proper 
persons,  might  be  appointed  trustees  of  the  compound  settle- 
ment for  the  purposes  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  if  the  Court 
should  be  of  opinion  that  the  said  trustees  were  not  already 
properly  appointed. 

The  solicitor  of  the  tenant  for  life  was  already  a  trustee  of 
the  settlement  of  1868,  and  one  of  the  three  trustees  of  the 
reff ttlement  of  1898,  and  the  tenant  for  life  desired  that  the 
solicitor  should  also  be  appointed  one  of  the  trustees  of  the 
compound  settlement. 

Leonard  F.  Potts,  for  the  tenant  for  life. 

J.  G.  Wood,  for  the  trustees, 

Bysnb  J.  held,  that  the  declaration,  contained  in  the  reset- 
tlement of  1898,  by  the  settlors  that  the  trustees  of  that  deed 
should  also  be  the  Irustees  of  the  compound  settlement— which 
was  a  "  settlement "  within  the  definition  of  sect.  2,  sub-sect.  1 
—did  not  amount  to  a  declaration  by  the  "  settlement"  of  the 
persons  to  be  trustees  thereof  for  the  purposes  of  the  Acts 
within  the  meaning  of  Ecci  2,  subHsect.  8,  and  consequently 
that  there  was  no  valid  appointment  of  trustees  of  the  com- 
pound cettlement,  who  in  the  present  case  could  only  be 
appointed  by  the  Court.  His  Lordship  stated  that  he  was 
willing  to  appoint  two  of  the  existing  trustees  to  be  trustees  of 
the  compound  settlement  upon  production  of  affidavits  of  fit- 
ness in  the  usual  way ;  but  he  decL'ned  to  appoint  the  solicitor 
of  the  tenant  for  life  one  of  such  trustees,  being  of  opinion  that 
the  fact  that  he  was  already  a  trustee  of  the  settlement  of  1868 
and  of  the  resettlement  of  1898,  and  the  alleged  convenience  to 


the  parties  of  having  the  same  trustees  of  all  the  settlemedi; 
was  not  sufficient  to  take  the  case  out  of  the  general  mleliid 
down  in  In  re  Kemp's  Settled  Estates,  (1883)  24  Ch.  D.  485,  nd 
In  re  Earl  of  Stamford,  [1895]  1  Ch.  288. 
Solicitors :  JTepbnm,  Son  A  Cutdiffe.  W.  0.  D. 

Byrne  J.  Not.  7. 

In  re  SE.iL,  A  SoLioiTOB. 
Practice^Notice  of  motion  for  attachment^Service-'^ni  of 
notice^Eules  of  the  Supreme  CouH,  1883,  Order  XLIV.,  r.  2. 

By  an  order  of  the  3rd  of  July,  1902,  obtained  on  the 
petition  of  a  client,  a  solicitor  was  ordered  within  twenty-am 
days  from  the  service  of  the  order  to  deliver  to  the  petitions 
his  bill  of  fees  and  disbursemeuts  in  all  suits,  actions,  and  otto 
matters  of  business  in  which  he  bad  bean  employed  as  At 
solicitor  for  the  petitioner,  to  be  taxed  in  the  usual  way.  TUi 
order  was  served  on  the  8th  of  July.  By  an  order  of  the  M 
of  August,  made  on  the  application  of  the  solicitor,  the  tiae 
fixed  by  the  order  of  the  8rd  of  July  for  the  delivefy  of  the 
bill  of  costs  was  extendel  to  the  26th  of  August  Thisoite 
was  not  drawn  up.  As  the  bill  of  costs  to  be  rendered  exteoM 
over  several  years,  and  related  to  some  thirty  mattera  tal 
actions,  it  was  not  delivered  within  the  extended  time,  and  the 
solicitor  applied  to  the  i)etitioner's  solicitors  on  the  38th  of 
August  for  further  time,  which  was  refused. 

On  the  22nd  of  September  application  was  made  in  cbambn 
for  a  summons  to  extend  the  time;  but  as  the  matter  wu  not 
considered  Vacation  business  no  summons  was  issued.  OattM 
21st  of  October  a  notice  of  motion  for  leave  to  iasne  awrik 
of  attachment  against  the  solicitor  for  his  contempt  in  not 
having  delivered  his  bill  of  costs  to  the  petitioner  **  porsoant  t» 
the  orders  made  herein  dated  the  8rd  day  of  July  and  the  5th 
day  of  August,  1902,"  was  served,  and  now  came  on  for  hfiaroft 

Rowden,  K.C.,  and  S.  Dickinson,  for  the  motion. 

Norton,  K.C.,  and  Mairtdli,  for  the  solicitor,  and 

XewW,  K,a,  and  AustmrCartmdl,  for  the  firm  of  which  the 
solicitor  was  a  pirtner,  and  against  whom  similar  orders  for . 
deli?eiy  of  their  bill  had  also  been  obtained,  contended  that  the  | 
notice  of  motion  was  bad  on  tlie  ground  that  the  order  of  the 
5th  of  August,  therein  referred  to,  had  never  been  served.       | 

Btbrb  J.  said  it  was  clear  that  there  had  been  no  fow  j 
service  on  the  solicitor  of  the  order  of  the  5th  of  Auguet  gitiag  i 
him  further  time— as  a  fact  Uiat  order  had  never  been  dra^ 
up.    If  it  was  intended  to  enforce  the  breach  of  this  order  it 
should  have  been  drawn  up  and  served,  or  if  the  extended  time  i 
given  by  this  order  had  expired  before  the  order  was  drawn  nft 
a  four-day  order  should  have  been  obtained  and  served  hefow 
moving  for  an  attachment.    The  objection  taken  to  the  form  « 
the  notice  of  motion  must  be  allowed.    The  motion  foiled,  aw 
mnst  be  dismissed  with  costs. 

Solicitors:  Broughton,  Nocton  A  Broughton ;  Seal  A  Edgdtf^ 

w.aD. 

Farwell  J.  Pickles  v.  Sutouffi.  ^*-  * 

Contract  in  writing-— Incorporation  of  other  document—I^^ 

Societffi  conditionsStatute  of  Frauds. 
This  was  an  action  for  the  specific  performance  of  a  oontrart 
for  the  sale  of  land.   The  contract  mm  in  writing  and  oontainea 
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ilM olauae^  "The  land  is  sold  subject  to  the  conditions  of  the 
[    Hitifiiz  Incorporated  L%w  Society/' 

ajpiokn,  K.C.,  and  Bctker,  for  the  Tender. 

Jenkins,  K.C.,  and  Q(Ueyy  for  the  parohaser,  took  the  objeo- 

tkA  that  there  was  not  a  sufficient  memorandum  of  the  contract 

lo  satisfy  the  Statute  of  Frauds.    They  argued  that  while  it  is 

quite  possible  to  incorporate,  by  reference,  a  given  second 

document  with  a  written  memorandxun  in  such  a  manner  as  to 

atisfy  the  statute,  the  reference  must  be  to  a  definite  docxunent ; 

kie  there  was  merely  a  yague  reference  to  agreed  conditions 

vliidi  might  yary  from  time  to  time,  and  might  not  be  in 

exislence  as  a  printed  or  written  document    There  was  no 

diieet  reference  to  a  document  in  existence  and  produced  to 

the  parties. 

Fabwxll  J.  said  that  there  was  no  substance  in  the  objec- 
lioii.  Obyiously,  unless  something  was  said  to  the  contrary, 
the  conditions  referred  to  were  the  conditions  sanctioned  by 
fte  Iaw  Society  at  the  time  of  making  the  contract  It  would 
of  cjinse  be  neoeaaary  for  the  plaintiff  to  prove  what  those 
aonditioiiia  wwe.  The  judge  could  not  take  judicial  cognizance, 
without  further  evidence,  of  a  mere  printed  copy  of  rules  pro- 
teoed  in  court  When,  however,  that  copy  was  once  identified 
Vy  evidence,  it  became  an  illustration  of  the  maxim.  Id  cerium 
•rt,  fmod  cerium  reddi  potest, 

SoUeiton  for  the  plaintiff:  Bum  A  Berridge^  for  John  Riley 
Fmrar,  Halifax. 

Arfieikirs  fbr  the  defendant :  Walker  Jt  Rowe,  for  Lewis  Irving 
Jk^,  Halifax.  J.  B.  B. 


Buckley  J. 


Cabb  v.  Ambsbson. 


Oct  28, 29. 


JWomy — Administrator — 8aU  of  convicts  jproperttf — Bona  fides— 
Actum  hy  convict  agtUMt  his  administrator-  --Costs — Forfeiture 
Act,  1S70  (^dhUVict.  c.  23),  ss.  12, 17,  20,  29. 

In  1895  the  plaintiff,  John  Oarr,  was  convicted  of  felony  and 
l-ntenoed  to  six  years'  penal  servitude.    Sir  Bobert  Anderson, 
fee  Avistant  Oomoussioner  of  Police,  was  thereup3n  appointed 
Idministrator  of  the  plaintiff's  proparty  under  the  Forfeiture 
1870.    He  realized  practically  the  whole  of  the  property, 
the  coets  for  which  the  plaintiff  was  liable,  and  invested 
lemainder  of  the  proceeds.    On  obtaining  his  discharge  the 
itiff  applied  for  an  account,  and  particulars  and  delivery 
of  his  property;   but  the  authorities  at  S3otlaid    Yard 
Ifosed  to  give  any  information,  and  called  upon  him  to  giva 
olars  of  the  property  he  claimed.    The  plaintiff  com- 
an  action  against  Sir  Bobert  Anderson  and  his  successor 
ofbrce  Mb  claim ;  and  in  obedience  to  an  order  of  the  Appeal 
the  defendants  delivered  an  account  and  particulars, 
action  now  came  on  for  trial,  and  the  plaintiff  complained 
^fUUly  of  two  points,  namely,  that  his  jewellery  had  been  sold 
tt  undervalue,  and  that  shues  in  the  Louisville  and  Nash- 
Bailway  Company  had  been  wrongfully  converted.    He 
that  these  shares  ought  not  to  have  been  sold  at  all, 
inch  as  the  proceeds  were  not  required  for  payment  of  the 
of  his  prosecution,  that  they  had  not  been  sold  in  the 
way,  and  that  he  was  entitled  to  damages  in  respect  of 
sale. 
Ajdbury,  K.C,  and  Montague  R.  Emanuel,  for  the  plaintiff. 
BfrrcC,  E.O.,  and  T.  T.  Methold,  for  the  defendants. 


BuoKLJBT  J.  said  that  the  Forfeiture  Act,  1870,  abolished 
forfeiture  for  felony,  and  gave  power  to  appoint  an   ad- 
ministrator of  a  convict's  property.     Under  sect  12  the 
administrator  had  absolute  power  to  sell  this  property  as  to 
him  should  seem   fit,  whether  the  money  was  wanted  for 
payment  of  debts  or  not    Sect  17  did  not  restrict  that  power 
to  sales  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act    A  sale  must  be  made 
bond  fide,  and  that  involved  the  exercise  of  cire;  but  if  made 
bond  fide,  it  Was  binding  on  the  convict  irrespective  of  the 
reasons  for  which  it  was  made.     The  jewellery  was  sold 
because  it  was  the  practice  of  Scotland  Yard  to  sell  such 
articles;  that  sale  was  made  bond  fide  on  the  part  of  the 
administrator,  and  could  not  be  questioned.    The  fact  that  the 
money  was  not  wanted  for  payment  of  costs  was  immaterial 
The  sale  of  the  Louisville  and  Nashville  BaQway  Company  shares 
had  been  ordered  bond  fide  and  after  personal  consideration  by 
the  administrator,  although  owing  to  the  conduct  of  a  subordi* 
nate  it  had  not  been  carried  out  through  the  proper  channel 
Iherefora  the  plaintiff  was  not  entitled  to  damages  in  respect 
of  that  sale.  The  plaintiff  was,  however,  justified  in  commencing 
and  in  proceeding  with  the  action;  and  the  remainder  of  his 
property  in  its  present  state  of  investment  must  be  restored  to 
him.    Even  if  sect  20  of  the  Forfeiture  Act,  1870,  appUed  to 
actions  by  a  convict  against  his  administrator— which  was 
doubtful—the  Court  had  a  discretion  under  that  section  as  to 
costs,  and  under  all  the  circumstances  justice  would  be  done 
by  giving  no  costs  to  either  side. 
Solicitors :  Emanuel  Round  &  NaJthaui ;  Wontner  A  Sons. 

H.  C.  B. 


Buckley  J. 


Nov.  8. 


BoTOB  V.  Paddikgtok  Bobouoh  Cotjnoil. 


Burial  ground — Open  space^Rights  of  adjacent  landowners  in 
respect  of  lights. 

The  disused  burial  ground  of  St.  Mary's,  Pdddington,  was 
an  open  space  witbin  the  Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Acts,  1877, 
1881,  and  1887,  and  the  Disused  Burial  Grounds  Act,  1884 
(47  &  48  Vict  c  72),  and  by  the  Acts  any  building  on  the 
space  except  an  extension  of  the  church  was  forbidden.    The 
plaintiff  was  the  owner  of  land  circumjacent  to  and  abutting  on 
the  burial  ground,  and  on  his  land  he  had  erected  flats  with 
windows  overlooking  the  burial  ground.     The  action  was 
brought  to  restrain  the  erection  of  a  screen  to  be  put  up  in 
order  to  prevent  the  plaintiff  gainiog  a  prescriptive  right  to 
the  access  of  light  over  the  burial  ground  to  his  windows. 
Asthurg,  K,C.,  and  Mark  Romer,  for  the  plaintiffl 
ff.  Terrell,  K.C,  and  T.  A.  Nash,  for  the  council. 
C.  A.  Montague  Barlow,  for  the  vicar  of  Paddington,  who 
was  also  a  defendant 

BuoKLET  J.,  in  a  considered  judgment,  held  that  the  defen- 
dants were  wrong  in  theur  objection  that  the  action  could  not  be 
maintained  without  joining  the  Attorney-General  as  a  plaintiff; 
because  the  present  plaintiff  was  suing  either  in  respect  of  an 
alleged  private  right,  or  for  special  damage  for  an  interference 
with  an  alleged  public  right  But  the  plaintiff  had  no  cause 
of  action.  The  space  was  devoted  to  the  public  in  an  open 
condition,  free  from  buildings,  for  exercise  and  recreatian.  (See 
Act  of  1877,  8.  1;  Act  of  1881,  s.  5.)    But  the  Acta  did  not 

require  the  space  to  be  kept  open  so  aa  to/sreate  right    of 
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light  irhicb  did  not  preyionsly  exist  in  adjoining  ownecs.  The 
oontenticm  that  as  a  member  of  the  pnblio  the  plaintiff  conld 
object  to  the  erection  of  a  Ecreen  or  hoarding  also  failed.  It 
was  based  upon  the  assumption  that  the  hoarding  was  a 
"building"  within  the  Acts.  In  sect.  6  of  the  Act  of  1881 
''buildings"  meant  sneh  buildings  as  would  preclude  or 
diminish  the  enjoyment  of  the  space  for  exercise  and  recreation. 
In  sect.  3  of  the  Act  of  1881 "  buildings  "  meant  erections  which 
would  coyer  some  part  of  the  ground— not  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  fence  or  barrier  to  prevent  the  acquisition  of  pi*e- 
flcriptiye  rights  to  b'ght  The  action  must  be  dismissed  with 
costs. 
Solicitors :  Cheston  &  Sons ;  John  H.  Eortin.  F.  B. 


Swlnfen  Eady  J. 


In  re  SxntP, 
Oallowat  v.  Hopi. 


Nov.  1. 


to  exist  after  the  death  of  Jane  Eden.  The  cases  of  Jit  n 
Cotton* s  Trustees  and  the  School  Board  for  London,  (1882)  19 
Gh.  D.  624,  and  In  re  Lord  Suddey  and  Baines  &  Co.,  [1894] 
1  Ch.  834,  shewed  that  where  parties  who  had  beoome  abso- 
lutely entitled  had  not  put  an  end  to  the  power,  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  the  testator's  intention  whether  it  should  continue.  In 
this  case  the  testator  plainly  intended  the  trust  for  maintenaDoe 
of  Robert  Eden  to  continue  during  his  life,  and  the  power  of 
sale  to  continue  for  the  same  time.  The  power  was  therefon 
well  exercised,  and  the  proceeds  belonged  to  the  estate  of  Bobert 
Eden  as  personal  estate. 

Solicitors  for  the  trustees:    Collins,   Bohinson  i:  Driffiddj 
Liverpool. 

Solicitor  for  the  other  parties :  Stanley  J.  Attenhorougk 

J.B,B.    \ 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


NoT.i 


Will—Power  of  sale — Duration — Intention  of  testator. 

The  testator  in  this  action  gave  all  his  real  and  personal 
estate  to  trustees  upon  trust,  after  the  death  of  his  daughter, 
in  their  discretion,  and  of  their  uncontrollable  authority,  to 
manage  and  administer  his  said  estate  and  effects,  and  to  pay, 
apply,  and  expend  the  same,  or  so  much  thereof  as  they  should 
think  expedient,  to  or  for  the  clothing,  board,  lodging,  main- 
tenance, and  support,  or  otherwise  for  the  personal  and  peculiar 
benefit,  of  his  grandchildren  during  their  lives  and  the  life  of 
the  survivor,  whether  infant  or  adult,  and  whether  competent 
or  incompetent  to  give  an  acquittance  or  discharge  for  the 
same,  in  such  proportions  and  manner  as  his  trustees  should 
think  fit,  and  on  the  decease  of  the  survivor  of  his  said  grand- 
children, upon  certain  trusts  for  their  issue,  which  were  held  to 
be  void  for  remoteness.  And  he  empowered  his  trustees,  when 
they  in  their  own  discretion  should  consider  necessary,  to  sell 
and  convert  his  estate  and  effects  into  money. 

The  testator  died  in  1842,  and  his  daughter  died  in  1846. 
There  were  only  two  grandchildren,  namely,  Eobert  Eden,  a 
person  of  unsound  mind,  who  was  the  testator's  heir-at-law, 
and  Jane  Eden.  The  said  Jane  Eden  died  on  the  12th  of 
December,  1882,  leaving  Bobert  Eden  her  surviving.  Bobert 
Eden  died  on  the  20th  of  January,  1902,  a  bachelor  and 
intestate.  The  trustees  had  sold  part  of  the  testator's  real 
estate  during  the  life  of  Jane  Eden,  and  other  part  after  her 
death  but  during  the  ]ife  of  Bobert  Eden.  This  summons  was 
taken  out  in  the  Liverpool  District  Begistry  for  the  determina- 
tion, among  other  questions,  to  whom  the  proceeds  of  sale  of 
the  real  property  sold  after  the  death  of  Jane  Eden  belonged; 
which  depended  on  the  question  whether  the  power  of  sale 
created  by  the  testator's  will  was  then  in  existence. 

It  was  admitted  that  on  the  death  of  Jane  Eden,  the  ultimate 
trusts  having  failed  for  remoteness,  the  reversion  in  the  property 
vested  absolutely  in  Bobert  Eden  as  the  testator's  heir-at-law^ 
and  he  could,  if  of  sound  mind,  have  called  upon  the  trustees 
to  convey  the  property  to  him. 
E.  Mather,  for  the  trustees. 

Micklem,  K.C., Bud  Cann,  for  the  I^al  personal  representative 
ofBohertEden. 
Uve,  K.C,  and  Methold,  for  his  heir-at-law. 
SwiNYXN  Eadt  J.  said  that  he  thought  the  power  continue 


In  re  SrSlL. 
Wappbtt  v.  Bobihson.  j 

Will—Mistake— Misdescription  of  gift— ^*  My  freehold  land  atd"  J 
hereditaments  at  ilf." — Customary  freeholds,  i 

Originating  summons. 

By  her  will,  dated  the  22nd  of  September,  1899,  the  testatrix 
devised  "my  freehold  land  and  hereditaments  at  Morlani 
I  ield,  in  the  said  parish  of  Morland,"  to  the  defendant,  and  her 
residuary  real  and  personal  estate  to  the  plaintiffs. 
The  testatrix  died  on  the  29th  of  January,  1902. 
It  appeared  that  in  1886  she  inherited  four  fields  a^jouQDS 
one  another  at  Morland   Field,  in   Morland,  Westmorlaa^  I 
from  her  brother,  who  died  intestate.    Two  of  these  fields  mn 
of  freehold  tenure,  but  the  other  two,  though  conmioiilj  callei 
cuBtomary  freeholds  or  simply  freeholds  in  the  locality,  wen  ii 
fact  privileged  copyholds  held  of  the  lords  of  the  manor  d 
Morland  at  fixed  customary  rents  of  Is.  and  Is.  2(^,  with  fixrf 
fines  on  death  or  alienation.     They  were  conveyed  hy  gitfi 
surrender  and  admittance,  but  were  not  held  at  the  vili  of  M 
lords.    The  testatrix  had  never  been  admitted  or  paid  Hi 
customary  rents,  and  it  did  not  appear  that  she  was  avafl 
of  any  distinction  in  the  tenure  of  the  four  fields,  which  M 
for  many  years  been  let  to  the  defendant  at  an  entire  i«^ 
of  12?. 

This  summons  was  issued  tb  determine  whether  the 
dant  was  entitled  to  these  customary  freeholds. 

Alfred  Whitaker,  for  the  plaintiffs.  As  there  are  fields  fij 
which  the  word  "  freehold "  accurately  appb'es,  it  cannot 
extended  to  include  these  privileged  copyholds,  although 
are  known  as  customary  freeholds.  In  re  Bright-Smithf  (II 
31  Oh.  D.  314,  is  distinguishable,  as,  first,  there  was  no  residi 
device,  and,  secondly,  the  words  "my  freehold  farm"  could 
be  accurately  applied  to  part  of  a  farm. 

Oatey,  for  the  defendant.  Although  the  customary 
are  not  of  freehold  tenure,  they  may  be  described  as 
land,  the  word  "freehold"  referring,  not  to  the  tenure, butt 
the  estate  of  the  tenant,  as  distinguished  from  a  copyhold  estff 
which  is  held  at  the  will  of  the  lord. 

SwiNFKN  Eady  J.  held  that,  as  the  fields  in  dispute  v* 
known  as  customary  freeholds,  or  freeholds,  in  the  localnl 
and  the  testatrix  was  unaware  of  any  difference  in  the  tenorilf 
she  had  not  used  the  word  ''freehold"  in  the  technical  eenUl 
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of  tanme,  but  with  reference  to  the  quality  of  the  estate.    The 
coriomazy  freeh<^dB  had,  therefore,  passed  to  the  defendant. 
SolieitorB :  ChrUiopher  Johnson  Brayahaw,  for  John  Richard" 

I     «n,  Applelij ;  Earr%9on  dt  Powell,  for  Bdl  &  Mowdaff,  Appleby. 

I  a  E.  A. 


Svmtei  Eady  J.  In  re  Ck>ZEN0.  Oct.  28 ;  Nov.  6 

Miles  v,  Wilson. 
Jte— CTiiM— "Ify    own    nephews   and    nieces  "—Half-hlood— 

ffusbawPs   nephew  described  as    "my   nephew"— Oreat-niece 

deteribed  as  nieoe. 

Originating  Bommons. 

IMatrix  bequeathed  one  moiety  of  the  proceeds  of  sale  of 
hsr  residuazy  real  and  personal  estate  upon  trust  for  Alexander 
Boncan  for  life,  and  after  his  decease  upon  trust  for  "my  own 
lipii0W8  and  nieces  with  the  exception  of  Mary  Ann,  the  sister 
•rWilliam  Moore."  In  an  earlier  part  of  her  will  the  testatrix 
lad  giTon  the  proceeds  of  sale  of  twenty-two  cottages  to  •'  Mary 
tee  Ooaens,  E^len  Cozens,  James  Cozens,  Louisa  Howes,  and 
Qslherine  Norriss,  the  nieces  and  nephews  of  my  late  husband 
Osage  Cozens,  and  my  nieces  Emma  Moore  and  Sarah  Metcalf, 
9m  ^e  of  Henry  Metcalf,  in  equal  shares." 

bna  Moore  was  a  great-niece,  and  was  elsewhere  described 
m  «ie  daughter  of  "  my  nephew  William  Moore." 
Bank  Metcalf  was  the  daughter  of  an  illegitimate  nephew. 
ilenoder  Duncan,  the  nephew  of  the  testatrix's  husband, 
tM  described  as  "  my  nephew." 
The  tesUtrix  died  on  the  6th  of  July,  1889,  and  Alexander 
died  on  the  4th  of  May,  1900.    Besides  nephews  and 
I  of  the  whole-blood,  the  following  persons  claimed  to 
in  the  bequest  to  "my  own  nephews  and  nieces." 
Fint,  nephews  and  nieces  of  the  whole-blood. 
Seeoiidly,  Emma  Moore  and  Sarah  Metcalf,  on  the  ground 
at  they  were  described  as  nieces. 

Childly,  great  nephews  and  nieces  generally,  on  the  ground 

'  one  of  their  class  was  described  as  a  niece. 

¥fau  sammons  was  issued   to   determine  who  were   the 

entitled  to  share.    The  husband's  nephews  and  nieces 

not   made   parties  owing  to  the  difficulty  of  tracing 

A.  M.  Begg^  for  the  trustees. 
€Uu^,  for  the  nephews  and  nieces  of  the  half-blood. 
r.  T.  Methold,  for  Emma  Moore  and  Sarah  Metcalf. 
Harry  Oreenvfood,  for  other  great  nephews  and  nieces. 
Benry  Johnston,  for  nephews  and  nieces  of  the  whole-blood. 
SwufFHM  Eadt  J.   As  there  is  no  context  to  the  contrary,  the 
and  nieces  of  the  half-blood  are  entitled  to  share: 
V.  Bawley,  (1852)  10  Hare,  63.     As  to  the  claims  of 
Moore,  Sarah  Metcalf,  and  other  great  nephews  and 
,  Smith  V.  Lidiard,  (1857)  3  K  &  J.  252;  WelU  v,  WeUs, 
*»4)  L.  B.  18   Eq.    604,   and   Merrill   v.  Morton,  (1881) 
H  Oh.  D.  882,  do  not  ky  down  any  hard  and  fast  rule  that  a 
|tt  to  nieces  does  not  include  a  great-niece,  although  in 
IMher  part  of  the  will  a  great-niece  is  described  as  a  niece ; 
lor,  on  the  other  hand,  does  In  reJodrdl,  (1890)44  Oh.  D.  590; 
0S911  A.  C.  804,  lay  down  any  hard  and  fast  rule  that  when- 
Wm  a  great-niece  has  once  been  referred  to  in  a  will  as  a  niece, 
'ftsexpresnon  "nieces"  must  in  all  other  parts  of  the  will  be 
Un  to  include''  great-niecea"    On  the  construction  of  this 


will  I  hold  that  great  nephews  and  nieces,  the  daughter  of  the 
illegitimate  nephew,  and  the  husband's  nephews  and  nieces,  are 
excluded  from  the  gift  to  "my  own  nephews  and  nieces,'' 
though- some  of  these  persons  hare  been  inaccurately  referred 
to  as  "  my  nephew  "  or  "  my  niece." 

Solicitors :  Burton,  Yeates  A  Hart,  for  Beloe  &  Bdoe,  King's 
Lynn;  Andrew,  Wood,  Purves  db  Sutton,  for  Collier  &  Adams, 
Saffron  Walden.  G.  B.  A. 


KINO'S  BBNOH  DIVISION. 


Oct.27, 
Babolat  and  Othsbs. 


K.  B.  D. 

OOBPOBATION  Of  SHKf  VIRLD 

Indemnity — Forged  transfer  of  stock — Innocent  presentment  of, 
for  registration — Implied  contract  to  indemnify. 

Trial  of  action  before  Lord  AWerstone  O.J.  without  a  jury. 

Two  persons  named  Timbrell  and  Honnywill  were  the  holders 
of  certain  stock  of  the  plaintiff  corporation.  Timbrell  in- 
structed a  firm  of  stockbrokers  to  sell  the  stock,  which  they 
did.  Before  any  transfer  had  been  executed  the  purchasers 
pledged  the  stock  with  the  defendants  as  sacurity  for  an 
advance.  A  transfer  purporting  to  be  executed  by  both 
Timbrell  and  Honnywill  in  favour  of  the  defendants  was  then 
handed  to  the  defendants,  who  sent  it  to  the  plaintiffs  for 
registration,  and  procured  themselres  to  be  registered  as  the 
holders.  The  defendants  at  the  request  of  the  pledgers  trans- 
ferred the  stock  to  third  parties,  who  in  their  turn  were  duly 
registered.  Subsequently  it  was  discoyered  that  the  signature 
of  Honnywill  to  the  first-named  transfer  was  a  forgery,  and 
upon  an  action  being  brought  by  him  against  the  plaintiff  cor- 
poration the  latter  were  compelled  to  purchase  stock  to  replace 
that  which  he  had  lost.  The  corporation  then  brought  the 
present  action  against  the  defendants  for  an  indemnity. 

Danckwerts,  K.G.,  Bankes,  K,C,,  and  Waddy,  for  the  plainiifb. 

Baldane,  KM.,  and  F.  B.  Baddiffe,  for  the  defendanta 

Lord  Alvrrstonb  O.J.  held  that,  there  being  no  negUgence 
on  either  side,  the  loss  must  fall  upon  the  defendants  who 
requested  the  plaintiffs  to  do  the  act,  namely,  the  registration 
of  the  transfer,  which  caused  the  damage. 

Judgment  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Judgment  of  Lindley  J.  in  Anglo-American  Telegraph  Co.  T. 
Sparling,  (1879)  5  Q.  B.  D.  188,  dissented  from. 

S  ilicitors  for  the  plaintiffs :  B.  F.  A  C.  L.  Smith,  for  H,  Sayer, 
Town  Olerk,  Sheffield. 

Solicitors  for  the  defendants :  Maples,  Teesdale  in  Co, 

J.  F.  0. 


K.  B.  D.  HuMPHiBT  r.  YouKO.  Not.  8. 

Looal  government—"  Drain  ''—Semi-detached  houses—**  One  build- 
ing only  "—Public  Health  Act,  1876  (38  A  39  Viet,  c.  66),  # .  4. 

Oase  stated  by  justices  of  Beigate. 

The  respondent  was  summoned  under  sect.  4  of  the  Public 
Heath  Act,  1875,  for  neglecting  to  comply  with  a  notice  requir- 
ing him  to  amend  a  drain  which  was  in  bad  condition.  The 
respondent  was  the  owner  of  a  pair  of  semi-detached  houses 
haying  one  continuous  roof,  and  dirlded  by  a  party-wall  which 
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did  not  go  up  through  the  roof.  They  were  let  to  different 
tenants.  The  drain  in  question  was  used  for  the  drainage  of 
both  honses.  The  justices  held  that  the  drain  was  not  used  for 
the  drainage  of  "  one  building  only  "  within  the  meaning  of 
sect  4  of  the  Act,  that  it  was  consequently  a  eewer  and  not  a 
drain,  and  was  not  repairable  by  the  respondent. 

Bray,  K,C»,  and  0.  Bumphreys,  for  the  appellant. 

Macmorran,  KC,  and  Naidrett,  for  the  respondent. 

Ths  Goubt  (Lord  Alverstone  0. J.,  Wills  and  Channell  JJ.) 
held  that  whether  a  pair  of  semi-detached  houses  are  "  one 
bnilding  only"  within  the  meaning  of  sect.  4  or  not  is  in  each 
case  a  question  of  fact,  as  to  which  no  general  mle  could  be 
laid  down,  and  that  consequently  the  finding  of  the  justices 
must  be  supported. 

Appeal  dismissed. 

Solicitors  for  the  appellant :  Nicol,  Son  &  Jones,  Redhill. 
Solicitors  for  the  respondent :  Fettiver  &  Pearkes. 

J.  F.  0. 


PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION, 


Adm. 


Tks  Bichmoko. 


Not.  4  ' 


K.  B.  D. 


Tbomans  v.  Hobkinsok. 


Nov.  3 


Qaming — Place  used  for  betting — Bar  of  puhlio-house — Betting 
Act,  1853  (16  cfe  17  Vid.  c.  119),  s,  3. 

Case  stated  by  justices  of  Staffordshire. 

The  appellant  was  summoned  under  sect.  8  of  the  Betting 
Act>  1858,  for  unlawfully  using  the  Bailway  Inn,  Cradley 
Heath,  for  the  purpose  of  betting  with  persons  resorting  thereto. 
The  appellant,  who  was  a  bookmaker,  was  in  the  habit  of  fre- 
quenting the  bar  of  the  inn  at  certain  hours  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  a  business  of  ready-money  bettingi  with  persons 
resorting  there,  the  carrying  on  of  which  in  the  bar  was  known 
to  those  persons,  and  was  carried  on  under  some  arrangement 
or  understanding  come  to  with  the  landlord  of  the  inn.  There 
was  no  evidence  that  the  appellant  had  any  interest  in  the  inn 
or  any  control  over  it,  or  that  he  occupied  any  specific  part  of 
the  bar  for  the  purposes  of  the  betting  business.  The  justices 
eonyicted  the  appellant  subject  to  a  case  for  the  Court. 

G.  W.  Stutfidd,  for  the  appellant 

Shakespeare,  for  the  respondent. 

Thb  Coubt  (Lord  Alverstone  C.J.,  Wills  and  Channell  JJ.) 
held  that  the  fact  of  the  appellant  having  habitually  used  the 
bar  for  the  purposes  of  his  betting  business  amounted  to  a 
"  user"  of  the  premises  for  that  purpose  within  the  meaning  of 
the  section ;  and  they  accordingly  affirmed  the  conviction. 

Bolton  V.  Bushy,  [1899]  2  Q.  B.  880,  followed. 

Conviction  affirmed. 

Solicitors  for  the  appellant:  Philip  Baker  &  Co,,  Birming- 
ham. 

Solicitors  for  the  respondent :  Wainwright  <k  Co,,  for  Thomas 
Cooksey,  Old  Hill,  Staffjrd.  J.  F.  C. 


Admiralty — Collision — Tug  and  tow — Toto  in  colliston  tvitk  thifil 
vessel  by  fault  of  tug— Contract  of  indemnity— Tkird-paii§^ 
notice. 

The  barge  John,  whilst  (with  five  other  barges)  m  tow  of  tk 
tug  Bichmond,  came  into  collision  with  the  brigantine  hum, 
lying  at  anchor  in  the  river  Thames.  The  owners  of  the 
Lenore  brought  an  action  against  the  owners  of  the  John,  in 
the  City  of  London  Court,  which  was  dismissed  by  tho  l^rned 
judge,  on  the  ground  that  the  collision  was  due  to  the  negli- 
gence of  those  in  charge  of  the  Bichmond,  The  owners  of  the 
John  then  brought  an  action  against  the  Bichmond,  wbott 
owners  served  a  third-party  notice  on  .the  owners  of  the  John, 
relying  upon  the  following  condition  in  their  terms  of  towagi 
as  amounting  to  a  contract  of  indenmity :  "  We  hereby  giie  ^ 
notice  that  we  will  not  be  answerable  for  any  loss  or  d&mi^  j 
which  may  happen  to  or  be  occasioned  by  or  to  any  vessel  or  ' 
barge  or  their  or  its  cargo  while  in  tow,  however  such  loss  or 
damage  may  arise,  and  from  whosesoever  fault  or  de&TiIt  it 
may  arise,  nor  will  we  be  responsible  for  any  loss  or  damage 
which  may  happen  or  be  caused  by  or  through  any  act  done  cr 
omitted  to  be  done  by  any  person  or  persons  we  employ  forsa 
on  account  of  or  at  the  request  of  the  owners  or  chartereisof 
any  craft." 

Thb  Divisional  Coubt  (Sir  F.  H.  Jeune  P.  and  Gorell 
Bamci  J.)  held  (affirming  the  decision  of  the  conaty  court 
judge)  that  though  it  might  be  that,  under  the  temis  of  the 
condition,  the  owners  of  the  John  could  not  recover  over  from 
the  owners  of  the  Bichmond  any  sum  they  might  have  to  pa? 
for  damage  caused  by  collision  whilst  their  barge  vae  in  to? 
of  the  Bichmond,  the  owners  of  the  Bichmond  could  not  call 
upon  the  owners  of  the  John  to  indenmify  them  in  re&F^ 
of  any  damages  which  they  might  have  to  pay  in  consequenca 
of  the  negligence  of  their  own  servants,  and,  therefore,  tfcfl 
claim,  by  the  owners  of  the  Bichmond  to  be  recouped  by  tl* 
owners  of  the  John,  failed. 

C,  A.  BusselU  K.C.,  and  the  Eon,  John  Mansjidd,  for  tbe 
appellants,  the  owners  of  the  tug  Bichmond, 

J,  A.  Hamilton,  K,C,  and  A,  E,  Nelson,  for  the  lespouitnts 
(third  parties),  owners  of  the  barge  John, 

Solicitors :  C,  E,  Harvey;  J.  A,  A  H.  E,  Famfield. 

T.  L.Jt 
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KOnCB  TO  BOXiIOITOBa 


WUk  Ae  view  of  insuring  (he  ffreatesi  posdUe  accuracy  and 
raptdOy  in  ike  varioue  jpublicatume  connected  with  the  Law 
Ebpobts,  the  ChuncU  wiU  he  chliged,  if  the  Solieitors  to  whom 
apflicatum  ii  made  hy  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Council 
«JB  08  soon  aepoesShle  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
fapert,  togeOer  wUh  any  informaUon  in  their  power  as  to  Oie 
warn  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
me  time,  the  Oouncil  ihankfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
rt<y  lose  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
femm  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reporii. 
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.  COURT  OF   APPEAL. 


Record  of  Business. 


COURT  I. 

Friday,  November  14. 

Stone  Y.  Brewis.    Application  for  jodgment  or  new  trial.    Dii 
Goff  V.  Jones.    Applioation  for  jadgment  or  new  trial.    Allowed. 
Steeger  y.  Heddergott    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Dis- 
miioed. 

Monday,  November  17. 

Hon  V.  Wright    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Dismiaaed. 
Goddard  v.  Dateman.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Order  varied. 
InneS'BaiUie  v.  Binns  and  Otliers,    Appeal  from  Jelf  J.    Dlsmiaoed. 
Whitbread  v.  Cannon  Brewery  Company,     Appeal  from  Ridley  J. 
Dismissed. 

Tuesday,  November  18. 

Bailey  v.  Thurdon  <fe  Cb.,  Limited,    Applioation  for  jadgment  or  new 
trial.    Cur,  adv,  vulL 

Wednesday,  November  19. 

Bull  V.  Mayor,  d:c.y  of  Shoreditch.  Application  for  jadgment  Allowed. 
Columbus  Company,  Limited  v.  Labouchere  and  Another.    Application 

for  jadgment  or  new  trial.    DiBmiflsed. 
Hamlyn  v.  John  Houston  A  Co.    Application  for  jadgment  or  new 

triaL    Dismissed. 
Wightwieik  v.  Absolule  Life  Asswranee  Company,  Limited,    Application 

for  jadgment  or  new  trial.    Dismissed. 


COURT  II. 

Fbiday,  November  14. 
Ill  re  Cliarles  Bright.   Appeal  from  Mr.  Registrar  Qifiard.    Postponed 

for  a  fortnight 
Sebastian  Ziani  de  Ferranti  v.  Britifh  Thompson  Houston  Company, 

Limited.    Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.    Part  heard. 
In  re  a  Debtor.    Ex  parte  the  DiSbtor^  No.  90)  of  1902.    Appeal  from 
Mr.  Registrar  Brougham.    Part  heard.       .    .  . 
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Satubdat,  November  15. 

St^siian  ZiatU  de  Ferranti  ▼.  Britith  Thampton  Haudm  Company^ 
Limitei.    Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.    Part  heard. 

MoNDAT,  November  17. 

Wright  v.  Ceurter  (mentioned  on  minntes). 

JSebatUan  Ziani  de  Fwranii  y.  BritUh  ThompMn  Hou$Um  Company, 
Limited.    Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.    Part  heard. 

Tuesday,  November  18. 

In  re  Hunt,  Leppard  y.  Morgan.  Leppard  y.  PoUard,  Appeal  from 
FarweUJ.    Settled. 

SSillah  dipping  Company  v.  Midland  Railway  Company.  Appeal  from 
the  Lord  Chief  Jnatioe  and  Lawranoe  J.    Dismissed. 

Beliram  v.  Corporation  of  Liverpool.  Application  for  new  triaL  Dis- 
missed. 

Weditesdat,  November  19. 

SebaUian  Ziani  de  Ferranti  v.  Britieh  Thompwn  Houston  Company, 
Limited.    Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.    Cur.  adv.  mdt 

Booth  V.  New  Afrikander  QM  Miming  Company,  Limited.  Appeal 
from  Swinfen  Eady  J.    Part  heard. 


During  the  eiUinge  of  the  Courts  The  Weekly  Norutoitt  (e  ptMished 
an  Saturday,  and  wHl  generally  eompriee  Notee  of  Detdeions  up  to 
and  including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  oases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  will  he  reported  in  full  in  The  Law  Bbpobtb. 


Ibouse  ot  Xorbs^ 


Nov.  11. 
Mason,  App.;  OaoxN  and  Others,  Eksps. 

Will — Residuary  deviseSpecific  devise — WUls  Act,  1837 
(1  Vict.  c.  26),  8.  25. 

Warrington,  K.C.,  and  George  Henderson^  for  appellant. 

Renshaw,  K.C.,  and  0.  H.  Sargant,  for  respondents. 

Thb  House  (Earl  of  Halsbnry  L.G.,and  Lords  Shand,  Davey, 
and  Robertson)  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Gonrt  of  Appeal, 
[1901]  1  Ch.  619,  holding  that  a  devise  of  the  residue  of  or  the 
remainder  of  the  freeholds,  or  of  all  other  the  freeholds  of  a 
testator,  is  a  good  ''residuary  devise"  within  the  meaning  of 
sect.  25  of  the  Wills  Act,  1887,  though  it  does  not  extend  to 
copyholds. 

Solicitors :  H.  J.  Mannings ;  H.  8»  Bridge. 

J.  M.  M. 


Nov.  13. 
MTaslaks,  App.  ;  Sin  John  Maxwell  Stiblino  Maxwell, 

Besp. 

Superior  and  vassal — Feu  contract — Stipulation  for  additional 

feu  duty  for  ground  "  on  which  buildings  shall  he  erected." 

The  House  (Earl  of  Halsbnry  L.O.,  and  Lords  Shand,  Davey, 
and  Bobertson)  reversed  the  decision  of  the  First  Division  of 


the  Oourt  of  Session,  Scotland,  (1901)  8  R  988,  and  allowed  the 
appeal  with  costs  both  here  and  below. 

A,  Oraham  Murray,  L.A.,  and  Craigie  (both  of  the  Soottuh 
Bar),  for  the  appellant 

Younger,  K.C.,  and  J.  Hepburn  Millar  (the  latter  of  tin 
Scottish  Bar),  for  the  respondent. 

Agent  for  the  appellant:  John  Kennedy,  W.8.,  for  Georgi 
Inglis  A  Orr,  5.5.(7.,  Edinburgh. 

Agents  for  the  respondent:  A,  A  W.  Beveridge,  for  Oameni 
Wedderhurn  <fe  Watson,  W.S.,  Edinburgh.  G.  J.  W. 


Supreme  Court  ot  5ubicatute.! 

COURT  OP  APPEAL. 


C.A. 


NoT.lL 


MoiiEL  Bbothebs  &  Co.,  LuciTED  V.  Eabl  or 
Wbstmoseland  akd  Wife. 


Husband  and  wife — Ooods  supplied  on  order  of  wife— M^ 
of  husband — Authority  of  wife  to  pledge  husbands  artdit— 
Frincipal  and  agent — Alternative  liability — Eledion-Js^ 
ment  signed  against  one  of  tvoo  defendants — Rula  of  ^ 
Supreme  Court,  1888,  Order  xiv.,  r.  6. 

Application  by  the  defendant,  the  Eirl  of  WestmoielM^ 
judgment  or  a  new  trial  in  an  action  tried  before  Phillimoic  J. 
and  a  jury. 

The  action  was  against  a  husband  and  his  wife  for  the  prioi 
of  goods  supplied  upon  the  orders  of  the  wife. 

The  plainti£b  had,  under  Order  xiv.,  obtained  leaTotoagft 
and  had  signed  judgment  for  the  amount  claimed  agamstttl 
wife,  who  had  separate  property  and  did  not  defend  the  actios* 
That  judgment  remained  unsatisfied  Upon  the  aoswets  tf 
the  jury  to  questions  left  to  them,  the  learned  judge  entenl 
judgment  for  the  amount  claimed  against  the  husband. 

Oore-Browne,  K.C.,  and  G.  A.  Bonner,  for  the  defending tt^ 
Earl  of  Westmorehind. 

Macaskie,  K.C.,  and  Montague  Shearman,  for  the  p]ainti& 

The  Ck>UBT  (Collins  M.B.,  Bomer  L.J.,  and  Mathew  IJ.) » 
that  upon  the  facts  there  was  no  evidence  of  a  joint  liability  • 
the  part  of  the  defendants,  and  that  the  plaintiffs,  by  ligniBl 
jud^ent  against  the  wife,  had  precluded  themselTes  M 
insistiog  on  a  sole  liability  on  the  part  of  the  husband.  Tl^ 
therefore  allowed  the  application  to  enter  judgment  for  v 
husband. 

Solicitor  for  the  plaintiffs :  A.  L.  Rayner. 

Solicitors  for  the  defendants :  Royds  A  Rawstome.      £*  ^ 


O.A 


In  re  Scott. 
Langton  v.  Scott. 
Legacy—Satisfaction — Advancement  of  child  by  father— 
Double  portions* 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Eek^wichJ.^ 
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The  qofisticni  wbs  whether  snms  of  money  giTen  by  a  iather 
to  two  of  his  sons  after  the  date  of  his  will  were  to  be  bzoaght 
iito  toeoont  by  them  in  the  distnbntion  of  his  estate. 

John  Soott  carried  on  business  in  partnership  with  his  son 
Mat  Soott,  junior.  The  deed  of  partnership  pzoyided  that  the 
Km  should  not  at  any  time  during  the  continuance  of  the 
farinenihip  withdraw  any  part  of  his  capital  without  the 
coosent  of  his  father. 

The  &ther  died  on  the  12th  of  May,  1899.  He  left  surviying 
Ubi  a  son,  Alfred,  and  six  daughters,  four  married  and  two 
oamanied.  The  &ther  by  his  will,  dated  the  5th  of  June, 
1891,  deyised  and  bequeathed  his  residuary  real  and  personal 

I  estate  to  trustees,  upon  trust  for  the  payment  of  his  funeral 
■ad  testamentary  expenses,  debts  and  legacies,  and  to  hold 
the  residue  on  trust  for  all  his  children  liying  at  his  de- 
cesae  in  such  proportions  that  the  share  of  each  of  his  sons 
should  be  double  the  amount  of  the  share  of  each  of  his 
daog^ter^,  and  that  the  shares  of  his  daughters  should  be 
equaL   And  the  testator  declared  that  the  sum  of  5000^,  which 
hb  had  giren  to  each  of  his  daughters,  was  not  in  any  way  to 
ba  brought  into  account  in  ascertaining  the  share  of  the 
dnoghteza  in  his  residuary  trust  funds,  but  was  to  be  retained 
asd  enjoyed  by  each  daughter  in  addition  to  her  share.    The 
teskite  dedazed  that  in  case  any  of  his  children  should  die  in 
his  lifetime  leaving  a  child  or  children  who  should  surviTe  the 
testator,  and  should  attain  twenty-one,  or  if  a  daughter  or 
dsagbters  marry  under  that  age,  such  child  or  children  should 
Ub  (and  if  more  than  one  equally  between  them)  the  share 
wfaidi  his  or  their  parent  would  haye  taken  in  the  testator's 
nsidnary  estate,  if  the  parent  had  suryiyed  him.    In  August, 
1882,  the  testator  gaye  his  second  son  Alfred  a  sum  of  5000/. 
The  gift  was  made  yoluntarily,  without  any  solicitation  by  the 
aoD,  who  was  not  aware  of  his  father's  intention  to  make  the 
gift  until  be  reoeiyed  it    In  a  letter  in  which  the  &ther 
him  of  the  gift  he  said :  ''  I  hope  you  will  find  it 
^iKlbl,  aod  something  to  lean  on  and  call  your  own."    On  the 
of  June,  1894,  the  father  made  a  codicil  by  which  he 
hiSghtly  altered  his  will,  and  in  all  other  respects  confirmed  it 
time  before  1897  the  profits  of  the  business  had 
attffrially  diminished,  and  the  son  John's  expenditure  had 
iueeded  his  income,  so  that  the  capital  which  he  had  accumu- 
hried  in  the  business  was  considerably  reduced.    In  August, 
1897,  the  son  John  had  an  interyiew  with  his  father,  in  which 
^explained  to  his  father  the  difficulties  in  which  he  was 
i,  and  asked  him  to  assist  him,  pointing  out  to  him  that, 
ha  was  his  eldest  Eon,  he  had  neyer  giyen  him  any 
orassistancdofany  sort   The  result  was  that  the  father 
in  the  books  of  the  firm  5000/.  from  his  capital 
to  that  of  the  son,  and  gaye  him  also  1500/.  to  enable 
himlto  pay  off  part  of  a  debt  which  was  secured  by  a  mortgage 
of  his.bouse.   In  January,  1899,  the  son  John  died,  leayiog  one 
daughter  suryiying   him.     In  May,  1899,  the  father  died. 
Xekewioh  J.  held  that  the  sums  thus  giyen  by  the  father  to  the 
two  suns  need  not  be  brought  into  account  by  them  in  the 
dlBtiibuti<m  of  his  estate.    The  daughters  appealed. 

Younger,  K,C.^  and  Rowland  Whitehead,  for  the  daughters. 
Warrington,  K:C.,  and  Christopher  James,  for  the  daughter 
of  the  son  John. 

Benshaw,  K.C.,  and  E.  8.  Ford,  for  the  son  Alfred. 
iktvenport,  for  the  executors. 


Thb  Coubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L JJ.)  dismissed  the  appeal. 

YAuasAir  Wiluams  L.J.  said  that  the  rule  appUcable  to 
the  case  was  conyeniently  stated  in  the  judgment  of  Bowen  L.J. 
in  In  re  Lacon,  [1891]  2  Ch.  at  pp.  497, 498.  The  gift  to  the 
son  John  was  of  a  Lirge  sum,  and  it  bore  so  much  the  character 
of  a  portion  that,  unless  there  was  something  to  rebut  the  pre- 
sumption, it  must  be  treated  as  such.  The  Court  must  con- 
sider all  the  circumstances  and  see  whether  the  prima  facie 
presumption  was  rebutted.  Looking  at  all  the  circumstances 
here,  his  Lordship  thought  there  was  enough  to  rebut  the  pre- 
sumption. The  son  had  oyerdrawn  his  capital,  and  of  this  the 
father  alone  could  compkun.  Under  these  circumstances  ho 
dealt  with  the  son  as  he  had  done  with  the  daughters,  giying 
him  a  sum  of  5000/.  He  was  in  effect  relieying  the  son  from  a 
debt  to  himself  and  extricating  him  from  the  difficulties  in 
which  he  Was  placed.  It  made  no  difference  to  whom  the  debt 
was  due;  the  object  was  to  relieye  the  son.  In  Taylor  y. 
Taylor,  (1875)  L.  B.  20  Eq.  155,  Jessel  M JL  held  that  a  large 
sum  giyen  by  a  father  to  extricate  his  son  from  debt  was  a  gif f, 
not  an  adyancement.  Taking  all  the  circumstances  together  in 
the  present  case,  his  Lordship  was  of  opinion  that  there  was 
sufficient  to  displace  the  prima  facie  presumption.  He  thought 
that  the  payment  of  1500/.  to  the  son  John  stood  in  the  same 
position,  as  also  did  the  payment  of  5000/.  to  the  son  Alfred. 
In  his  case  there  was  the  additional  circumstance  that  the 
oodicil  confirming  the  will  was  made  after  the  gift. 

SnauNO  L.J.  concurred. 

Gozsns-Habdt  L J.  also  agreed,  adding  that  the  decision 
inyolyed  the  adoption  by  the  Ck)urt  of  the  yiew  taken  by 
Jessel  MJt.  in  Tiylor  y.  Taylor  in  preference  to  that  of 
Wood  V.-O.  in  Boyd  y.  Boyd,  (1867)  L,  B.  4  Eq.  305,  and  that 
of  Pearson  J.  in  In  re  BlockUy,  (1885)  29  Ch.  D.  250. 

Solicitors:  Phdps,  Sidgwick  A  Biddle;  P.  W.  Chandler. 

W.  L.  0. 


1b(0b  Court  ot  Justice. 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Kekewich  J. 


In  re  Ysbbkll's  Contract. 


Noy.  11. 


Vendm*  and  purchaser-Sale , of  leaseholds  by  exectUor— Lapse  of 
time—Adual  notice  to  purchaser  that  no  debts  of  testator  remain 
unpaid. 

A  testator  by  his  will  appointed  his  wife  sole  trustee  and 
executrix  thereof,  and  gaye  to  her  all  his  estate  upon  trust  for 
sale  or  conyerslon  for  the  beneEt  of  herself  during  life  or 
widowhood,  and  declared  it  to  be  his  wish  that,  unless  circum- 
stances otherwise  required  it,  his  leasehold  estates  should  not 
be  oonyerted  during  the  life  or  widowhood  of  his  wife,  and  at 
her  death  or  marriage  he  bequeathed  a  leasehold  house  to  his 
son.  Eighteen  years  after  the  death  of  the  testator,  the  widow 
entered  into  a  contract  for  sale  of  the  leasehold  house.  Her 
solicitors  informed  the  purchaser  that  there  were  no  debts  of 
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the  testator  retDaining  unpaid.  No  otlifr  reason  for  selling  was 
suggested.  The  purchaser  objected  to  the  title,  unless  the  con- 
currence of  the  son  was  obtained;  but  this  was  refused.  A 
summons  under  the  Vendor  and  Parcba^^er  Act,  1874  (37  &  38 
Vict.  c.  78),  was  taken  out  by  the  purchaser  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  the  Tondor  could  make  a  good  title  either 
as  trustee  or  as  executrix. 

lit  eve,  for  the  purchaser. 

Woodfin,  for  the  vendor. 

Kekkwich  J.  held  that  it  was  clear  tliat  the  vendor  could 
not  make  a  gootl  title  as  trustee.  As  to  her  power  to  make  a 
title  in  the  capacity  of  executrix,  his  Lordship  referred  to  the 
decisions  of  Kay  J.  in  In  re  Whistler,  (1887)  35  Ch.  D.  561,  and 
Stirling  J.  in  In  re  Venn  and  Furze,  [1894]  2  Ch.  101,  and  held 
that,  under  the  i)eculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  the  pur- 
chaser having  actuil  notice  that  there  were  no  debts  of  the 
testator  remaining  unpaid,  and  no  i*eafon  being  suggested  for 
the  sa'o,  the  title  was  not  one  which  ought  to  be  forced  on  a 
jnirchaser. 

Solicitors:  Hoddinott  (fe  Bavin;  IT.  Mcar.  C.  C.  M.  D. 


Kekcwich  J. 


Lt  re  Hall. 
FosTEtt  V.  Metoalfx. 


Nov.  13. 


Legactf—Appropriation  of  investments — Contingent  legacy  without 
interest — Costs, 

The  testator,  who  died  on  the  14th  of  October,  1897,  by  his 
will,  f'ated  the  -iCth  of  November,  1896,  gave  to  each  of  his  four 
godchildren  (therein  named)  who  should  survive  him,  and 
who  being  a  male  should  attain  the  age  of  twenty-one,  or  being 
a  female  should  attain  tliat  age  or  m<irry  under  that  age,  the 
hum  of  1000/.  without  interest  in  the  meantime. 

In  1899  the  trustees  of  the  will  invested  the  sum  of  1000/.  in 
700/.  Great  Eistern  Eailway  Irredeemable  4  per  cent.  Stock, 
and  appropriate!  the  stock  to  meet  the  legacy  to  Phyllis 
Chalmeis,  one  of  the  four  godchildren,  she  being  then  an  infant 
and  unmarried.  Mii^s  Cbalmerd  had  since  attained  the  age  of 
twenty-one,  and  she  declined  to  accept  the  stock,  which  had 
depreciated,  in  fali.-* faction  of  her  legacy.  This  was  a  summons 
taken  out  by  the  surviving  trustee  to  determine  the  validity  of 
the  appropriation, 
j^    Cros^field,  for  the  summons. 

Davenport,  for  a  residuary  legatee. 

Northcote  and  Clauson,  for  other  beneficiaries. 

BaiJdon,  for  Mi^^s  Chaltners,  contended  that,  as  the  legacy 
was  contingent  and  was  given  without  interest,  the  trustees 
bad  no  power  to  appropriate :  Boper  on  Legacies,  4th  ed.  931 ; 
IWbber  V.  Webber,  (1823)  1  Sim.  &  St.  311. 

Kekbwigh  J.  said  that,  although  the  language  of  Leach  V.-C. 
in  WebbfT  V.  Webber  appeared  to  support  the  contention  that 
there  could  not  ba  an  appropriation  in  the  case  of  a  contingent 
legacy  where  no  interest  was  payable  in  the  meantiine,  having 
regard  to  the  question  which  was  before  the  Court  in  that  case, 
he  thought  that  the  Vice-Chatcellor  merely  meant  to  decide 
that  a  com ir  gent  legatee  not  entitled  to  interest  in  the  mean- 
time could  not  insist  upon  an  appropriation  as  against  the 
residuary  kgatee,  but  could  only  require  him  to  give  security. 
.  It  did  not  follow  that  the  executors  wore  not  entitled  to 


appropriate  a  particular  sum  for  such  a  l^acy,  where  the 
residuary  legatees  did  not  object.  In  this  case  he  thought  that 
the  trustees  had  done  their  duty  as  pointed  oat  by  the 
authorities,  and  that  the  appropriation  was  good.  With 
r^ard  to  the  costs,  as  the  litigation  had  been  forced  upon  tbe 
trustee  by  the  refusal  of  this  lady  to  accept  the  stock,  U 
thought  that  he  ought  to  treat  this  summons  as  hers,  and 
treating  it  in  that  light  he  ordered  her  to  pay  all  the  costs. 

Solicitors :  J.  A,  Bartrum ;  Ford,  Lloyd  <fe  Co, ;  CoUyer-Briitow 
<fe  Co, ;  Edgar,  Robins  <fc  Clark.  H.  R  E 


Buckley  J.  Not.  4. 

ATTOBNET-GeMEBAL  v.  AbHBOBNB  BrGBXATION  GB0U5D  GOMFAn. 

Local  government — Urban  authority — By-laws — Laying  out 
new  street — Special  remedy — Injunction — Jurisdiction. 

This  action  was  originally  brought  by  the  Ashbome  Urban 
District  Council  for  a  declaration  that  the  defendants  were 
laying  out  a  new  street  in  contravention  of  the  oonncirs  by- 
laws (made  under  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  and  prescnbiog 
a  penalty  for  infringement,  recoverable  by  summary  procecdinp) 
by  rv  ason  of  the  street  not  being  of  tho  prescribed  width,  aad 
an  injunction  to  restrain  the  defendants  from  laying  oat  tk 
new  street. 

In  confoquence  of  the  decision  of  Joyce  J.  in  Mayor  of 
Devonport  v.  Tozer,  [1902]  2  Ch.  18i4,  the  proceedioga  were 
amended  by  joining  the  Attorney-General  as  a  opIaiDiiif 
at  the  relation  of  the  council.  At  the  trial  the  defeodaDtsto  ^ 
the  prelimioary  objection  that  the  action,  even  as  now  con- 
stituted, could  not  bo  maintained. 

Macmorran,  K,C,,  and  Ilextall,  for  the  plaintiffs.  . 

Macaskie,  K,C,,  and  Peterson,  for  the  defendants.  ^ 

Buckley  J.  f^aid  that  the  defendants  were  not  accarate  is 
saying  that  tho  Act  of  1875  had  created  a  new  oflfence  in  resist 
of  which  it  had  imposed  a  certain  penalty.  Sect.  183  enaby 
penalties  to  be  imposed  for  the  breach  of  by-lawa,  and  the 
public  authority  had  imposed  a  penalty  for  the  infringement  of 
tho  particular  by-law  as  to  the  width  of  new  streets.  Tk 
defendants  said  that  because  under  sect  251  the  p.nalty  could 
be  recovered  in  a  summary  manner,  the  High  Court  bad  no 
jurisdiction  to  grant  an  injunction.  The  present  case  was  not 
within  the  fir^t  class  of  cases  referred  to  in  Wolverhampton  3Vf 
Waterworks  Co,  v.  Hawkesford,  (1859)  6  C.  B.  (N.S.)  336.  Ii 
a  sense  it  was  within  the  second  class  of  cases  there  referred  to, 
because  if  no  by-laws  were  made  no  statutory  sanction  ffi» 
given.  This  ca?e  also  came  within  the  third  class  of  cases 
referred  to  in  the  case  cited.  Generally  in  cases  vitliin  that 
class  the  statutory  remedy  must  be  followed,  but  the  lemed,) 
by  injunction  was  an  exception  to  the  general  rule:  Cooped' 
Whittingham,  (18b0)  15  Ch.  D.  501.  Then  the  defendants  aid 
their  objection  could  be  sustained  because  the  plaintiffs'  clun^ 
was  not  based  on  any  right  of  property,  but  only  on  the  fact 
that  what  was  threatened  would  be  an  interference  with  public 
rights  in  respect  of  a  highway.  But  that  was  not  sound;  tb« 
Attorney-General,  suing  in  respect  of  the  invasion  of  pnWh; 
rights,  had  at  least  as  large  a  right  to  invoke  the  Pf^*f  {J^ 
of  the  Courts  as  a  private  owner  suing  in  respect  of  his  rigbtfc 
That  had  bean  assumed  without  argument  by  the  Court « 
Appejil  and  Courts  of  first  instance  in  several  cases :  Altormji' 
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aeneral  T.  ffakh,  [1893]  3  Ch.  86;  Attomey-Oeneral  y.  Bufford 
-fc  Co.,  [1899]  1  Ob.  587;  Attomey-Qeneral  v.  Xowrfon  and  North 
Western  RaUway  Company,  [1900]  1  Q.  B.  78.  Without  autho- 
rity his  Lordship  would  have  taken  the  same  view^ ;  for  if  there 
was  no  remfdy  except  the  statutory  one,  a  public  authority 
might  by  circmnstances  be  rendered  finguUrly  impotent  in 
flevezal  cases  although  it  had  made  by-laws.  The  Public 
Health  Acts  did  not  mean  that  the  public  rights  to  have  certain 
things  done  should  be  taken  away  by  a  penalty  being  impoeed 
in  case  of  their  non-performance. 

The  objection  ace  Jrdiogly  failed.     The  trial  continued,  and 
an  injunction  was  granted. 

Solicitors:  J.  B.  R.  Conder,  for  Bamford,  Son  &  Wihon,  Ash- 
borne;  Taylor,  Eoare  A  Pilcher,  for  Wise  &  Cooke,  Ashborne. 

F.  E. 
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Joyce  J. 


Mappin  v.  Libkbty  &  Co.,  Limited. 


Nov.  12. 


Highway— Ownership— Soil  of  highway^ Street  in  town  —Pre- 
sumption thai  soil  of  highway  ad  medium  filum  passes  to  adjoin- 
ing oumer — RebuttaX  of  presumption. 

The  plaintiffs  carried  on  business  at  No.  220,  Regent  Street, 
and  the  defendants,  Liberty  &  Co.,  carried  on  business  at  Nos. 
218  and  222,  Eegent  Street,  which  adjoined  the  plaintiffs*  pre- 
miseB  on  either  side.  These  defendants  had  constructed  a 
subway  through  the  subsoil  of  Regent  Street  in  front  of  the 
phintiffs'  house  for  the  purpose  of  connecting  their  two  houses. 
The  object  of  this  action  was,  in  substance,  to  compel  these 
defendants  to  remove  the  subway.  The  plaintiffs  were  entitled 
to  No.  220  as  sublcFsees  for  a  term  of  fifty  years  from  the  25th 
of  March,  1869.  The  head-lease  of  the  premises  was  granted 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  in  February,  1823, 
to  a  predecessor  in  title  of  the  plaintiffs'  lessor  for  a  term  of 
ninty-nine  years.  The  plaintiffs  claimed  to  be  entitled  to  the 
«oil  of  the  street  in  front  of  their  house  up  to  the  middle  of 
the  street  by  virtue  of  the  presumption  that  the  ownership  of 
the  highway  usque  ad  medium  filum  passes  to  the  owner  of  the 
adjdniog  land.  It  appeared  that  the  land  on  which  both  the 
plaintiffs'  and  the  defendants'  premises  were  situate  was  part 
of  a  large  tract  of  land  acquired  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  and  Forests  undi  r  an  Act  of  Parliament  parsed  in  1813, 
fat  the  purpose  of  making  a  more  convenient  thoroughfare  from' 
Uaiylebone  to  Charing  Cross.  Under  this  Act  the  C^mmi?- 
sioneis  constructed  the  street  now  known  as  R  geot  Street,  and 
granted  long  leases  of  a  large  number  of  houf  03  along  the  hue 
of  the  street  (including  Nos.  218,  220,  and  222).  Whether  the 
leaeiog  powers  conferred  by  the  Act  on  the  Commissioners 
inchided  power  to  lease  the  soil  of  the  street  was  a  question  of 
doubt  which  the  Court  did  not  finally  decide.  The  agre> 
nwBt  for  the  lease  of  No.  220  was  entered  into  in  September, 
IfflQ,  at  which  time  the  new  stnet  was  not  completed.  In  the 
lose  of  February,  1823,  the  demised  property  was  described  as 
fronting  "  a  road  now  forming,  called  or  intended  to  be  called 
B^ent  Street"  The  street  was,  however,  completed  at  the 
date  of  the  lease. 

The  dfcfendants.  Liberty  &  Co.,  contended  that  the  soil  of  the 
street  was  vested  in  the  Commissioners,  and  the  Attorney- 
General  was  added  as  a  deft-ndant  to  support  this  view. 

Hughes,  K.C.,  and  Diyhton  Pollock,  for  the  plaintiffs. 


Younger,  K,C,,  O.  Cave,  and  Luxmoore,  for  Liberty  &  Co. 

Sir  E,  H.  Carson,  S.-O,,  and  Vaughan  Hawkins,  for  the 
Crown. 

Joyce  J.  was  of  opinion  that  the  presumption  on  which  the 
plaintiffs  relied  had  no  application  to  a  case  in  which  all  the 
facts  as  to  the  ownership  were  known.  This  presumption  was 
subject  to  various  exceptions  and  modifications,  and  if  there 
was  anything  to  shew  that  it  was  not  the  intention  to  convey 
any  part  of  the  road,  that  was  enough  to  rebat  the  presump- 
tion: Plumstectd  Board  of  Works  v.  British  Land  Company, 
(1874)  L.  B.  10  Q  B.  16,  24,  per  BUckburn  J.  The  lease  spoke 
of  the  street  as  "now  forming,"  but  the  contract  for  the  lease 
was  entered  into  soma  years  previously,  and  in  his  Lordship's 
opinion  it  was  the  date  of  the  contrict,  and  not  the  date  of  tho 
conveyance,  which  settled  the  rights  of  the  parties  for  this 
purpose:  Broomfield  v.  Williams,  [1897]  1  Cn.  602,  616,  per 
Bigby  L.J.  It  was  c!ear  that  this  presumption  might  be  re- 
butted by  the  surrounding  circumstances;  and  in.  this  case, 
apart  from  the  doubt  as  to  the  p  >wer  of  the  Commissioners  to 
lease  any  part  of  the  street  itssif,  the  surrounding  circumstances 
led  to  the  inference  that  no  part  of  the  soil  of  the  highway  was 
intended  to  pass  by  the  lea^e.  He  thererore  made  a  declaration 
that  the  demise  of  No.  220  did  not  pass  any  part  of  the  soil  of 
the  street  in  front  of  the  house. 

Solicitors :  Lumley  &  Lumley ;  Rose^Innes,  Son  &  Crick ;  T,  W. 
Oorst.  H.  B.  H. 


Swinfen  Eidy  J.       MaoGuabk  i'.  Millioan. 


Nov.  11. 


Costs — Taxation  —  Summons  for  directioTis  —  Application  for 
further  directions — Rules  of  the  Supreme  Court,  Order  xxx ,  n  5 ; 
Order  Lxv.,  r.  27  (30),  (37),  (38);  App.  N.  (61),  (62),  (53). 

Summons  to  review  taxation. 

This  action,  commenced  by  writ,  was  settled  by  leave  of  the 
Court  on  the  terms  (inter  alia)  that  tie  defendant  Constance 
should  pay  the  plaintiffs'  co^ti>,  to  be  taxed  as  between  solicitor 
and  client.  On  the  taxation  a  question  arose  as  to  the  proper 
amount  to  be  allowed  for  two  applications  for  farther  directions 
subsequent  to  the  original  summons  for  directious. 

These  applications  wtre  ma  ie  by  notice  under  Order  xxx., 
r.  5,  the  first  beii'g  an  appliiiation  for  discovery,  and  the 
second  an  applicJttion  for  leave  to  settle  on  certain  terms. 

The  p'aintiffs  contended  that  these  notices  were  not  covered 
by  the  Bules  of  the  Sapreme  Court,  1883,  App.  N.  item  51, 
which  allows  Is.  6i.  "for  prep iri rig  any  necessary  or  proper 
notic?,  not  otherwise  provided  for,"  on  the  ground  that  this  fee 
was  fixed  long  before  the  summons  for  directions  was  intro- 
due  3d,  and  was  intended  to  apply  to  ordinary  not.'ces  drawn  in 
a  solicitor's  office,  and  involving  no  attendance  at  chambers  to 
fix  an  appointment,  whereas  the  present  notices  required  the 
same  care  in  preparation  as  the  summonses  they  replaced,  and 
an  attendance  to  fix  an  appointment  was  necessary.  As  no 
new  fee  was  fixed  by  the  rules,  the  feas  heretofore  allowed 
should  be  allowed:  Order  lxv.,  r.  27.(30),  (37). 

The  proper  fdcs  were,  therefore,  3s.  for  the  notice,  2s.  for  copy 
for  chambers,  and  3i.  6  J.  for  copy  and  service,  making  a  total 
of  8s.  6d. 

The  taxing  master  considered  that  the  notice  fee  was  covered 
by  item  51,  and  allowed  Is.  6(/.  for  the  f  >trqe^U.for  copy  for' 
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chambers^  and  28.  M,  for  copy  and  seryice,  making  a  total 
of5». 

In  the  second  case  the  fee  for  copy  and  service  was  inad- 
vertently omitted  from  the  bill,  so  that  the  total  allowance  was 
only  28.  6rf. 

In  oyermb'ng  the  plaintiffii'  objections  the  taxing  master 
stated  that  similar  notices  under  summonses  to  proceed  had 
been  for  years  and  were  still  allowed  at  4s.  only,  no  copy  for 
chambers  being  allowed,  and  that  when  the  summons  for 
directions  was  introduced  the  taxing  masters  fixed  the  charge 
for  these  notices  and  copy  for  chambers  at  Ss.,  that  the  allow- 
ance was  quite  enough,  and,  apart  from  the  practice,  he  should 
not  feel  justified  in  allowing  more.  He  also  stated  that  the 
same  objection  was  taken  in  North  Brancepeth  Coal  Company^ 
Limited  v.  Straker  (unreported),  where  Kekewich  J.  dismissed 
the  summons  to  review. 

Borthwieh,  for  the  plaintiffis. 

Bolt,  for  tlie  defendant  Oonstance. 

SwiNFSN  Eadt  J.  held  that  item  51  coyered  these  notices, 
and  that  5*.  was  a  fair  and  reasonable  allowance  for  the  work 
done.  In  special  oases  where  the  notice  necessarily  exceeded 
three  folios  there  were  additional  allowances  under  items  52, 53, 
and  in  special  cases  not  exceeding  three  folios  the  taxing 
masters  had  a  wide  duscretion  under  Order  lxv.,  r.  27  (38); 
but  5«.  was  a  suflBcient  allowance  in  the  great  bulk  of  cases 
that  arose. 

Summons  dismissed  with  costs.    Leave  to  appeal  refused. 


Solicitors:  King  &  Burrdl;  Flux,  Thompson  &  Co. 


G.  R.  A. 


PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY 
DIYISION. 


Adm.  Thh  Persia.  Oct.  80. 

Salvage —  Tender — Apportion  ment—"  Bunners.*^ 

On  the  dOth  of  September,  1902,  in  fine  weather,  the  Canadct— 
belonging  to  the  British  and  North  Atlantic  Steam  Nayigation 


Company,  Limited,  of  8806  tons  gross  register,  with  enginoBof 
6800  indicated  horse-power,  from  Southampton  to  Selfiut  to 
refit  after  trooping,  manned  by  a  crew  of  eighty-two  hands  all 
told,  and  of  the  yalue  of  130,0002.— fell  in,  about  eight  mikB  to 
the  southward  of  the  Shambles,  with  the  Persia,  belonging  t» 
the  Anchor  line,  of  85%  tons  gross  roister,  from  Calcutta,  lil 
London  and  Dunkirk,  to  Glasgow,  with  a  general  oaigo,  andi 
crew  of  seyenty  hands.  She  was  fiying  signals  of  distren, 
haying  shortly  before  broken  her  after-tunnel  shaft. 

The  Canada  took  the  Persia  in  tow,  and,  in  about  ihitt 
hours,  with  the  assistance  of  a  tug  hired  by  the  Canada,^ 
Persia  was  safely  anchored  inside  the  Portiand  Breakwater. 
The  yalue  of  the  Persia  was  15,000?.,  cargo  10,250?.,  freight  aft 
risk  90;.— total  25,340?. 

In  an  action  of  salyage: — 

Tex  Coubt  (Qorell  Barnes  J.,  assisted  by  two  of  the  Elder 
Brethren  of  the  Trinity  House)  oyerroled  a  tender  of  5002.,  cm 
the  ground  of  the  great  yalue  of  the  salying  steamer,  and  made 
an  award  of  700?. 

With  reference  to  the  apportionment  of  that  srun  betireei 
the  owners,  master,  and  crew  of  the  Canada,  the  learned  judge 
awarded  525?.  to  the  owners  on  account  of  the  risk  to  which 
such  a  large  yessel  was  exposed  in  undertakii^  a  salfmi 
seryice,  75?.  to  the  master  in  yiew  of  the  responsibility  incnrwd 
by  him,  and  the  balance,  100?.,  to  the  crew  accordiog  to  their 
rating,  taking  that  rating,  with  regard  to  such  of  the  crew  as 
were  tiie  regular  men,  according  to  the  articles  on  the  prerioos 
outward  yoyage  to  the  Cape,  and  treating  those  engaged  oo|r 
for  the  run  from  Southampton  to  Belfast  "on  a  footing 
equlyalent  to  those  whose  places  they  were  filling  at  the 
time"— that  is,  a  runner  put  down  as  an  A.B.  to  take  an  A.B.'ft 
rating,  and  a  runner  put  down  as  a  fireman  to  take  a  firoma&'& 
rating. 

Aspinall,  K.C.,  and  Alex.  D.  Baieson  for  the  plaintifi,  the 
owners,  master,  and  crew  of  the  Canada. 

Dawson  Miller,  for  the  defendants,  the  owners  of  the  Pern, 
her  cargo  and  freight. 

Solicitors:  Batesons,  Warr  &  Wimshurst,  Liverpool;  M 
Dickinson,  Dicktnson,  Hill  A  Boherts,  Liyerpool.         T.  ^  ^• 
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irOTICB  TO  BOLIOITOBa 


WiA  ike  wiem  of  inwring  the  ffreaieit  pomklU  acewracy  and 

I  nfita§  in  ike  fortoiM  fMieaiiom  eownected  mih  ike  Law 

■  BVDBTS,  ike  ChtMeU  will  be  Miged,  if  tke  SolieUore  to  whom 

uffBoaHon  ie  made  hy  any  reports  acting  for  ike  Chwncil 

M  M  90(m  08  poeMle  after  applieatian  fumisk  ike  neceseary 

.Popen,  togeiker  wOk  any  infarmaH&n  in  ikeir  power  ae  to  ike 

j  j«Mi  of  ike  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.     At  ike 

iumtimey ike  Chrnneil  ikankfntty  acknowledge  tke  aenstanee 

l&efhase  already  received  from  bo  many  memhers  of  tke  Pro- 

■Jmitm  in  fwnriAing  ike  papers  required  to  prepare  acewraie 

nporii. 
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COUET  OF  APPEAL. 


Becord  of  Business. 


COURT  L 

Friday,  Kovember  21. 

Beynolds  y.  Athby  A  Son,  Limited,    Applioation  for  judgmont  or  new 

trial.    DUmifiaed. 
Le  Mesurier  v.  Van  Cuyletiburg.    Application  for  new  trial.    Allowed. 
FuBer  y.  Dewing  A  Co.    Applioation  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Dis- 


Monday,  November  24. 

Bailey  y.  Thurston  A  Co.,  Limited.    Application  for  judgment  or  new 

triaL    Dismiflaed. 
Nickel  Steel  Syndicate  y.  Schneider  A  Co.    Appeal  from  Darling  J. 

DismiflBed. 

Tuesday,  November  25. 

Parker  v.  Harringtons,  Limited,  aiid  Others.    Appeal  from  Darling  J. 

DlBmieaed. 
Coleman  y.  W.  S,  Jones  A  Sans.    Application  for  judgment  or  new 

trial.    Dismifised. 
Jones  Y.  Lavington.    Applioation  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Part 

heard. 
Mercantile  Agency  Company,  Limited  v.  Croueher.    Applioation  for 

new  trial.    Allowed. 

Wbdnbsday,  November  26. 

Jones  Y.  Lavington.    Application  for  judgment  or  new  triaL    Di*- 
nuBMd. 

Thubsday,  November  27. 

Clarke  y.  Army  and  Navy  Co-operative  Society,  Limited    Application 

for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Dismissed. 
Thring  v.  Lueas.    Applioation  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Settled. 
Wright  Y.  Lefever.    Application  fur  judgment  or  new  trial.    Part 

heard. 
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COURT  n. 

TuuBSDAT,  NoYember  20. 

Booth  y.  New  Afrikander  Geld  Mining  Company^  LimiUd,  Appeal 
firom  Swinren  Eady  J.  Appeal  treated  as  trial  of  action.  Order 
for  iDJauctinn. 

Friday,  November  21. 

Acetylene  lUuminating  Company,  Limited  y.  United  Alkali  Oompanyi 
Limited.    Appeal  from  Baokley  J.    Part  heard. 

Satubdat,  NoYomber  22. 

Acetylene  lUuminating  Company,  Limited  y.  United  Alkali  Company, 
Limited.    Appeal  from  Baokley  J.    Part  heard. 

Monday,  Noyember  24. 

Joseph  y.  Joseph.    Appeal  from  Kekewidh  J.    DiBmissed. 

Meyer  and  Another  y.  Qreen.    Appeal  from  Baokley  J.    Part  heaid. 

Bennett  y.  Stone,    Appeal  from  Baokley  J.    Postponed. 

Tuesday,  Koyembor^25. 

Meyer  and  Another  y.  Green.    Appeal  from  Baokley  J.    Dismiaied. 
Acetylene  lUuminating  Company,  Limited  y.  Uniied  Alkali  Company^ 
Limited.    Appeal  from  Backley  J.    Part  heard. 

Wednesday,  Noyember  26. 

Acetylene  lUuminatiny  Company^  Limited  y.  United  Alkali  Company^ 

Limited,    Ap|)eal  from  Baokley  J.    Dismiased. 
Nantyglo  and  Blaina  Ironvoorke  Company,  Limited  y.  Swaneea  Steel 

Company,  Limited.    Appeal  fiKxn  Kekewioh  J.    DiamiBsed. 
Workman   y.    London  and    Laneathire   Fire   Insurance   Company. 

Appeal  from  Kekewkh  J.    Part  heard. 

Thubsday,  Noyember  27. 

/.  W.  Green,  Limited  t.  Hill    Appeal  from  Baokley  J.    Allowed. 
Workman  y.   London    and   Lancashire   Fire   Insurance   Company. 

Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.    Allowed. 
Bennett  y.  Stone.    Appeal  from  Baokley  J.    Cur.  adv,  vuU. 


DwringiheUUingsoftheCourUTEM  Weekly  N<ynaMfiUhepMUhed 
on  Satarday,  and  ufiU  generally  comprise  Notee  of  Deoieions  up  to 
and  including  those  of  (he  previous  Thorsday.  AU  oases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  be  reported  in  full  in  The  Law  Bbfobti. 


Ibouee  ot  Xorbs^ 


Nov.  13. 
NoTTiNOHAM  Pebhanbnt  Bxnbfit  Buildino  Sooistt^  Apfb.  ; 
Thubstan,  Bxbp. 

Building  society — In/ant  member — Building  Societies  Act,  1874 
(87  <fc  88  Vict,  c  42)-/«/an<«  Relief  Act,  1874  (37  <fc  38  Vid. 
c.  62). 

Hughes,  K,C„  and  G.  B,  Freeman,  for  appellants. 

Badcock,  K.C,  and  Edward  Ford,  for  respondent,  were  not 
heard. 

Thb  House  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.G.,  and  Lords  Shand,  Dayey, 
and  Bobortson)  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal, 


[1902]  1  Gh.  1,  for  the  reasons  there  given,  holding  that  ifae 
purchase  and  the  mortgage  were  in  fact  two  distinct  tnii»> 
actions. 

Solicitors:  Peacock  <fe  Goddard,  for  Boihera  A  Sons,  Notting- 
ham; Be^ue  A  Beyfue.  J.  ILIL 

Not  It 
BsODDiaTON  AND  AnOTHIB,  ApPS.;    BaUMAHN  AlfD  Othb8, 

Besps. 
Poujer  of  appointment^Exercise  by  wiU-^WilU  Act,  1837(1  Fid 
e.  26),  8.  2g^Settled  Land  Acts,  1882  (45  <f;  46  Vid.  c  38), 
».  22,  and  1884  (47  d:  48  Vict.  c.  18), i«.  4. 

Haldane,  K.C.,  and  Norton,  E.G.  (J.  G.  Faweus  with  then) 
for  appellants. 

Levett,  K.C,,  Upjohn,  K.Q.,  Waoe,  and  Leuerson,  for  lespoc- 
dents,  were  not  heard. 

The  House  (Earl  of  Halsbury  L.O.,  and  Lords  Shand,  Jhni 
and  Bobertson)  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeil, 
[1902]  1  Ch.  100,  for  the  reasons  there  given,  holding  that  the . 
Courts  below  put  the  right  construction  upon  the  terms  Tuedia  I 
the  will,  and  rightly  interpreted  the  testator's  intention. 

Solicitors:  Montagu,  Mileham  A  Montagu;  Upton,  A&ei 
<fe  Go.  J.  M.  E 


Supreme  Court  ot  5ubicature. 

COURT  OP  APPEAL. 


C.A.  Not.  ft; 

Booth  t;.  Nbw  Atbikaudbb  Qolb  Mining  Oohfant,  LounD' 

Company—Sale — Shares — Underwriting — Commisium,  Fofmd 
of-^Offer  of  shares  to  public-^Ultra  vires^Injunction—Otm- 
panics  Act,  1900  (68  <£;  64  Vict.  c.  48),  s.  8,  »ub^.  1,2. 

This  was  an  action  by  tbe  plaintiff,  a  shareholder  in  tbe : 
defendant  company,  the  New  Afrikander  Qold  Mining  Oomim 
Limited,  formed  in  1898,  for  a  declaraticHi  that  an  agreooa 
dated  July  11, 1902,  for  the  sale  of  the  business,  undertakii 
and  assets  of  the  company,  was  ultra  vires  and  iU^gal*  ftnd' 
an  injunction  to  restrain  the  carrying  out  of  the  agreement 
the  ground  that,  in  effect,  it  provided  for  the  payment  of  cob 
mission,  made  illegal  by  sect  8,  sub-sect  2,  of  the  Compasi 
Act,  1900.  The  pkintiff  was  the  holder  of  1000  fixUy  paidj 
shares  in  the  defendant  company.  The  defendants  to  4 
action  were  the  company,  its  liquidator,  and  the  AssociiJ 
Guarantors,  Limited.  The  capital  of  the  New  A&ikw 
Company  was  250,000^.  in  \l.  shares,  of  which  905,014  to 
been  issued.  The  agreement  which  the  plaintiff  sought  < 
impeach  was  made  between  the  New  Afrikander  Gold  Kio^ 
Company  and  the  Associated  Guarantors,  and  was  dated  tii 
11th  of  July,  1902.  It  provided  for  the  sale  of  the  undertato 
business,  and  assets  of  the  New  Afrikander  Company  to  tli 
Associated  Guarantors.  The  purchasers  undertook  to  f<H»j 
new  company,  since  incorporated  under  the  name  of  w 
Afrikander  Qold  Mining  Company^  1902,  to  lepuichase  tw 
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sabjeet-inatter  of  the  sale  on  the  teims  contained  in  a  draft 

icreanent  schednled  to  the  fiist  agreement    The  articles  of 

•aociation  proYided  that  if  the  company  should  offer  any  of  its 

tees  to  the  public  for  subscription  the  directors  might  pay  a 

Amnission  not  exceeding  50  per  cent,  to  any  person  in  con- 

odnation  of  his    subscribing  or  agreeiDg  to  subscribe,  or 

inconng  subscriptions,  for  shares.  The  Associated  Guarantors 

indertook  to  procure   that  the   new  company  would  allot 

wch  number  of  its  11.  shares,  credited  with  12«.  per  share 

JMd  up,  to  205,014  as  the  old  company  should  require.    The 

old  shareholders  were  to  have  an  option  of  taking  a  1?.  share  in 

tte  new  company,  with  a  liability  on  it  of  8«.,  for  every  share 

in  the  old  company.    Shareholders  who  refused  to  take  shares 

vve  to  be  entitled  to  no  compensation.    The  scheduled  agree- 

ncnt  fixed  the  price  to  be  paid  by  the  new  company  to  the 

iaociated  Guarantors  at  205,014 11.  shares,  with  12«.  paid  up, 

oat  of  a  total  of  260,000  of  such  shares,  and  a  payment  of 

I230W.  in  cash.    On  the  11th  of  September,  1902,  an  agree- 

^wnt  was  executed  in  the  form  of  the  scheduled  draft,  and  the 

M98  company  then  passed  resolutions  for  a  voluntary  winding- 

«|H  and  appointed  a  liquidator.    The  plaintiff  asserted  that 

the  pnmsion  fat  the  cash  payment  of  12,300/.  was,  in  effect, 

&  Uroriaon   for  payment  of  commission  by  the  proposed 

mm  QQHqMmy,  and  was  obnoxious  to  sect.  8  of  the  Companies 

Act,  19(A,  and   that  it  invalidated  the  whole   agreement. 

Sobttct  1  allows  payment  of  commission  on  an  offer  of 

Bbuea  in  a   company   to   the    public    for   subscription    if 

witeized  by  the  articles  and  disclosed  in  the  prospectus 

of  the  company.      Sub-sect.  2  enacts:   ''Save  as  aforesaid 

»  company  shall  apply  any  of  its  shares  or  capital  money 

atber  directly  or  indirectly  in  payment  of  any  commission, 

disoount,  or  allowance,  to  any  person  in  consideration  of  his 

iQbficribing  or  agreeing  to  subscribe,  whether  absolutely  or 

et>iiditio(DalIy,  for  any  shares  of  the  company,  or  procuring  or 

freeing  to  procure  subscriptions,  whether  absolute  or  con- 

Ational,  for  any  shares  in  the  company,  whether  the  money  or 

be  so  applied  by  being  >dded  to  the  purchase-money  of 

ly  property  acquired  by  the  company  or  to  the  contract  price 

i«(any  work  to  be  executed  for  the  company,  or  the  money  be 

*^  out  of  the  nominal  purchase-money  or  contract  price,  or 


action  came  before  Swinfen  Eady  J.  on  the  7th  of 
iber,  1902,  upon  a  motion  by  the  plaintiffs  for  an  inter- 
itory  iojunction,  when  his  Lordship  granted  the  injunction, 
tha^  in  his  opinion,  the  agreement  did  in  fact  provide 
the  payment  of  an  illegal  commission ;  and  that  though  that 
t  might  be  legalized  by  being  authorized  by  the  com- 
s  articles  of  association  and  disclosed  in  the  prospectus 
Ikn  issued,  he  could  look  only  at  the  existing  state  of  things* 
%e  defendant  company  appealed. 
BaldaM,  E.G.,  and  Sargant,  for  the  appellants. 
Eve,  K.C.,  and  A.  Beddall,  for  the  plaintiff. 
Macnaghten,  K.  C,  and  Sargant,  for  the  Associated  Guarantors. 
In  the  course  of  the  argument  it  was  agreed  that  the  appeal 
*ouId  be  treated  as  the  trial  of  the  action;  whereupon,  for  the 
f-fnipose  of  deciding  the  whole  question,  the  new  company  of 
■  19Q2  was,  by  consent,  added  as  a  defendant,  and  a  shareholder 
Am  that  company  was,  also  by  consent,  added  as  a  plaintiff 
^mii^  an  behalf  of  himself  and  all  other  shareholders  in  that 
Jompany.  .< 


The  Court  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.JJ.)  said  the  first  question  was  whether  the  payment  of 
12,S00i:.  came  within  sub-sect  2  of  sect.  8  of  the  Act  of  1900* 
Their  Lordships  bad  no  doubt  that  it  did  come  within  that  sub- 
section. The  money  was  being  paid  by  the  new  company  out 
of  the  capital  which  was  raised  at  the  time  of  the  formation  of 
that  company,  and  was  being  paid  by  way  of  oonmussion  to 
certain  persons,  or  a  certain  company — i.e.,  to  the  interme- 
diaries—in consideration  of  their  undertaking  to  take  up  so 
many  of  the  block  of  shares  allotted  to  the  liquidator  of  the  old 
company  of  1898  as  the  members  of  that  old  company  declined  to 
accept.  That  payment  came  within  the  sub-section.  It  was  a 
payment  of  a  commission  to  a  person  in  consideration  of  his 
subscribing  or  agreeing  to  subscribe,  and  so  on,  within  the 
words  of  the  sub-section.  The  real  ground  on  which  it  was 
suggested  that  that  payment  did  not  come  within  the  sub- 
section was  that  the  persons  to  whom  the  money  was  paid  were 
really  purchasers,  and  that  the  sum  of  money  they  were  to 
receive  was  not  conunission,  but  their  profit  on  a  resale. 
Looking  at  the  facts,  it  was  impossible  not  to  see  that  this  was 
not  a  profit  on  a  resale,  and  that  the  transaction  was  not  in 
substance  a  resale  at  iJl.  In  their  Lordships'  opinion  the 
12,800^.  was  a  commission— a  commission  for  underwriting. 
Then  with  regard  to  sub-sect.  1,  taking  that  section  line  by 
line,  in  their  Lordships'  jadgment  there  never  had  been  in  fieust 
an  offer  of  shares  to  the  public.  They  did  not  think  the  shares 
agreed  to  be  allotted  by  the  1902  company  to  the  liquidator  of 
the  1898  company  were  in  any  sense  issued  to  the  public. 
Accordingly,  the  conclusions  their  Lordships  arrived  at  were  : 
(I)  That  the  payment  of  the.12,300;.  fell  within  sub-sect.  2 ;  and 
^)  that  it  did  not  fall  within  sub-sect.  1. 

Their  Lordships  then  pronounced  judgment,  decUuing  that 
the  payment  of  the  12,800/.  was  prohibited  by  sub-sect.  2,  but 
without  prejudice  to  such  right  (if  any)  as  the  new  company 
might  have  to  claim  the  benefit  of  sub-sect  1 ;  also  granting  a 
perpetual  injunction  upon  the  footing  of  that  declaration ;  but 
the  injunction  was  not  to  prevent  any  payment  if  and  so  far  as 
it  could  be  made  under  sub-eect.  1.  The  costs  of  the  action, 
both  on  appeal  and  below,  to  be  paid  by  the  defendants. 

Solicitors :  Bum  A  Benidge;  FaineSf  Blyth  dtHuxtahh ;  Booth 
dk  8mee.  G.  L  F.  C. 


C.A. 


Bailet  v.  Thitbston  &  Co. 


Nov.  24. 


[ 


Bankruptcy — After'acquired  property — Contract  of  emphyment 
made  be/ore  bankruptcy — Bight  of  bankrupt  to  sue  for  wrongful 
dismissal — Intervention  of  trustee -— Bankruptcy  Act,  1883 
(46  db  47  Vict.  c.  52),  s.  44. 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  Fhillimore  J.  on  further  con- 
sideration, reported  [1902]  2  K.  B.  897. 

Kemp,  K.C.,  and  E.  W.  Eansdl,  for  the  defendant4s. 

Lord  Coleridge,  K.C.,  and  Macoun,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Tex  Coubt  (Collins  M.R.,  Stirling  and  Gozens-Hardy  L.JJ.), 
after  consideration,  dismissed  the  appeal. 

Solicitor  for  plaintiff:  Charles  Goble  Champion. 

Solicitors  for  defendants:  Gush,  Phillips,  Walters  A  Williams. 

A.  M. 
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IbfGb  Court  of  Justice^ 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


FanrellJ. 


BouBim  1^.  SwAV  &  Edgab,  LmraD. 
In  re  BouBira's  Tbads-mabks. 


Not.  U 


Trctde^mark  —  Old  mark  — Beffistration — Lapse-  -Be^egtstration 
— Action  for  infringement — Motion  to  expunge  trade-mark — 
Dday^CoiU'-'Patents,  dkc..  Act,  1883  (46  <fc  47  Vict.  c.  57) 
M,  54,  64,  77a,  79,  and  ^0— Patents,  Ac,,  ^c^  1888  (51  A  52 
Vict,  c  60),  «.  18. 

The  plaintiff  and  bis  predeoesBoro  in  title  had  for  many  years 
carried  on  the  hnsiness  of  a  ladies'  oatfitter  and  manofaotorer 
of  oorsets,  and  the  defendants  had  also  for  many  years  carried 
on  a  similar  business.  The  plaintiff  was  the  proprietor  of  a 
trado-mark,  which  his  predecessors  had  registered  as  an  old 
mark  in  1876,  and  which  was  still  on  the  register,  and  which 
they  and  be  nsed  in  connection  with  ladies'  corsets.  This 
mark  consisted  of  the  figure  of  a  "  swan,''  which  they  impressed 
on  the  corsets  sold  by  them.  The  plaintiff  was  also  the 
proprietor  of  another  trade-mark,  which  his  predecessors  had 
also  registered  as  an  old  mark  in  1876,  and  which  they  and  he 
used  in  connection  with  corsets.  iThis  trade-mark  was  the 
word  "  Swanbill,"  which  was  stamped  on  the  corsets  sold  by 
the  plaintiff.  This  mark  remained  on  the  register  until  1890, 
when  by  an  oyersight  it  was  allowed  to  lapse.  Directly  the 
plamtiff  became  aware  of  it,  he  re-r^gisteied  the  word  "  Swan- 
bill"  as  an  old  mark  on  the  18th  of  December,  1892.  The 
defendants  became  aware  of  this  fact  in  1896. 

In  May,  1901,  the  plaintiff  commenced  this  action,  alleging 
that  the  defendants  were  infringing  his  trade-mark  of  a  swan, 
by  using  in  their  circulars  and  advertisements  the  figures  of 
two  swans  in  the  illustrations  of  the  corsets  they  offered  for 
sale.  The  defendants  then  moyed  to  expunge  both  the  plaintiff's 
trade-marks  from  the  register.  The  motion  and  action  were 
tried  together.  At  the  trial  the  defendants  abandoned  their 
claim  to  expunge  the  plaintiff's  trade-mark  of  a  swan»  but 
succeeded  in  proving  that  the  word  ''Swanbill"  ought  not  to 
be  on  the  register.  In  the  action  it  was  admitted  that  the 
defendants  had  acted  in  good  faith,  and  the  plaintiff  tendered 
no  eTidense  of  any  passing  off  of  the  goods  of  the  defendants  as 
his  goods,  but  contended  that  there  was  such  a  similarity 
between  his  trade-mark  of  a  swan  and  the  swans  used  by  the 
defendants  as  to  be  calculated  to  deceiye. 

Jenkins,  K.Q,,  and  Peterson,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Upfohn,  K,0.,  Sebastian,  and  Tondin,  for  the  defendants. 

B.  J,  Parker,  for  the  comptroller  of  patents. 

Fabwell  J.  held  on  the  eyidence  that  the  word  '^Swanbill" 
at  the  date  of  its  registration,  which  for  this  purpose  must  be 
taken  to  be  the  18th  of  December,  1892,  was  not  special  and 
distinctiye  of  the  plaintiFs  corsets,  but  was  then,  and  for 
several  years  previously  had  been,  known  to  the  trade  and  to 
the  public  as  descriptive  of  a  corset  with  a  particular  shape  of 


busk.  The  word,  therefore,  was  improperly  on  the  register  and 
must  be  expunged.  His  Lordship  also  held  that  there  was  no 
such  similarity  between  the  plaintiff's  trade-mark  of  a  swan 
and  the  swans  used  by  the  defendants  in  their  advertisenieiitB 
and  circulars  in  connection  with  their  illustrations  of  corsets  as 
to  be  calculated  to  deceive,  and  dismissed  the  action.  As  to 
costs:  both  parties  had  failed  in  part  and  succeeded  in  part, 
and  xmder  the  circumstanees,  and  having  regard  to  the  delay  of 
the  defendants  in  moving  to  rectify  the  roister,  his  Xjordship 
directed  that  the  plaintiff  should  pay  to  the  defendants  two- 
fifths  of  the  taxed  costs  of  the  action  and  motion. 

An  application  on  behalf  of  the  plaintiff  for  a  certificate 
under  sect  77a,  on  the  ground  that  the  validity  of  his  trade- 
mark of  a  swan  had  come  into  question,  was  refused. 

Solicitors:  Drake,  Son  &  Parton;  Buxton  Ashton  ik  Son 
Solicitor  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  H.  Jj.  F. 


Joyce  J. 


In  re  BoLTON  Estatbs. 

BUSSELL  V.  MSYBIOK. 


Not.  22. 


Act  {/Parliament — Construction — Private  Act — Iknant  in  iadl— 
Bestriction  against  aiienatian — Exception  in  favour  of  Jointuring 
— Power — Aiding  defective  execution. 

By  virtue  of  two  private  Acts  of  Parliament,  namely,  27  Han.  ^ 
c.  xvL,  and  the  Bolton  Estates  Act,  1863  (26  &  27  Vict  a  tL), 
General  Meyrick  was  tenant  in  tail  of  an  undivided  third 
share  !of  the  Bolton  estates.    By  a  codicil,  dated  in  May,  19(0, 
he  purported,  in  exercise  of  the  powers  contained  in  these  Aot^ 
to  appoint  the  income  of  this  share  for  the  jointure  of  his 
widow,  and  he  died  in  March,  1902.    This  summons  was  taken 
out  by  the  heir-at-law  of  the  testator  to  determine  the  qaeetioaii 
whether  he  had  under  these  Acts  any  power  to  jointure  by 
wilL    By  the  Act  of  Henry  8  tenants  in  tail  of  the  Boltoa 
estates  were  prohibited  from  alienating  them,  "  but  only  for 
the  joynter  of  wyfe  or  wy  ves  for  terme  of  lyfe  or  lyres  of  any 
husband."    The  Act  of  1863  was  passed  to  relax  certain  re- 
strictions imposed  by  the  earlier  Act,  and  sect  9  referred  to 

the  powers  of  jointuring"  contained  in  the  earlier  Act;  but  it 
did  not  create  any  power  of  jointuring  by  will.  On  behalf  of 
the  widow  it  was  contended  that  the  Act  of  Henry  8  ought 
to  be  construed  by  the  hght  of  the  later  Act,  and  that  the  excep- 
tion as  to  jointuring  created  by  implication  a  power  to  jointure 
exercisable  by  deed  or  will. 

T.  B,  Hughes,  K,C,,  and  Brinton,  for  the  summons. 

Ealdaney  K.C.,  Younger,  K.O.,  and  G.  Cave,  for  the  widow. 

C.  A.  James,  for  Qeneral  Meyrick's  executor. 

JoTOB  J.  held,  on  the  authority  of  Lord  Davey  in  Maca99ey  ^ , 
Thompson,  (1902)  86  Ir.  L.  T.  162,  that  the  Act  of  1863  was 
not  available  for  the  purpose  of  construiDg  the  Act  of  Henry  8L 
The  earlier  Act  contained  no  suggestion  that  the  tenants 
in  tail  thereunder  could  make  a  jointure  by  any  mode  not 
available  to  an  ordinary  tenant  in  tail.  Neither  at  that 
time  nor  since  had  a  tenant  in  tail  any  power  to  jointure 
by  will,  and  the  only  mode  in  which  tenants  in  tail  could 
now  jointure  was  by  deed  enrolled.  The  method  of  making 
a  jointure  by  will  under  a  power  for  that  purpose  was  quite 
modem.     Assuming  that  the  effect  of  the  Act  of  Henry  8 
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was  to  onate  a  power  in  the  teohnioal  aenfle,  this  was  not  a 
power  exercisable  by  will,  andj  being  a  legal  and  statutory 
power,  a  defeotiye  execution  thereof  would  not  be  aided  by  a 
Court  of  Equity.  He  therefore  declared  that  the  testator  had 
DO  power  by  will  or  codicil  to  appoint  the  income  of  his  share 
for  the  jointure  of  his  widow. 
Solicitors :  Williams  A  James ;  Ford,  Lloyd  &  Co, 

H.  B.  H. 
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Swinfen  Eady  J.  Not.  11, 12, 22. 

In  re  Fothkboill's  Estats. 
Pbios  Fotheboill  V,  Fbioi. 

Wia^Ahadute  gi/i— Personalty— Trust  for  person  "entitled  to 
the  possession  or  receipt  of  the  rents'*  of  settled  estates — Actual 
possession. 

Originating  summons. 

By  his  will,  dated  the  28rd  of  February,  1869,  a  testator 
derised  the  Hensol  estate  to  trustees  upon  trust  for  certain 
pexaons  (since  deceased)  for  life,  and  after  their  deaths  for  the 
prEsent  life  tenant  for  life,  and  after  her  death  for  her  sons 
loooeflBiyely  in  tail,  with  diyers  remainders  oyer. 

The  testator  bequeathed  certain  chattels  at  Hensol  Castle  to 
his  trustees  upon  trust  to  permit  the  same  to  go  along  with 
tndbe  used  and  enjoyed,  so  far  as  the  rules  of  law  and  equity 
wofnld  pennit,  by  the  person  who  under  the  limitations  there- 
inhefore  contained  should  for  the  time  being  be  "  in  the  actual 
poseession  or  entitled  to  the  receipt  of  the  rents  and  profits  of 
the  Hensol  estate,"  in  the  same  manner  as  if  they  had  been 
freeholds  of  inheritance  and  had  been  included  in  the  deyise  of 
the  Heosol  estate. 

The  testator  devised  and  bequeathed  his  residuary  real  and 
pcnmal  estate  to  his  trustees  upon  trust  for  sale  and  con- 
venioD,  and  declared  that  they  should  inyesfc  the  net  proceeds 
aod  pay  the  income  thereof  to  the  person  who  for  the  time 
bemg  diould  be  "entitled  to  the  possession  or  receipt  of  the 
rents  of  the  Hensol  estate,"  and  should  otherwise  hold  his 
Kfsiduary  estate  upon  such  trusts  that  the  annual  income 
thereof  should  be  enjoyed  in  like  manner  as  if  it  had  formed 
psrt  of  the  rents  and  profits  of  the  Hensol  estate,  it  being  his 
wish  that  the  income  of  his  residuary  estate  should  assist  in 
keeping  up  and  be  in  augmentation  of  the  rents  and  profits  of 
the  Hensol  estate. 

The  will  contained  a  name  and  arms  chiuse,  a  residence 
clause,  a  repairing  clause,  and  numerous  other  clauses  relating 
to  the  person  "entitled  to  the  possession  or  receipt  of  the  rents 
and  profits  of  the  Hensol  estate,"  with  immaterial  variations  of 
this  expression.  In  all  of  these  clauses  the  expression  neces- 
auily  referred  to  actual  possession,  though  not  so  expressed. 

The  testator  died  on  the  19th  of  September,  1871. 

The  present  life  tenant,  whose  husband  died  on  the  16th  of 
April,  18d9,  had  three  sons  and  no  daughters. 
'  The  first  son,  the  late  tenant  in  tail,  who  attained  twenty- 
^e  on  the  26th  July,  1899,  died  a  bachelor  and  intestate 
pi  the  9th  of  June,  1901,  without  having  disentailed,  and 
kktters  of  administration  to  his  estate  were  granted  to  the  life 
lenant. 

The  second  son,  the  present  tenant  in  tail,  attained  twenty- 
one  on  the  28rd  of  April,  1902. 


The  third  son  was  still  an  infant. 

This  summons  was  issued  to  determine  whether  the  lat^ 
tenant  in  tail  became  absolutely  entitled  subject  io  the  life 
tenant's  interest  to  (a)  the  chattels  at  Hensol  Oastle,  and  (h)  the 
trust  funds  representing  the  residuary  estate,  or  who  was  or 
would  be  entitled  to  the  Fame. 

Borihwick,  for  the  life  tenant  and  the  third  son. 

Eeintt,  for  the  present  tenant  in  tail. 

F,  Thompson,  for  the  present  trustee. 

SwiKFEN  Eadt  J.  held  that  the  late  tenant  in  tail  did  not 
become  entitled  to  the  chattels,  the  case  being  admittedly  un« 
distinguishable  from  Lord  Scarsdale  y.  Ourzon,  (1860)  1  J.  ds  H. 
40,  and  In  re  Angerstein,  [1895]  2  Oh.  883,  where  the  word 
'*  actual "  was  used.  On  the  other  hand,  there  was  no  sufficient 
intention  expressed  in  the  will  to  prevent  the  residuary  estate 
vesting  in  the  late  tenant  in  tail  at  birth,  whether  he  came  into 
possession  or  not,  according  to  the  usual  rule  recognised  in 
Foley  y.  Bumell,  (1786)  1  Bro.  0.  0.  274;  4  Bro.  P.  0.  819,  Cox 
V.  Sutton,  (1866)  25  L.  J.  (Oh.)  846,  and  FoUs  v.  Potts,  (1846) 
3J.&Lat.358. 

The  case  was  stronger  in  favour  of  the  late  tenant  in  tail 
than  Martdli  v.  EoUoway,  (1872)  L.  R  5  H.  L.  532,  where  there 
was  a  proviso  that  the  personal  estate  should  absolutely  belong 
only  to  such  person  as  Should  first  attain  twenty-one  and 
become  entitled  to  "  an  estate  tail  in  possession "  in  the  real 
estate,  and  it  was  held  that  an  adult  tenant  in  tail  in  remainder 
expectant  on  a  life  estate  was  absolutely  entitled. 

The  late  tenant  in  tail  had,  therefore,  become  absolutely* 
entitled  to  the  residue,  subject  to  the  life  tenant's  interest 

Solicitors :  lliffe,  Henley  A  Svjeet ;  Field,  Boscoe  &  Co, 

G.  B.  A. 


PROBATE,  DIVOROB,  AND  ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION. 


Probate.  Nov.  17, 18, 2t 

In  thb  Goods  ov  Sabah  Jaivi  Jaoksoh,  Diobassd. 

Probate  practice — Administration — Intesta>cy — Oath  of  adminis- 
tratrix—Next of  kin— Prolate  Act,  1857  (20  &  21  Vict,  c,  71), 
8.73. 

Motion  for  administration  under  sect.  78  of  the  Probate  Act, 
1857. 

The  deceased,  Sarah  Jane  Jackson,  died  on  the  8th  of 
February,  1902,  a  widow  and  intestate,  leaving  no  issue  (with  the 
possible  exception  of  William  J.  Mclntyre,  a  son  by  a  former  mar- 
riage), and  no  parent,  brother  or  sister,  UDcle  or  aunt,  nephew 
or  niece  her  surviving.  The  said  son  emigrated  to  Australia 
between  thirty  and  forty  years  ago,  and  had  not  been  heard  of 
for  over  twenty-nine  years.  He  was  thereforo  believed  to  be 
dead.  It  was  not  known  whether  he  ever  married  and  had 
children. 

Various  advertisements,  both  hero  and  in  Australia,  had 
been  inserted  fbr  the  said  W.  J.  Mclntyro,  or  his  children  or 
his  descendants  (if  any),  but  no  answers  had  been  received 
from  him  or  them.  ^   -  ■ 
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The  deceased  left  property  estimated  at  over  18,000?.  in 
value. 

Elizabeth  Catherine  Ives,  of  Millbrook,  in  the  island  of  Jersey, 
a  lawful  cousin-germ  in  and  next  of  kin  of  the  deceased,  now 
applied  for  administration.  She  had  previoasly  (2Qd  of  June, 
1902)  obtained  an  order  in  this  Cjnrt  for  a  grant  to  her  a<2 
colligevda  hona ;  but  it  was  subsequently  found  that  this  form 
of  grant  would  be  attended  by  so  much  expense  and  incon- 
venience that  she  decided  not  to  take  it  out.  She  believed 
herself  to  be  the  only  next  of  kin  of  the  deceased,  but  it  was 
said  she  was  not  prepared  to  swear  positively  that  the  deceased 
died  without  issue.  She  asked  leave  to  use  the  modified  form 
of  oath  and  to  take  a  grant  under  sect  73.  She  relied  espe- 
cially on  two  cases:  In  the  Goods  of  Reed,  (1874)  29  L.  T.  (N.S.) 
932,  which  was  followed  by  Jeune  P.  in  In  the  Goods  of  Callkott, 
[1899]  P.  189. 

GoitELL  Babkes  J.  I  cannot  see  the  principle  of  those  cases. 
When  the  matter  is  sifted  to  the  bottom,  you  must  prove  your 
right  to  the  grant.  In  cases  of  presumption  of  death,  the  Court 
gives  leave  to  swear,  but  it  is  the  applicant  who  actually 
swears,  that  the  person  is  dead.  The  principle  ought  to  be  laid 
down  for  guidance  in  such  cases  as  this.  In  the  case  of  In  the 
Goods  of  Ann  Pridham,  (1889)  6^  L.  T.  (N.S.)  302,  Butt  J. 
refused  to  follow  In  the  Goods  of  Reed,  and  his  decision  was 
appealed  from  and  upheld.  You  had  better  inquire  whether 
your  client  is  not  pi-epared  to  swear  that  she  is  the  next  of  kin, 
and  then  take  the  grant  in  the  ordinary  way. 

[This,  it  was  subsequently  intimated,  would  be  done.] 

GoBELL  Babnes  J.  It  may  be  worth  while  to  mention  in 
Court,  though  1  am  not  required  to  pronounce  judgment,  that 
I  have  had  the  papers  in  the  case  of  /;*  the  Goods  of  Reed,  (1874) 
29  L.  T.  (N.S.)  932,  looked  up,  and  I  find  that  the  order  made 
in  that  case  was  that  administration  should  be  granted  ''on  the 
usual  affidavits  shewing  her  title  to  the  grant  being  filed  in 
the  registry,"  and  that  when  tlie  matter  got  into  the  registry 
the  applicant  swore  an  affidavit  stating  that  she  believed  that 
the  deceased  died  without  father,  and  that  she  waa  the  only 
next  of  kin ;  but,  when  the  grant  went,  it  appears  to  have  been 
considered  by  two  registrars,  who  both  initialled  the  grant  and 
let  it  go  to  her  as  next  of  kin.  This  was  right,  because  she 
was  the  mother,  and  was  as  much  next  of  kin  as  the  father.  I 
do  not  think,  therefore,  that  the  report  of  the  case  ought  to  be 
acted  upon  without  more  consideration,  for  the  examination  of 
the  cases  seems  to  shew  that  the  report  does  not  give  fully 
what  took  place. 

I  have  also  had  the  papers  in  the  case  of  In  the  Goods  of 
Pridham,  (1889)  61 L.  T.  (N.S.)  302,  looked  up,  and  it  may  be 
of  interest  to  state  that  the  return  from  the  officer  who  took  the 
note  of  the  hearing  in  the  Court  of  Appeal  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  Court  stated  that  the  decision  was  not  the  subject  of 
appeal.  The  actual  wording  of  the  officer's  note  is:  ''Applica- 
tion refused:  this  is  not  a  subject  of  appeal.^  The  report 
(p.  303)  of  the  case  states  that  "The  Lords  Justices  held  that 
the  rule  of  practice  must  bow  to  the  exigencies  of  each  particular 
case.  They  would  have  been  fully  prepared  to  follow  the  authority 
cited  {In  the  Goods  of  Reed)  if  the  facts  in  this  case  were,  in 
their  judgment,  sufficiently  strong.  Upon  the  evidence,  how- 
ever, they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  present  applica- 
tion must  be  refused,  and  the  appeal  would,  therefore,  be 
dismis8e<l."    Then,  from  what  the  registrar  has  told  me,  the 


applicant,  who  had  been  thus  refused,  took  out  a  citation,  and* 
upon  affidavit  of  non-appearance  thereto,  filed  a  fresh  motioD, 
which  was  also  rejected.  I  suppose  that  the  applicant  was 
trying  to  get  in  under  sect.  73,  and  was  refused— though  the 
reason  why  is  not  stated—I  suppose  because,  if  the  persoD, 
whom  it  was  sought  to  pass  over,  were  dead,  sect  78  did  not 
come  into  operation.  After  being  so  refused,  the  applicant  ii 
that  case  did  what  Mr.  Pritchard's  client  is  now  willing  to  do 
in  this  case,  namely,  swear  the  usual  oath  and  take  the  grant 
as  next  of  kin. 

What  one  will  have  to  decide  hereafter,  as  to  the  principle, 
I  need  not  now  say,  as  I  am  not  called  upon  to  make  any  ordsr 
at  all  in  the  present  instance. 

Counsel :  /?.  H.  Fritchard. 

Solicitors :  Hare  A  do.  H.  D.  G. 
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Collision — Assessment  of  damage — Valxte  of  ship  lost. 

On  the  5th  of  March,  1902,  in  oonaequenoe  of  a  ooUiadL 
which  occurred,  during  a  fog,  in  the  St  George's  Gluuu^ 
between  the  steamships  Harmonides  and  Waesland,  the  latter 
vessel  sustained  so  much  damage  that  she  shortly  afterwardi 
sank  with  all  her  cargo  and  the  effects  of  the  passengers  and 
crew.     On  the  10th  of  April,  in  an  action  of  damage  hj 
collision,  brought  by  the  owners  of  part  of  the  cargo  la^oa  | 
board  the  Waesland,  against  the  Harmonides,  the  latter  Tesse/ 
was  found  alone  to  blame,  ahd«  on  the  12th  of  May,  the  omeis 
of  the  Harmonides  obtained  a  decree  limiting  their  liability  i^  ! 
8^.  per  ton  to  27,128/. 

The  claims  amounted  to  80,477/.  13«.  hd.,  including  the  som 
of  31,640/.  (inclusive  of  stores,  &c)  as  the  value  of  th« 
Waesland,  based  on  the  affidavits  of  two  experts  who  bad 
known  the  vessel.  At  the  reference  before  the  LiTorpool 
district  registrar,  assisted  by  merchants,  the  total  daioi 
were  assessed  at  67,734/.  98.  lid.,  the  value  of  the  Wadud 
being  fixed  at  18,000/.  (exclusive  of  stores,  Ac.,  separately 
valued),  this  figure  being  based  on  the  assumed  market  Tahn 
set  upon  the  vessel  by  a  licensed  appraiser  who  had  ezamind 
the  particulars  in  Lloyd's  book.  The  owners  of  the  WaxM 
appealed. 

GoBKiL  Babnbs  J.,  in  allowing  the  lappeal,  and  increaoog 
the  valuation  from  18,000/.  to  31,000/.,  said  that  be  agreed 
with  the  observations  of  Dr.  Lushington  in  The  IronnnuUr^ 
(1859)  Swa.  441,  that,  in  estimating  the  value  of  a  YesBd 
the  time  of  a  collision,  whereby  she  was  lost,  the  best  endei 
is  the  opinion  of  competent  persons  who  knew  the  Tess 
shortly  before  the  time  of  loss.    In  the  present  case,  as  tbei 
was  practically  no  market  value  for  Atlantic  liners,  a* 
vessels,  when  they  ceased  to  be  profitable,  being  sold  at 
breaking-up  price,  the  true  test  of  value  was  what  she  f« 
fairly  worth  to  her  owners, 

Fickford,  K.  C,  and  Leivis  Noad,  in  support  of  the  motion,  I 
way  of  appeal,  on  behalf  of  the  owners  of  the  Waesland. 

Aspinall,  K.C.,  and  Stuhbs,  for  the  owners  of  part  cargo  c 
board  the  Waesland,  in  support  of  the  finding  of  the  regifitetf* 

Solicitors:  Hill,  Dickinson,  Dickinson,  Hjll  ^  Roberts,  U^^ 
pool;  Simpson,  North  <fc  Co,,  Liverpool.  T.L.M. 
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NOTICE  TO   80LICIT0B& 


With  the  view  of  tTisuring  the  greatest  possible  (accuracy  and 
npidity  in  the  various  publications  connected  with  the  Law 
KspOBTs,  the  Council  will  he  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
application  is  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Chuncil 
wUl  as  soon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
Papers,  together  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  ihe 
tamen  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
mm  timcj  the  Chuncil  thankfully  acknowledge  the  assistance 
ihe}f  have  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fftsion  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
reports. 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


Record  of  Business. 


COURT  L 

Fbidat,  KoTember  28. ' 

Wright  y.  Lefever.    Appliofttion  for  judgment  or  new  trial.     Dii- 

missed. 
Edmond$on  ▼.  Bray,    Applioation  for  judgment  or  new  triaL    New 

trial  ordered. 

Satubdat,  KoTember  29. 

Eswn  T.  MacRae  and  Others,    Applioation  for  judgment  or  new  trial 
Part  heard. 

Monday,  Deoember  1. 

The  ChaUsnge.    Marfehurok  Steamthip  Ckmpanif,  TAmUed  T.  Saiot 

Steam  Tug  and  La  Ckmpagnie  Maritime  Franeaise,    Appeal  from 

Oorell  Barnes  J.    Dismissed. 
Miiler  y.  Faulkner.    Appeal  ftom  Darling  J.    Dismissed. 
John  Barker  A  Co,^  Limited  y.  Douglas,    Ap|)eal  from  Darling   J 

Dismissed. 
Uarrison  y.  Alliance  Assuranee  Oompany,  Limited,     Appeal  from 

Darling  J.    Dismisied. 
PownaU  y.  Boyd.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Part  heard. 


OOUBT  IL 

Friday,  Noyember  28. 

In  re  a  Dehtor,    Ex  parte  tJte  Debtor,  No.  900  of  1902.     Appeal  from 

Mr.  Begistrar  Brougham.  Dismissed. 
In  re  a  Debtor.    E»  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  1126  of  1901.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  Begistrsr  Brougham.  Part  heard. 
In  re  a  Dtbtor.    Ex  parte  the  Debtor,  No.  1066  of  1902.    Appeal  from 

Mr.  Begistrar  Brougham.    Dismissed  by  oonsent. 

Monday,  December  1. 

In  re  a  Debtor.    Ex  parte  the  Deibtor,  No.  1 126  of  1901.    Appeal  from 

Bir.  Begistrar  Brougham.  Dismissed. 
Patent  Exploitation  y.  Siemens  Brothers  A  Co.,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Buokley  J.    Part  heard. 

Tuesday,  Deoember  2. 

Wooye  y.  Automatic  Picture  OaUery,  Limited.    Appeal  from  Keke 

wieh  J.    Dismissed. 
Patent  Exploitation  y.  Siemen*  Brothere  d;  Co.,  Limited.    Appeal  from 

Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 

Wednesday,  December  8. 

Saccharin  Corporation  y.   Wild  di  Co.    Appeal  from  Kekewioh     J 
Stands  over  for  further  evMcnoe. 
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Universal  Mierophone  Company,  Limited  ▼.  Nye.    Appeal  from  Keke- 

wich  J.    DiBnuBsed. 
Britith  Microphone  Company^  Limited  y.  Nye,    Appeal  from  Byrne  J* 

DismiMd. 
Patent  Exptoitation  y.  Siemens  Brothers  d;  Co.^  Limited.    Appeal  firom 

BaoUey  J.    Part  heard. 

THDB8DAT,  December  4. 
Biekmore  v.  Dimmer.    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Allowed. 
Patent  Exploiiaiion  t.  Siemens  Brothers  dt  Co.,  Limited.    Appeal  from 
BaokleyJ.    Part  heard. 


During  the  siUings  of  the  Courts  Tbm  Wbeklt  J^QTEawiU  be  published 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to 
and  including  those  of  the  previous  Thnnday.  AU  cases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  he  reported  infuU  in  Tmi  Law  Bspobtb. 


Supreme  Court  of  5ubicature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


O.  A. 


Hamltk  v.  John  Houston  &  Co.  Not.  19. 


Partnership — Principal  and  agent^Scope  of  dutJiority— Tortious 
act  of  agent — Inducing  servant  to  break  contract — Liability  of 
princijpcO—Partnership  Act,  1890  (68  <fc  54  Vict.  c.  89), ».  5. 

Application  for  judgment  or  a  new  trial  in  an  action  tried 
before  Kennedy  J.  and  a  jury. 

The  action  was  in  substance  for  damages  for  indacing  a  clerk 
of  the  plaintiff  by  bribes  to  break  his  contract  of  service  by 
diyulging  confidential  matters  relating  to  the  plaintiff's  busi- 
ness, of  which  he  had  acquired  knowledge  in  the  course  of  his 
employment,  whereby  damage  was  occasioned  to  the  plaintiff. 

The  plaintiff  was  a  grain  merchant,  who  bought  grains  and 
other  by-products  from  brewers  and  distillers.  The  defendants 
carried  on  a  similar  business.  The  defendants'  firm  consisted 
of  one  Houston  and  one  Strong,  who  delegated  the  entire  con- 
duct of  the  business  to  Houston.  The  jury  found  in  substance, 
in  answer  to  questions  left  to  them  by  the  learned  judge,  that 
it  was  in  the  course  of  the  business  of  the  defendants'  firm  to 
obtain  by  legitimate  means  information  in  regard  to  the  con- 
tracts made  or  tendered  for  with  brewers  and  with  buyers  of 
grains  by  competing  firms;  that  Houston  had  induced  the 
plaintiff's  clerk  to  break  his  contract  of  service  by  dishonestly 
and  improperly  conmiunicating  to  Houston  knowledge  as  to 
plaintiff's  contracts  and  tenders  which  the  clerk  had  acquired 
in  the  course  of  his  employment;  that  Houston  had  so  acted 
with  a  view  to  the  advantage  of  the  defendants'  firm;  that  the 
defendants'  firm  had  thereby  profited ;  and  that  the  plaintiff 
had  been  damaged  to  the  extent  of  750/.  On  these  findings  the 
learned  judge  gave  judgment  against  the  defendants  for  750^. 

E.  Tindal  Atkinson,  K,0.,  and  0.  Spencer  Bower ^  for  the 
defendants. 

Buegg,  K.C.,  and  Montague  Shearman,  for  the  plaintiff. 

Tn  €k>UBT  (Collins  M.B.,  Bomer  LJ.  and  Mathew  LJ.) 
held  that,  it  being  within  the  Ecope  of  Houston's  authority  to 


obtain  by  legitimate  means  infoimation  of  the  nature  befove 
mentioned,  the  defendants'  firm  were  reeponsible  for  the  aotioii 
of  Houston  as  aforesaid.    They  therefore  dismissed  the  appli- 
cation. 
Solicitors  for  the  plaintiff:  Wood  db  Wootton, 
Solicitor  for  the  defendants :  C.  T,  Wilkinson.  £.  L 


O.A. 


BSTNOIiDS  V.  ASHBT  ft  SoM,  LiMITBD.        Nof.Sl. 


Fixtures— Machinery  affioced  to  premises— Trade  fixtures— Frf 
sumption  of  law — Mortgage — Hire-purchase  ctgreemeni—BigkU 
of  mortgagee  (tgainst  owner  of  Tnachinery — Licence  to  renuw 
trade  fixtures^Entry  of  mortgagee  into  possession— QuoHm 
for  jury. 

Application  for  judgment  or  a  new  trial  by  the  plaintiff  in  aa 
action  tried  before  Lawrance  J.  and  a  jury. 

The  action  was  for  recovery  of  certain  machines  or  tfaflir 
value. 

The  lessee  of  land  for  a  term  of  nind^-nine  years,  of  wiu(k( 
only  a  few  years  had  expired,  mortgaged  it  to  secuie  iep«f^ 
ment  of  an  advanoe.    The  defendants  were  transferees  of  thi- 
mortgage.    The  mortgagor  subsequently  erected  a  iactoiy  upoi 
the  h&od,  and  entered  into  a  hire-purchase  agreement  witiitto  I 
plaintiff,  who  was  a  manufacturer  of  machines,  for  the  sopptf  ' 
by  the  plaintiff  of  machines  for  use  in  the  factory.    The  agzM* 
ment  provided  for  certain  payments  as  the  hire  of  the  maebioe^ 
which  upon  the  last  of  those  payments  were  to  becoofi^ 
mortgagor's  property ;  and  gave  power  to  the  plaintiff  to  deto*  J 
mine  .the  hiring  and  remove  the  machines,  if  default  ini«  I 
made  in  the  payments  under  the  agreement.    The  ma^uM  | 
were  affixed  to  the  factory  by  the  plaintiff'^  workmen  ia  tht 
following  manner.    Concrete  blocks  were  let  into  the  floor,  a 
which  were  fixed  upright  iron  bolts  projecting  above  the  coBr, 
Crete.    When  the  machines  were  placed  in  position,  these  hotllj 
passed  through  holes  in  the  bases  of  the  machines,  which  vaei 
fastened  by  nuts  screwed  down  upon  the  bolts.    The  machiofll 
were   removable   by  unscrewing   the  nuts  and  lifting  tfan 
machines  off  the  bolts.    The  mortgagor  made  default  in  pi^ 
ment  under  the  hire-purchase  agreement.     The  mortgagnKi 
having  entered  into  possession  of  the  premises,  the  plsinu] 
subsequently  gave  notice  to  determine  the  hiring,  and  cbiBM 
to  remove  the  machines.    The  defendants  refused  to  give  tin. 
machines  up,  claiming  them  as  fixtures  which  had  paned  i9: 
them  as  mortgagees. 

The  learned  judge  held,"  upon  the  authority  of  -Sbftum  t. 
Qorringe,  [1897]  1  Ch.  182,  that  the  machines  wew  fiJ^ 
which  had  passed  to  the  defendants  as  mortgagees,  and  aooom* 
ingly  gave  judgment  for  the  defendants,  without  leaving  aif^ 
question  to  the  jury. 

H.  Reed,  K.C.,  and  Bowlatt,  for  the  plaintiff,  contended  W 
upon  the  facts  tiie  machines  remained  mere  movable  chattellf 
and  that  the  learned  jadge  ought  to  have  left  the  questioo 
whether  they  were  fixtures  or  not  to  the  jury. 

J.  A.  Hamilton,  K.C.,  and  Keeling  {A.  PoweO,  K.C.,  vift 
them),  for  the  defendants. 

The  Coubt  (Collins  M.B.,  Romer  L.J.  and  Mathew  Li.)  J 
held  that  the  attachment  of  the  machines  to  the  premiees  as 
before  mentioned  raised  a  presumption  that  they  were  fixtnMSi 
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tsd  the  facts  with  regard  to  the  hire-pniohafle  agreement  did 
lot  constitute  eyidenoe  to  rebut  that  presumption;  that,  the 
mrtgagees  having  entered  into  poesesaion  of  the  premises 
before  the  plaintiff  claimed  to  remove  the  machines,  the  plain- 
tiff had  no  right  to  remove  them ;  that  there  was  no  question 
for  the  jury;  and  that,  consequently,  the  ruling  of  the  learned 
jo4ge  was  correct    They  therefore  dismissed  the  application. 
aWidtors  for  the  phdntiff :  8coU,  Spaiding  4b  Bdl 
Solicitor  for  the  defendants ;  T.  H,  E,  Foord.  E.  L. 


p.  A. 


Ax  jparte  Mxkdslssohn. 
In  re  Mjqtdslssohi^. 


Dec.  1. 


Paakrupicy—Beceiving  order— Stockbroker— Default  on  Stock 
Exehange — Administration  of  assets  hy  Stock  Exchange  assignee 
—Right  of  Stock  Exchange  creditor  to  petition  in  bankruptcy. 

Appeal  firam  a  receiving  order,  made  by  Mr.  Begistrar 
Bnugbam,  against  A.  B.  Mendelssohn,  who  was  a  stockbroker 
inl  a  member  of  the  London  Stock  Exchange.  The  petitioning 
tBeditors  were  Messrs.  iBatcliff  &  Bealtry,  stockjobbers,  and 
jhomembers  of  the  London  Stock  Exchange. 

•  On  the  account  day,  the  13th  of  May,  1901,  there  was  due  from 
Undetoohn  to  Batcliff  &  Dealtry,  for  differences  in  respect  of 
the  imdiase  and  sale  of  stocks,  the  sam  of  986/.,  and  on  the 
16th  of  Hay  the  debtor  was  declared  a  defaulter  on  the  Stock 
Aohoige.  The  official  assignee  of  the  Stock  Exchange,  in 
aeeoidance  with  the  rules,  took  possession  of  the  debtor's 
avelB,  and  proceeded  to  realize  them  and  to  distribute  the 
fReeeds  among  his  Stock  Exchange  creditors.  The  assignee 
ik)  closed  the  debtor's  outstanding  contracts  on  the  Stock 
&ebaiige  at  the  "hammer"  prices  of  the  day.  The  debtor's 
Mtrtanding  contracts  with  Batcliff  &  Dealtry  were  ultimately 
puiied  out  for  the  principals  by  other  brokers.  Out  of  the 
mmssjB  reeeiyed  by  them  through  these  brokers  Batcliff  &  Dealtry 
Wm,  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  the  Stock  Exchange, 
ippired  to  pay  281?.  to  the  official  assignee.  They  claimed  in 
Ifts  Stock  I^ebange  liquidation,  and  received  a  dividend  of 
|k6i.  in  the  pound.  They  brought  an  action  in  the  Eiog's 
iaach  Division  agamst  Mendehuohn  for  the  986^  and  the  281i^., 
ii  which  they  obtained  firom  Mathew  J.  judgment  for  11492.  and 
Mts :  Batdif  A  Dealtry  v.  MendeUsohn,  [1901]  2  K.  B.  844.  This 
Ngment  was  affirmed  by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  [1902]  2  K.  B. 
tSS.  Batcliff  &  Dealtry,  who  had  received  a  second  dividend 
of  2i.  6(/.  in  the  pound  from  the  Stock  Exchange  assignee, 
Isrred  the  debtor  with  a  bankruptcy  notice  for  the  balance  of 
Phe  judgment  debt  and  costs,  after  deducting  dividends  re- 
ferred in  the  Stock  Exchange  liquidation,  and  the  debtor  com- 
Wtted  an  aot  of  bankruptcy  by  fieuling  to  comply  with  the 
lofiee.  Batcliff  &  Dealtry  presented  a  bankruptcy  petition 
feSHBst  the  debtor,  founded  on  this  act  of  bankruptcy  and  the 
kboee  of  the  judgment  debt.  The  registrar  made  a  receiving 
onler. 

The  debtor  appealed* 

Muir  Mackenzie  and  J.  B.  Atkin,  for  the  debtor. 

Berbert  Beed^  K.G.9  and  Carrington,  for  the  petitioning  cre- 
^ton,  were  not  called  upon. 
^  Tn  GoDR  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirb'ng,  and  Ck)Z6ns-Hardy 

*  IJ.)  diamisaed  the  appeal. 


YAiTGHAir  Williams  L.J.  was  of  opinion  that  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  the  petitioning  creditors  from  obtaining  a 
receiving  order.  Whitmore  v.  Turquand,  (1861)  3  D.  P.  &  J. 
107,  did  not  decide  that  every  cessio  honorum  by  a  debtor  must 
be  taken  to  be  a  satisfaction  of  the  debts  of  the  creditors;  it 
was  only  a  decision  that  this  was  the  proper  inference  in  the 
particular  case.  The  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in 
Ex  parte  Ward,  (1882)  20  Oh.  D.  856,  was  inconsistent  with 
the  view  that,  whenever  there  was  a  cessio  bonorum,  it  must  be 
inferred  that  there  was  a  satisfaction  of  the  debts.  His  Lord- 
ship felt  a  difficulty  in  following  the  reasoning  of  Bacon  Y.-O. 
in  Ex  parte  Tynte,  (1880)  15  Ch.  D.  126. 

Stiblino  L.J.  said  that  the  petitioning  creditors  had  a 
present  enforceable  debt,  and  the  remedy  in  bankruptcy  was 
wider  than  that  under  the  Stock  Exchange  rules,  for  in  bank* 
ruptcy  after-acquired  property  of  the  bankrupt  could  be  made 
available  The  basis  of  the  decision  in  Whitmore  v.  Turgucmd 
was  that  in  the  circumstances  satisfaction  of  the  debt  ought  to 
be  inferred.  In  the  present  case  the  Court  of  Appeal  had  held 
that  there  was  no  such  inference,  and  this  was  in  accordance 
with  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ex  parte  Ward. 
The  decision  in  Ex  parte  Tynte  was  based  on  the  Beal  Pro- 
perty Limitation  Act,  1874  (37  &  88  Vict  c.  57).  But  hia 
Lordship  was  unable  to  concur  in  some  of  the  reasoning  of  thd 
Yice-Chancellor. 

Cozucs-Habbt  L.J.  agreed.  He  thought  the  case  was 
governed  by  Batcliff  &  Dealtry  v,  Mendelssohn,  [1902]  2  K.  B.  65a, 
There  was  no  accord  and  satisfaction  of  the  debt  by  reason  of  the 
Stock  Exchange  cessio  honorum.  There  was  a  good  judgment 
debt  capable  of  supporting  a  bankruptcy  petition,  and  a  receiv- 
ing order  ought  to  be  made  unless  for  some  reason  it  would  be 
inequitable  to  make  it.  There  was  no  such  equity,  and  the 
case  was  covered  by  Ex  parte  Ward,  If  Ex  parte  Tynte  was 
intended  to  lay  down  any  general  rule  his  Lordship  could  not 
follow  it 

Thi  Coubt  gave  leave  to  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords. 

Solicitors :  Osborn  &  Osbom ;  M.  Ahraliams,  Sons  &  Co, 

W.  L.  0. 


Ibigb  Court  of  Justice^ 

CHANCERY   DIVISION. 


Byrne  J.  Nov.  29. 

In  re  Lord  Mayor,  &c.,  of  Sheffield,  and  the  TnusTna 

OF  St.  William's  Bom  an  Catholic  Chapel  and  Schools. 

Sheffield. 

Charity— Sale  of  land^Fayment  of  purchase-money  into  court — 
Payment  out— Trustees  with  power  of  sale-Persons  dbsolutdff 
entitled— Consent  of  Charity  Commissioners— Lands  Clauseg 
Consolidation  Act,  1845  (8  Vict,  c  18),  s,  69  —  Charitable 
Trusts  Act,  1853  (16  <fc  17  Vict.  c.  187),  ».  17. 

Trustees  held  land  and  houses  upon  trust  to  pennit  the  same 
to  be  used  for  a  school,  with  power,  with  the  consent  of  the 
bishop,  to  sell  the  houses,  or  any  part  thereof,  and  to  give  a 
fnll  discharge  for  the  purcbaso-money.      The  corporatjjicm  of 
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Sheffield  purchased  the  property  from  the  trustees,  ani  paid 
the  purchase-money  into  court  under  secL  69  of  the  Lands 
Okuses  ConsolidaHon  Act^  1815.  The  trustees  presented  a 
petition  aaking  that  the  money  should  be  paid  out  to  them  as 
persons  '* absolutely  entitled"  to  it  No  notice  of  the  petition 
had  been  given  to  the  Charity  Commissioners. 

Kenyan  Father,  for  the  petitioners,  submitted  that  the 
consent  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  was  not  necessary. 

R,  J,  Parker,  for  the  corporation,  did  not  object  to  the 
money  being  paid  to  the  trustees. 

Bybne  J.  said  that  In  rt  HoUon'^  Trusts,  (1878)  7  Ch.  D.  708> 
was  still  law  and  was  a  t>inding  authority,  and  he  made  the 
order  as  prayed  without  requiring  notice  to  be  giTen  to  the 
Charity  Commissioners. 

Solicitors  :  Oeare  &  PeMe,for  Wakt  A  Soriiy  Sheffield;  Bichen^ 
K  <fc  C.  L.  Smith,  for  The  Town  aerk  of  Sheffield. 

H.  C  C 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


In  re  Inman. 
iNXAir  V,  Inman. 


Nov.  25. 


ICdaU  pur  autre  vie — Devise  of  entire  estate — No  words  of  Hmita' 
Hon — Intestacy  of  devisee — Devolution  of  estate — Wills  Act, 
1837  (1  Vict,  c.  26),  «.  6. 

Originating  summons. 

By  his  will  dated  the  15th  of  November,  1852,  a  legator  gave 
his  wife  a  life  interest  in  all  his  property,  and  subject  thereto 
he  devised  an  equitable  estate  pur  autt^  vie,  limited  to  himself, 
"  his  heirs  and  assigns,"  to  certain  trustees,  *'  their  heirs  and 
a}>8igns,"  for  the  use  of  his  grandson. 

The  testator  diad  on  the  7th  of  Febraary,  1859,  and  his  wife 
died  on  the  27th  of  December,  1870. 

The  grandson  died  on  the  9th  of  May,  1886,  a  bachelor  and 
intestate. 

This  summons  was  issued  to  determine  whether  the  grand- 
son's estate  pur  autre  vie  had  passed  to  his  heir-at-law,  or  how 
otherwise. 

Administration  to  the  grandson's  estate  had  not  yet  been 
granted. 

R,  J,  Parker,  for  the  trustee^. 

Theobald,  K.C.,  and  Paice,  for  a  person  representing  the  heir- 
at-law. 

Sheldon,  for  the  next  of  kin. 

SwiNFKN  Eady  J.,  following  Doe  v.  LewU,  (1842)  9  M.  &  W, 
6«)2,  and  Earl  o/Mountcashelly.  More-Smyth,  [1896]  A.  C.  158,and 
declining  to  follow  the  Irish  decisions  in  WcUl  v.  Byrne,  (1845) 
2  J.  &  Lat.  118,  and  In  re  King,  [1898]  11.  R  91 ;  [1899]  1 1.  B.  80, 
and  distinguishing  Philpotts  v.  James^  (1784)  3  Doug.  425,  on 
the  ground  that  the  devise  in  that  case  only  passed  a  life 
interest,  so  that  the  heir  took  the  reversion  as  special  occu- 


pmt  uador  the  original  grant,  held  that,  though  the  eutb 
estate  had  pissed  to  X^l  )  graudsoa  under  the  devise,  there  vas 
nothing  on  the  face  of  the  will  to  entitle  his  heir  to  tako  u 
special  occupant,  and  the  estate,  therefore,  passed  to  his 
administrator  under  the  Wills  Act,  1837,  s.  6 .  I 

Solicitors :  Paice  ^  Cross.  G.  B.  A.    ^ 

I 


KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


K,B.D. 


Not,  Yi 


BOWBOH  V.  AtLANTIO  TbANSPOBT  Ck>]CPAKT. 

Shipping— BiU  of  lading—Barter  Act  (Aei  of  Congress  of  U,S,^ 
l&d3)—**  Faults  or  errors  in  management  of  vessel" 

Trial  before  Kennedy  J.  without  a  jury. 
The  action  was  for  damage  to  batter  which  was  shippedoi 
board  the  defendants^  ship  Minneapolis  in  June,  1900,  at  Xe? 
York  for  carriage  to  London,  and  was  deliTered  in  London  isi 
damaged  oonditioiL  The  butter  was  shipped  under  bills  of 
lading  which  incorporated  the  Aot  of  €k>ngress  of  the  U.  S.  i, 
1898,  known  as  the  "  Barter  Act,"  by  sect.  3  of  which  it  is  pro- 
vided, "  That  if  the  owner  of  any  vessel  transporting  mercb&a- 
diso  or  property  to  or  from  any  port  in  the  United  Stat^  (^ 
America  shall  exercise  dee  diligence  to  make  the  ship  in  t& 
respects  seaworthy  and  properly  manned,  equipped,  uKi  sap- 
plied,  neither  the  vesRel,  her  owner  or  owners,  agent,  ot  ca- 
terers shall  become  or  be  held  responsible  for  damage  oi  1(»3 
resulting  from  faults  or  errors  in  navigation  or  in  the  manage- 
ment of  said  vessel  ,*'  At  the  time  of  the  shipment  the  insnkted 
chambers  in  which  the  butter  was  carried,  and  which  wm 
connected  with  the  refrigerating  machinery  of  the  ship,  tcr 
sufficiently  cooled  down,  and  the  ship  was  in  all  respects  sir 
worthy  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  the  butter  on  hoard  asd 
carrying  it  safely  to  its  destination.  The  damage  was  caused 
by  negligence  of  the  crew  in  managing  the  refrigeratiag 
apparatus,  whereby  in  the  course  of  the  voyage  the  tempen- 
ture  of  the  chambers  was  allowed  to  rise  too  high. 
Hamilton,  K,C.,  and  Loehnis,  for  the  plaintiff.  J 

Bobson,  K.C.,  and  D.  Stephens,  for  the  defendants.  1 

Kennedy  J.  held  that  the  damage  was  due  to  faults  or  enrn 
"  in  the  management  of  the  vessel,''  and  that  under  the  bills  cf 
lading  the  defendants  were  consequently  excused. 

Judgment /or  the  de/euda^^ 

Solicitors     for   the    plaintiff:    Wdltons,  Johnson,  BS 
Whatton. 
Solicitors  for  the  defendants:  Holman^  Birdwood  (t*  Co. 

J.  F.C^ 
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JtOnOSi  TO  80UCIT0B& 


Rtt  ike  view  of  insuring  ihe  grealeet  postibh  aceitraey  and 
ItfiiUjf  in  ike  variaiu  publications  connected  wiik  the  Law 
IkPOBTS,  the  Oouncil  wiU  be  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
ffUcation  is  made  by  any  reports  acting  for  the  Council 
Siutoon  as  possible  after  application  furnish  the  necessary 
^SftTB,  together  with  any  information  in  their  power  as  to  the 
ma  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
DK  li'n^  (he  Council  thankfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
ley  Aotw  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
pmm  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
tforts. 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


Kecord  of  Business. 


COURT  L 

Fbidat,  December  5. 

Beaumont  t.  Ifayor,  dro.,  of  HuddersfUHd.  Applioation  for  jadgment 
or  new  trial.    Dismissed. 

Tuesday,  Deoember  9. 

Hodson  Y.  City  and  West  End  Properties,  lAmiisd,  Appliofttion  for 
judgment  or  new  triaL    Dismissed. 

Hdrrii  v.  Bentley,  Taylor  and  AnotJier.  Application  for  jadgment  or 
new  tiial.    Dismissed. 

Aked  y.  Dreyfus,  Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.  Judgment 
yaried. 

Wallser  v.  London  United  Tramways,  Limited.  Application  for  judg- 
ment or  new  trial.    Dismihsed. 

Collins  V.  Cooper.  Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.  Part 
heard. 

Thubsday,  December  11. 

Roberts  v.  Guildford  Electricity  Supply  Company,  Limited,  Applica- 
tion for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Settled. 

Hand  y.  Bullock  &  SwindeUs,  AppliciAtion  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 
DidmiMed. 

Lo€h  V.  Jiichard  Evans  &  Co.,  Limited.  Appeal  from  County  Court. 
Part  heard. 


r  COURT  n. 


Fbiday,  Deoember  5. 

In  re  a  Debtor,  No.  983  of  1902.  Appeal  from  Mr.  Registrar  Hope 
Allowed. 

In  re  a  Judgment  Debtor,  No,  2365  of  1902.  Appeal  from  Mr.  Regis- 
trar Brougham.    Dismissed  on  terms. 

Patent  Exploitation,  Limited  y.  Siemens  Brothers  &  Co,,  Limited. 
Appeal  from  Buokley  J.    Part  heard. 

Saturday,  December  6. 

In  re  Lloyd.    lAoyd  Y.  Lloyd,    Appeal  from  Farwell  J.    Allowed. 
Aflalo  Y.  Lawrence  &  BuUen,  Limited,    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Cur. 
adv.  vult. 
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Monday,  December  8. 

Patent  SxptoUation,  LtmUed  r.  Siemens  Brothers  d:  Co.,  LimUed, 
Appeal  firom  Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 

Tuesday,  December  9. 

Patent  ExpUdtatiany  Limited  ▼.  Siemens  Brothers  A  Co.,  Limited' 

Appeal  from  Bookley  J.    Cur.  adv.  vulL 
In  re  Parkin.    Fisher  y.  Parkin,    Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J.    Part 

heard. 

Wednesday,  December  10. 

Ormerod,  Grierson  A  Cb.,  Limited  y.  ^.  Qeorg^s  Ironworks  Company, 
Limited.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    DiimiMed. 

In  re  Parkin.   Fisher  r.  Parkin.  Appeal  from  Eekewkh  J.  Allowed. 

In  re  Alexander.  Alexander  y.  Shwter,  Appeal  from  Kekewioh  J. 
Allowed. 

Kopp  y.  Bosentoald.    Appeal  from  Buckley  J«    Part  heard. 

Thubsday,  December  11, 

Kopp  V.  Bosenwald.    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Dismissed. 

In  re  Jaques.    Hodgson  y.  BraitSby,    Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Post* 

poned. 
Stagg  y.  Medway  (Upper)  Navigation  Company.   Appeal  from  Swinfen 

EadyJ.    Part  heard. 


During  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  Thb  Weekly  Notes  will  he  published 
on  Saturday,  and  mU  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to 
and  induding  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  eases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  will  he  reported  in/uU  in  The  Law  Refobts. 


Supreme  Court  of  5ubtcature. 

COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A.  The  Duo  d'Aumalb.  Deo.  1. 

Admiralty — Collision — Practice — Jurisdiction — Butee  of  the 

Supreme  Court,  1888,  Order  xi.,  r.  1  (g)—"  Necessary  or  proper 

party." 

On  the  22nd  of  June  ]ast  a  ooUision  oocnried  in  the  Englkh 
Channel,  outside  British  territorial  waters,  between  the  British 
steamship  Camrose  and  the  Fienoh  sailing  yessel  Due  d^Aumale, 
which  at  the  time  was  in  tow  of  the  British  steam-tng  Challenge 
After  the  collision  the  Due  d'AumaJe  was  towed  into  a  French 
port,  and  did  not  come  within  British  jurisdiction. 

On  the  2nd  of  July  proceedings  were  instituted  in  the 
Tribunal  of  Oommerce  at  Nantes  by  the  owners  of  the  Due 
d'Aumale  against  the  owners  of  the  Camrose.  On  the  11th  of 
July  the  owners  of  the  Camrose  issued  a  writ  in  personam 
against  the  owners  of  the  Due  cPAumale,  and  the  owners  of  the 
tug  Challenge,  for  the  damage  occasioned  by  the  collision. 
Th^  duly  serred  this  writ  on  the  owners  of  the  Challenge,  and 
on  the  22nd  of  July  applied  for,  and,  on  the  8th  of  August, 
obtained,  the  leaye  of  the  President  to  issue  a  concurrent  writ, 
and  serye  notice  of  it  at  Nantes  on  La  Gompagnie  Maritime 
Fran^aise,  the  owners  of  the  Due  d'Aumdle, 

On  the  20th  of  August  judgment  was  given  by  the  Nantes 
tribunal,  by   default,  holding   the   owners  of  the    Camrose 


responsible  for  the  damage  oooaaioned  by  the  collision,  anj 
under  a  conyention,  existing  between  France  and  Belgium, 
the  Camrose  was  arrested  at  Antwerp,  to  which  port  she  pnH 
ceeded  after  the  collision,  but  was  released  on  an  undsrbikins 
equivalent  to  bail.  On  the  25th  of  August  the  owners  of  tlM 
Due  d'Aumdle  entered  a  conditional  appearance,  under  pntaB^ 
to  the  English  writ,  and  moved  to  bet  aside  the  oider  nl 
service  of  the  notice  of  the  writ,  on  the  ground  that  the  tog 
Challenge  had  not  been  in  collision,  and  that  there  iriB  u 
cause  of  action  against  her  owners,  the  object  of  coTmnffliriag 
the  action  against  the  owners  of  the  Challenge  beisg  soklj  to 
bring  in  the  owners  of  the  Due  ePAumdle,  who  were  out  of  ihi 
jurisdiction,  and  who  were  sued  in  respect  of  a  oanse  of  aetiosl 
which  arose  out  of  the  jurisdiction.  On  the  10th  of  Noyember, 
Barnes  J.  refosed  the  application,  holdisg  that  the  omm  of 
the  Camrose  had  a  real  cause  of  action  against  the  owBastf 
the  Challenge,  to  which  action  the  owners  of  the  Due  d^Anrnk 
were  proper  parties,  and  that  it  was  unnecessary  to  isqimi 
into  the  rights  of  the  parties  in  Belgium  under  the  prooeedissi 
by  default  in  France. 

The  owners  of  the  Due  ePAum/dU  appealed. 

Ths  Goubt  of  Appeal  (Collins  M.B.  and  MaihewLJ.)diB*: 
missed  the  appeal,  on  the  ground  that  Order  xi.,  r .  1(g),  "wum 
framed  as  to  exclude  an  inquiry  whether  the  cause  of  aciioi 
arose  out  of  the  jurisdiction,  the  sole  question,  under  the  n^ 
being  whether  the  owners  of  the  Dug  d*Aumdle,  oat  of  il» 
juriadictioD,  were  necessary  or  proper  parties  to  an  action  fn>* 
perly  brought  against  the  owners  of  the  Challenge  dulj  sensi 
within  the  jorisdiction.  If  the  owners  of  the  DuciAmk 
and  the  owners  of  the  Challenge  had  both  been  British  Boli^ 
within  the  jurisdiction  they  might  be  sued  together,  and  one  of 
the  parties  being  out  of  the  jurisdiction,  who  wis  a  pnf* 
party  to  the  litigation,  was  the  very  case  which  the  nJemi 
intended  to  meet 

Scrutton,  K.C.,  and  Noad,  for  the  appellants,  the  ownea  t 
the  Due  d^Aumale. 

Pickford,  K.C.,  and  Bollock,  for  the  respondents,  the  owM 
of  the  Camrose. 

Solicitors:  William  A.  Crump  A  Son ;  Thomas  Cooper ^ Os, 

T.  L  M.  I 


a  A.  T^i 

WOOLTI  V.  AUTOM ATIO  PlOTDIUI  GaLLSBT,  LiXITID. 

Patent — Leave  to  amend  spec\ficationr~~Jurisdiciion  of  Comftralhf^ 
— Application  for  leave  to  amend  h^ore  petition  for  revoeatiM: 
—Patents,  Designs,  and  Trade  Marks  Act,  1883  (46  (fc  47  Fii: 
c  57),  s.  18,  svh-s.  10 ;  «.  19— Pcrfen/«,  Designs,  and  Trade  Jft* 
Act,  1888  (51  A  52  Vict.  c.  50),  s.  5. 

Appeal  from  the  decision  of  Kekewich  J.,  ante,  p.  1S7. 

The  action  was  brought  to  restrain  the  uifi±)gemeni<i^* 
patent  belonging  to  the  plaintiff.  On  the  1st  <^  Aprili  l^ 
the  plaintiff  applied  to  the  Gomptroller  for  leave  to  amead  hii 
specification.  On  the  1st  of  Joly,  1901,  the  defendants  pre* 
sented  a  petition  for  revocation  of  the  patent  On  the  14di  of 
August,  1901,  the  Oomptroller,  having  heard  the  defendants  ia 
opposition,  granted  leave  to  amend.  In  September,  1901,  tte 
plaintiff  commenced  thisaoUon  for  infringement  of  the  patd^ 
as  amended.  The  defendants  objected  that  the  patent  oooU 
not  be  treated  as  amended,  on  the  fi^und  that  bysab^ecilO 
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of  sect  18  of  the  Patents,  Ac,  Aot^  1883,  as  amended  by  sect  5 
of  the  Patents,  &o,,  Act,  1888,  the  OomptroUer  had  no  jorisdio- 
tjon  to  gianti  leaye  to  amend  while  the  petition  for  revocation 
ns  pending.  Sect  18  confers  the  jorisdiction  to  giye  leave 
to  amend,  and  snb-sect.  10  (as  amended  by  the  Act  of  1888) 
jBOTides  that  *'  the  forgoing  provisions  of  this  section  do  not 
apply  vhen  and  so  long  as  any  action  for  infringement  or 
prooeeding  for  revocation  of  a  patent  is  pending."    Sect.  19 

-  tf  the  Act  of  1883  provides  that  in  an  action  for  infringement 

-  of  a  patent,  and  in  a  proceeding  for  revocation  of  a  patent,  the 
Conrfc  may  grant  liberty  to  the  patentee  to  apply  at  the  Patent 
Offioe  for  leave  to  amend  his  specification  by  way  of  disclaimer, 
npon  snch  terms  as  the  Oonrt  may  think  fit  to  impose. 

EeiEBwich  J.  held  that,  the  application  having  been  made  to 
.  the  Comptroller  before  the  presentation  of  the  petition  for 
^  nvoeation,  his  jurisdiction  was  not  taken  away  by  sub-sect.  10, 
'  and  that  the  action  could  be  maintained.    The  defendants 
appealed. 
MofiUon,  KG.,  and  J,  W.  Qordon^  for  the  defendants. 
T.  TernU,  K.a,  and  A.  J.  Walter,  for  the  plaintiflBs. 
Thi  Goubt  (Yaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
;  UJ.)  diBmiased  the  appeal 

Yaugsav  Wiuuahs  L.  J.  said  that,  though  the  statute  was 

107  difficult  to  oonstme,  on  the  whole  he  had  come  to  the  con- 

ehttion  that  the  commencement  of  an  action  for  infringement 

Giapiooeeding  for  revocation  of  a  patent,  after  an  application 

for  leiTe  to  amend  had  been  made  to  the  OomptroUer,  had  not 

Ito  eflbct  of  suspending  so  long  as  the  action  or  proceeding  was 

peodiDg  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Comptroller  under  sect  18  to 

&n  JesTB  to  amend  the  specification.    He  thought  that  sect.  18 

dealt  with  amendments  in  cases  in  which  leave  to  amend  was 

•  might  before  l^;al  proceedings  in  relation  to  the  patent  has 

'■  heen  oommenoed,  while  sect  19  dealt  with  the  power  to  give 

ieare  to  disclaim  during  action  part  of  an  invention  as  claimed. 

^.  Hb  OQDstme  subnaeot  10  literally  would,  it  had  been  contended, 

M  to  a  resnlt  which  could  hardly  have  been  intended  by  the 

[UgiBlataxe,  namely,  that  the  jurisdiction  to  give  leave  to 

:  inmd  would  practically  never  revive  after  the  suspension. 

The  Tory  fact  that  leave  to  amend  had  been  applied  for  would 

io^ort  that  some  amendment  was  necessary.      Generally, 

'  fhmigh  not  always,  every  amendment  asked  for  would  be  of 

.  neh  a  character  that  the  patent  would  be  bad,  unless  leave  to 

amend  was  granted    If  this  were  the  true  view  of  the  conse- 

.  fiuooe  of  holding  that,  upon  the  presentation  of  a  petition  for 

•^  nvGcation,  the  power  of  amendment  necessarily  came  to  an  end, 

jUa  Urdship  would  say  that  the  Oourt  ought  not  to  constrae 

I  VQida  capable  of  another  constmction  so  as  to  arrive  at  such  a 

^nBilt  And,  in  his  judgment,  the  words  of  sulnsect.  10  were 

Ofiable  of  being  oonstmed  as  meaning  that  the  application  for 

iBa^toamend  in  the  manner  pointed  out  insect.  18  should 

>ot  be  made  while  an  action  for  infringement  or  petition  for 

:  SMation  was  pending^  and  need  not  be  construed  as  meaning 

I  ftit  an  application  properly  made  before  action  or  petition  (and 

POBibly  carried  on  untU  the  eleventh  hour)  must  be  suspended 

lading  the  action  or  petition.    There  were  some  considera- 

tott  which  militated  against  this  construction,  but  bis  Lord- 

*p  was  not  prepared  to  differ  ftom  the  rest  of  the  Oourt  in 

wdmg  tiiat  this  construction  presented  less  difficulty  than  any 


patentee  who  desired  to  amend  by  correcting  a  specification, 
which,  unless  corrected,  would  make  the  patent  bad,  was 
rendered  helpless  by  the  mere  presentation  of  a  petition  for 
revocation,  which,  ex  hypotheai,  must  succeed. '  It  seemed  to 
his  Lordsliip  that  whenever  proceedings  were  properly  com- 
menced before  the  Comptroller,  whether  under  sect.  18,  sub- 
sect.  1,  without  the  leave  of  the  Court,  or  under  sect.  19  with 
the  leave  of  the  Court,  all  the  provisions  of  sub-sects.  2  to  9  of 
sect.  18  applied. 

STiBLiNa  L.  J.  concurred  in  the  judgment  of  Cozens-Hardy  L.J. 

Solicitors:  W.  V.  M.  Cobbett;  Field,  Boscoe  <fe  Co. 

W.  L.  0. 


CA. 


BlOKMOBB  V.  DiMMEB. 


Dec.  4. 


Gokirb-Habdt  LJ.  said  that  he  could  not  hold  that  a 


Lessor  and  lessee — Breach  of  lessees  covenant — Mandatory  injunc 
turn — Covenant  not  "to  make  any  alteration  to  demised  pre- 
mises '*  without  previous  written  consent  of  lessor—Erection  of 
dock  affioced  to  outside  of  house. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  Farwell  J. 

The  action  was  brought  by  lessors  to  restrain  an  allied 
breach  of  one  of  the  lessee's  covenants.  The  defendant  was  an 
assignee  of  the  lease.  The  lease  contained  a  covenant  by  the 
lessee  that  he  would  not "  make  or  suffer  to  be  made  any  altera- 
tion to''  the  demised  premises  without  the  consent  in  writing 
of  the  lessors  first  obtained.  The  premises  comprised  a  shop 
in  a  street  in  Liverpool,  in  which  the  defendant  cirried  on  the 
business  of  a  jeweller  and  watchmaker.  He  had,  without  the 
consent  of  the  plaintiffs  and  contrary  to  their  expressed  wish, 
erected  a  large  clock,  which  was  affixed  to  the  front  wall  of  the 
house  by  means  of  iron  bolts  bored  into  the  stonework  of  the 
wall.  The  clock  projected  from  the  wall,  and  had  two  faces, 
one  looking  east,  the  other  looking  west  Each  face  bore  the 
defendant's  name  and  a  statement  of  his  business.  The  plain- 
tiffls  complained  of  the  erection  of  this  clock  as  a  breach  of  the 
above  covenant,  and  asked  for  a  mandatory  iigunction  to 
compel  the  defendant  to  remove  it.  There  was  evidence  that 
it  would  cost  from  15^.  to  20^.  to  remove  the  clock  and  restore 
the  wall  as  it  was  before  the  erection  of  the  dock. 

Farwell  J.  held  that  there  had  been  a  breach  of  the  covenant, 
and  granted  a  mandatory  injunction. 

Tho  defendant  appealed. 

Jenkins,  K.C.,  and  John  Rutherford,  for  the  defendant. 

Butcher,  K.C.,  and  W.  H.  Cochran,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Thb  Coubt  (Yaughan  WiDiams,  Stirling,  and  Cozens-Hardy 
L.  JJ.)  allowed  the  appeal. 

Yaughan  Williams  L.J.  was  of  opinion  that  the  words 
**  alteration  to  the  premises  "  applied  only  to  alterations  which 
would  affect  the  form  or  structure  of  the  building.  A  line 
must  be  drawn  somewhere :  it  ought  to  be  drawn  so  as  not  to 
prevent  a  man  who  was  intended  to  cany  on  a  business  upon 
the  premises  from  doing  acts  which  were  conveoient  and 
useful  to  a  tradesman  in  the  ordinary  conduct  of  his  busiDCss. 
It  could  not  have  been  in  the  contemplation  of  the  parties  that 
the  tenant  should  not  be  able  to  affix  to  the  buHding  a  lamp  or 
a  clock,  if  he  thought  it  convenient  for  his  business  to  do  so. 

Stibliho  L.J.  was  of  opinion  that  there  most  bd  excepted 
from  the  covenant,  not  only  such  things  as  were  essential  to  the 
enjoyment  of  the  premises  as  a  jeweller's  shop,  but  also  all 
things  proper  for  the  carrying  on  of  the  bnsinoss  in  a  reason- 
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able  maimer.  This  dock  was  a  reasonable  and  proper  mode  of 
giving  notice  to  the  public  of  the  business  carried  on  upon  the 
premisses. 

Ck>zE]!rs-HABDT  L.  J.  Said  that,  when  a  man  had  entered  into 
such  a  coyenant  and  had  committed  a  deliberate  breach  of  it, 
and  there  had  been  no  laches  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff,  it 
would  be  right  to  grant  a  mandatory  injunction.  But,  on  the 
construction  of  the  covenant,  he  could  not  agree  with  Farwell  J. 
The  words  must  have  some  limitation.  They  could  not  apply 
to  a  change  of  the  paper  of  a  room,  or  the  putting  up  of  a  gas- 
bracket or  of  electric  bells.  His  Lordship  agreed  in  the  limita- 
tion stated  by  Vaughan  Williams  L  J.,  and  held  that  there  had 
been  no  breach  of  the  covenant 

Solicitors:  NorrU,  Aliens  A  Chapman,  for  North,  Kirk  <fc 
Comete,  Liverpool;  W.  W.  Wynne  <fc  Sons,  for  Whitley  A  Co., 
Liverpool  W.  L.  0. 


CA. 


Dec.  6. 


In  re  Llotd. 

Llotd  v.  Llotd. 

Mortgagor  and  mortgagee— Interest— Arrears,  Mortgagee's  right 

to  recover — Administration  action— Mortgagor's  fund  in  court 

—  Payment  out  —  Application  ly  mortgagor  —  Bedemption  — 

8<fe4  R^t'K. 4,  c.  27, ».  42. 

Appeal  from  a  decision  of  FarwellJ. 

E.  A.  Lloyd  by  hieT  will,  dated  in  1861,  devised  and  be- 
queathed all  his  real  and  personal  estate  to  trustees,  upon 
trust,  after  payment  of  debts,  Ac,  to  pay  the  income  thereof 
to  his  wife  for  life;  and  after  her  death,  so  soon  as  his 
children,  being  sons,  should  have  attained  twenty-one,  or, 
being  daughters,  should  have  attained  that  age  or  married, 
upon  trust  to  sell  his  said  real  and  personal  estate,  and  to  stand 
possessed  of  the  proceeds  upon  trust  for  Jthe  benefit  of  all  his 
children  who,  being  sons,  should  have  attained  twenty-one, 
or,  being  daughters,  should  have  attained  that  age  or  married^ 
to  be  divided  among  them  in  equal  shares. 

The  testator  died  in  1862,  leaving  a  widow  and  children. 
Francis  Lloyd,  one  of  the  children,  having  attained  twenty-one, 
by  a  mortgi^ge  dated  the  19th  of  January,  1867,  granted  and 
assigned  all  his  share  under  the  will  to  C.  J.  Allen,  his  heirs, 
executors,  administrators,  and  assigns,  subject  to  a  proviso 
for  redemption  on  repayment  to  Allen  of  500/.,  together  with 
interest  thereon  at  5  per  cent,  per  annum,  on  the  19th  of  July, 
1867.  The  mortgage  contained  the  usual  covenants  by  the 
mortgagor  for  payment  of  500/.,  and  also  of  interest  at  5  per 
cent,  per  annum,  so  long  as  the  principal  money  remained 
unpaid ;  and  it  was  agreed  and  declared  that  the  mortgagee, 
his  heirs,  executors,  administrators,  and  assigns  should,  out  of 
any  real  and  personal  estate  which  should  be  received  by  him 
in  pursuance  of  the  grant  and  assignment  thereinbefore  con- 
tained, in  the  first  place  pay  all  costs  in  connection  with  the 
premises,  and  in  the  next  place  pay  and  satisfy  the  moneys 
for  the  time  being  owing  on  the  security,  and  then  pay 
the  remainder  (if  any)  to  the  mortgagor.  The  deed  contained 
a  power  of  sale,  but  no  power  of  attorney  enabling  the 
mortgagee  to  sue  or  give  receipts  in  the  absence  of  the  mort- 
gagor. 

On  the  5th  of  August,  1867,  F.  Lloyd,  the  mortgagor,  died. 

The  widow  of  the  testator,  E.  A.  Lloyd,  died  in  1900,  where- 
upon this  action  was  instituted  for  the  administration  of  his 
estate,  and  under  orders  made  in  it  his  real  and  personal 


estates  were  sold,  and  the  proceeds  divided,  the  share  oi 
F.  Lloyd  being  carried  over  to  a  separate  account, "  Shue  ol 
Francis  Lloyd." 

Subsequently  a  summons  was  taken  out  by  F.  Lloyd's  legi^ 
personal  representatives,  asking  for  payments  out  to  them  o( 
the  balance  of  the  fund  in  court  standing  to  the  sepantfl 
account,  after  payment  of  the  sum  due  to  the  legal  peiscma] 
representatives  of  Allen,  the  mortgagee  (who  had  died),  foi 
principal  and  six  years'  interest ;  and  Farwell  J.  made  an  ordei 
to  that  effect,  refusing  to  allow  Allen's  representatives  interesl 
beyond  six  years. 

Allen's  representatives  appealed. 

The  question  was  whether  the  case  fell  within  sect.  42  d 
8  ds  4  Will.  4,  c.  27,  which  enacts  that  ''  no  arreais  .  .  . .  d 
interest  in  respect  of  any  sum  of  money  charged  upon  or  pa|^ 
able  out  of  any  land  and  rent ....  shall  be  recovered  by  ui^ 
distress,  action,  or  suit  but  within  six  years  next  after  thd 
same  respectively  shall  have  become  due." 

Butcher,  K.C,  and  B,  J.  Parker,  for  Allen's  representatiTes. 

Levett,  K,C,,  and  Errington,  for  F.  Lloyd's  representativea. 

Ths  Goubt  (Vaughan  Williams,  Bomer,  and  Stirling  LJJ.jy 
in  a  considered  judgment,  said  that  all  the  statute  did  was  i 
take  away  from  the  mortgagee  his  remedy  "  by  distress,  aotki^ 
or  suit";  and  the  general  rule  was  that,  where  the  remedy  of 
a  creditor  for  his  debt  was  barred  by  statute,  bat  the  i^ 
remained,  he  might  enforce  that  right  by  means  of  any  Iko 
or  right  of  retainer  that  was  available  to  him :  Eiggiia  t.  Se^, 
(1881)  2  B.  &  Ad  418;  36  B.  B.,  607;  Courtenay  v.  miHam, 
(1844)  3  Hare,  551.  In  the  present  case  the  mortgageoB  bii 
neyer  had  in  their  hands  the  proceeds  of  sale  of  the  murtgagsi 
property.  Nevertheless,  they  were  not  at  the  prtsent  tin* 
seeking  to  recover  arrears  of  interest  by  "  distress,  action,  of 
suit":  they  had  taken  no  step  whatever  for  the  recovery  of 
arrears  of  interest  They  claimed  under  a  mortgage  doei 
according  to  the  terms  of  which  their  title  had  long  siooe 
become  absolute.  The  pending  proceeding  was  being  taken  \f 
the  legal  personal  representatives  of  a  mortgagor,  against  whoBt 
the  mortgagee's  title  had  become  abaolute,  and  on  whom  ij 
Court  of  Etiuity  had  the  power  to  impose  terms  as  the  pn»j 
of  the  relief  which  it  might  see  fit  to  give. 

Their  Lordships  thought  that  the  representatives  of  tl 
mortgagor  ought  only  to  be  allowed  to  recover  the  fund 
against  the  mortgagees  upon  the  same  terms  as  if  they  ^ 
brought  an  action  for  redemption,  namely,  upon  the  terms 
being  required  to  pay  all  the  arrears  of  interest ;  Edmun(U 
Waugh,  (1866)  L.  B.  1  Eq.  418 ;  In  re  Marshfidd,  (ISJ 
84  Oh.  D.  721 ;  Dingle  v.  Coppin,  [1899]  1  Oh.  726.  T^ 
decision  in  in  re  Slater's  Trusts,  (1879)  11  Oh.  D.  227,  appeaK 
to  have  overlooked  the  terms  of  sect.  42  of  the  statute,  and  tl 
diflforence  between  the  position  of  a  mortgagee  who  to  pj 
ceeding  actively  himself  and  that  of  one  who  was  simp 
resisting  proceedings  by  his  mortgagor.  That  decision,  in  ti|« 
Lordships'  opinion,  ought  not  to  be  followed.  They  thou^ 
therefore,  that  in  the  circumstances  of  the  present  case  tn 
appellants  were  entitled,  notwithstanding  sect  42,  to  v^ 
their  lull  arrears  of  interest  oat  of  the  fund  in  court,  w\a 
the  representatives  of  the  mortgagor  received  anything.  Aoooiw 
ingly  the  appeal  must  be  allowed,  with  costs. 

Solicitors :  Norris,  AUens  A  Chapman ;  Palmer  &  Bull. 

G.  1.  !■'•  ^' 
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Ibtgb  Court  of  Justice^ 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Eekewich  J.  In  re  Phillips'  Trusts. 


Dec.  4. 


Asiiffnment^Iieuernonary  trust  fund — Priority — Notice  to  one  of 
several  trustees — Death  of  trustee  having  notice. 

By  an  agreement  for  a  settlement  dated  the  6th  of  December, 
1882,  made  in  contemplation  of  the  marriage  of  Mrs.  Maclarcan 
(tbeo  Miss  Mortimer),  it  was  agreed  that  all  property  to  which 
she  then  was,  or  might  daring  her  coverture  become,  entitled 
should  be  settled.  At  this  date  she  was  entitled  under  the  will 
of  Joseph  Phillips,  deceased,  to  a  share  of  a  trust  fond  in  reyer- 
skaa.  ezi>ectant  on  the  death  of  her  mother,  and  contingently  on 
her  surriying  her. 

One  of  the  trustees  of  the  will,  G.  L.  Parkin,  who  was  a 

solicitor,  prepared  this  agreement,  and  therefore  had  notice  of  it ; 

but  no  formal  notice  of  the  agreement  was  given  to  the  trustees 

r  of  the  will,  and  it  did  not  appear  that  either  of  the  two  other 

trustees  had  in  fact  notice  of  it. 

In  1887  Mr.  G.  L.  Parkin  and  another  trustee  had  died,  and 
two  new  trustees  of  the  will  were  appointed  in  their  place. 

By  an  indenture  dated  the  2:1th  of  January,  1894,  Mrs. 

Machirean  for  valuable  consideration  absolutely  assigned  her 
leremonary  interest  to  the  Law  Life  Assurance  Society.  The 
society  made  inquiries  of  the  then  trustees  of  the  will  ab  to 
my  dealings  by  Mrs.  Maoluroan  with  this  reversionary  interest, 
bat  were  not  informed  of  the  agreement  for  settlement  since 
the  trustees  themselves  had  no  notice  of  it  Mrs.  Maclurcan 
also  made  a  statutory  declaration  that  no  settlement  was 
executed  on  her  marriage. 

Mrs.  Maclurcan  survived  her  mother,  and  died  very  shortly 
afterwards  in  August,  1901,  leaving  an  infant  child  the  Eole 
leneficiaiy  xmder  her  marriage  settlement.  The  fund  having 
ihus  &llen  into  possession,  it  was  claimed  both  by  the  Law 
Life  Assurance  Society  and  by  the  infant. 

T.  7.  Methold,  for  the  Law  Life  Aesurance  Society,  relied 
upon  Timson  v.  Bamsbottom,  (1837)  2  Keen,  85,  and  In  re  EaJl. 
Man  V.  C/Brien,  (1880)  7  L.  K.  Ir.  180. 

W.  M.  Cann,  for  the  surviving  trustee  of  the  will. 

C.  W.  C,  Procter,  for  the  infant  and  the  trustee  of  the  settle- 
ment, submitted  that  the  right  of  the  beneficiary  under  the 
settlement  ought  not  to  turn  upon  the  question  whether  or 
sot  the  trustee  who  had  notice  survived  his  co-trustees. 

EiKXWiOH  J.  thought  that  the  question  was  concluded  by 
aa&ority.  The  law  had  been  summarised  by  Byrne  J.  in  the 
lecent  case  of  Freeman  v.  Laing,  [1899]  2  Ch.  355,  358,  in  a 
fiffiage  in  which  he  said :  "  It  has  also  been  held  that  an  assignee 
who  has  given  notice  to  one  only  of  several  trustees  is  not 
entitkd  to  priority  over  a  subsequent  assignee  who  takes  his 
afisigDmeut  after  the  death  of  the  trustee  to  whom  notice  was 
given.'  The  learned  judge  did  not  state  that  as  settled  law, 
but  stated  it  as  having  been  held;  still  there  was  no  doubt 
that  that  was  what  he  understood  to  be  the  law.  His  Lord- 
Bhip,  therefore,  held  that  the  Law  Life  Assurance  Society  were 

entitled  to  the  fund. 

Solicitors:  Waliers  A  Co. ;  E.  G.  Watson ;  Tatham  <fc  Procter, 

H.  B.  H.     I 


Kekewich  J.  In  re  Bbowni's  PoLioir.  Dec.  5. 

Bbowns  v.  Bbownb. 

Eushand  and  wife— Married  Women*s  Property  Act,  1882  (45  <fe  46 
Vict.  c.  75),  s.  ll—Policy  for  benefit  of  **  wife  and  children  "— 
Death  of  wife  and  subsequent  marriage  of  assured. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  Married  Women's  Property  Act, 
1882,  s.  11,  a  man  in  December,  1891,  effected  a  policy  of  assur- 
ance on  his  own  life  "for  the  benefit  of  his  wife  and  children." 
He  had  a  wife  and  children  then  living.  The  wife  died,  and  he 
married  again,  and  had  a  child  by  the  second  marriage.  The 
second  wife  and  all  the  children  survived  him.  The  questions 
were,  first,  whether  the  widow  took  any  interest  under  the 
policy,  and,  secondly,  whether  the  children  entitled  to  take 
were  the  cliildren  of  the  one  marriage  exclusive  of  the  child 
of  the  other,  or  whether  all  the  children  stood  on  the  same 
footing. 

Oatey,  for  the  children  of  the  first  marriage. 

Frank  Bussdl,  for  the  widow. 

Austen-Cartrndl,  for  the  child  of  the  second  marriage. 

Eekbwioh  J.  held  that  the  widow  and  the  child  of  the 
second  marriage  were  entitled  to  take.  The  settlor  could  not 
reasonably  be  supposed  to  have  intended  to  benefit  only  the 
children  living  at  the  date  of  the  policy;  and  if  children  by  a 
second  marriage  were  let  in,  there  could  be  no  good  reason  for 
excluding  their  mother.  The  language  of  the  Act  gave  little 
asbistance.  It  said  that  such  a  policy  should  "  create  a  trust 
in  favour  of  the  objects  therein  named.''  No  one  was  in  the 
strict  sense  "named"  in  this  policy,  and  the  word  was  not 
happily  used.  There  was  no  reason  why  the  trust  should  not 
include  objects  as  yet  unascertained,  and,  of  course,  the  ordinary 
marriage  settlement  created  a  trust  of  tiiat  character.  There- 
fore what  the  Act  meant  was  that  there  was  a  trust  created  by 
the  policy  in  favour  of  the  persons  designated  thereby,  and  for 
such  interests  as  were  there  stated  according  to  the  true  con- . 
struction  of  the  instrum^t. 

Solicitors :  Patersons,  Snow,  Bloxam  &  Kinder. 

0.  0.  M.  D. 


Wright  J. 


In  re  Salmon. 
Fx  parte  Thb  Tbostek. 


Dec.  3. 


Bankruptcy — Mortgage  reserving  right  of  consolidation — Suh^ 
sequent  mortgages  of  same  property — Third  mortgage  including 
other  property^-Conveyancing  Act,  1881  (44  <fc  45  Vict.  c.  41), 
s.17. 

On  the  9th  of  May,  1888,  the  debtor  executed  a  first  mort- 
gage of  certain  property,  which  contained  a  proviso  that  the 
mortgagor  or  any  person  deriving  title  under  him  should  not 
"in  respect  to  the  redemption  of  the  mortgage  hereby  created 
be  entitled  to  any  of  the  powers  expressed  to  be  conferred  on  a 
mortgagor  by  sect.  17  of  the  Conveyancing  Act,  1881." 

In  March,  IbOO,  he  made  a  second  mortgage  of  the  same  pro- 
party  to  another  pertion;  and  in  February,  1901,  he  made  a 
third  mortgage  of  the  same  property  to  a  third  party ;  but  this 
mortgage  aLso  included  an  annuity  and  a  policy  of  assurance. 
In  July,  1901,  the  debtor  became  bankrupt.  Shortly  after- 
wards the  second  mortgagee  took  transfers  of  the  first  and 
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third  mortgages.  The  tmstee  in  bankmptoy  now  claimed  to 
redeem  the  third  mortgage  only. 

Eansdl,  for  the  tmstee. 

Clauson,  for  the  second  mortgagee,  contended  that  the  trustee 
oonld  not  redeem  the  third  mortgage  withont  also  redeeming 
the  first  and  second  mortgages. 

Wbioht  J.  held  that  the  trustee's  contention  failed.  The 
17th  section  of  the  Oonv^yancing  Act,  1881,  seemed  to  point 
rather  to  cases  of  separate  mortgages  of  different  properties  by 
the  same  mortgagor  than  to  cases  where  there  were  several 
mortgages  on  the  same  property.  Bat,  assuming  the  case  fell 
within  the  section^  the  proviso  in  the  first  mortgage  entitled  the 
second  mortgagee  to  the  consolidation  he  claimed. 

Solicitors:  Simpson,  CulUngford  <fc  Co. ;  CoUyer'Bristow,  Bill 
A  Co.  BL  L.  P. 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


In  re  FlABHSlDBS. 
Bainis  v.  Ohadwiok. 


Bee  2. 


PROBATE,  DIVOROE,  AND  ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION. 


Probate. 


In  thb  Goods  ov  John  Ball. 


DeclJ 


Will — Estate  duty — Incidence — OenercU  power — Appointed  fund 
— Besidue — Direction  to  pay  testamentary  expenses — Finance 
Act,  1894  (57  <fc  68  Vict.  c.  30), «.  9,  sulhs.  1. 

Originating  snmmons. 

By  her  will,  dated  the  21st  of  April,  1897,  a  testatrix,  having 
directed  certain  persons  appointed  as  execntors  and  trustees  to 
pay  her  faneral  and  testamentary  expenses  and  debts,  bequeathed 
certain  specific  personalty,  over  which  she  had  a  general  power 
of  appointment,  to  her  tmstees  upon  trust  for  the  benefit  of 
certain  specific  legatees. 

She  devised  and  bequeathed  her  residuary  real  and  personal 
estate  to  her  trustees  upon  trust  for  sale  and  conversion,  the 
Let  proceeds,  after  payment  of  the  costs  of  such  sale  and  oon- 
veision,  to  be  paid  to  certain  residuary  legatees. 

The  testatrix  died  on  the  20th  of  June,  1898. 

This  was  a  summons  for  the  administration  of  the  trusts  of 
the  wilL 

On  taking  certain  accounts  in  chambers,  the  question  arose 
whether  the  estate  duty  on  the  appointed  fond  ought  to  be 
borne  by  that  fund  or  the  residue. 

Uon.  E.  C.  MacnagUen,  K.C,  and  Christopher  James^  for  the 
executors. 

Micklem,  K.C,  and  Kenyon  Parker,  for  the  residuary  legatees. 

Eve,  K.C.,  and  FattuUo,  for  the  specific  legatees. 

SwiNFXN  Eady  J.  Le!d  that  the  appointed  fund  had  passed 
to  the  executors  ''  as  such  '*  within  the  meaning  of  sect.  9,  sub- 
sect.  1,  of  the  Finance  Act,  1894,  £0  that  the  estate  duty  was 
payable  out  of  reciidue. 

He  also  held  that  the  will  itself  imposed  this  duty  on  the 
residue,  the  residuary  estate  being  what  remained  aft^  satisfy- 
ing the  previous  dispodtions  of  the  will,  including  the  direction 
to  pay  testamentary  expenses,  which  covered  estate  duty :  In  re 
CZemow;,  [1900]  2  Ch.  182. 

Solicitors :  8peechly,  Mumford,  Rodgers  A  Craig,  for  North  & 
Sons,  Leeds ;  C.  0.  Humphreys  db  Son ;  Edder,  Roberts  A  Co,, 
for  Simpson  Sn  Co.,  Leeds.  G.  B.  A 


Administration — Creditor — Escheated  land — Land  TTamferAd,\ 
1897  (60  A  61  Vict,  c,  65),  s.  1. 

Motion  for  administration  with  will  annexed. 

John  Ball  died  on  the  12th  of  February,  1902,  leaving  a  wi 
bearing  date  the  28th  of  October,  1881,  wherein  he  name 
his  sole  executrix  and  universal  legatee  and  devisee,  his 
Bebecca  Ball,  who  predeceased  hint 

The  estate  consisted  of  personalty  60/.  12^.  l\d.,  and  leali 
187?.  10«. 

Edward  Adamson,  a  creditor,  now  applied  for  administratii 
with  the  said  will  annexed. 

The  next  of  kin  (if  any)  had  been  cited  by  advertisemi 
but  no  appearance  had  been  entered  to  the  said  citation. 

The  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  had  been  served  witha 
the  citation. 

News(m,  for  the  applicant     Letters  of  administration 
cover  not  only  personalty,  but  realty.    In  the  Goods  ofSsrtli 
[1898]  P.  40,  is  distinguishable.    The  creditor  would  hare 
hold  any  balance  of  the  real  estate  (after  sale  and  pavm^i 
debts  and  expenses)  on  behalf  of  the  Crown. 

[GosBLL  Babvis  J.    Have  you  any  rights,  as  against  M 
Crown,  for  a  num's  debts,  in  respect  of  escheated  lands?] 

There  is  no  exception  made  in  the  1st  section  of  the  iM 
Transfer  Act,  1897. 

R.  J.  Parker,  for  the  Grown.  The  present  position  is  thil' 
it  has  already  been  decided  in  the  case  of  In  th  Goods  (f 
EarOey  that  the  Land  Transfer  Act,  1897,  does  not  biod 
the  Crown,  and  the  law  officers  have  so  advised, 
there  can  be  no  objection  to  the  grant  going  to  the  creditor 
in  the  ordinary  form— that  is,  to  all  tho  estate  which  bj  la» 
devolves  to  and  vests  in  the  legal  personal  repreeentatire  d 
the  deceased.  That  is  the  ordinary  form,  and  such  a  gr^^ 
would  be  a  purely  innocuous  grant,  leaving  the  question  af 
law  still  open.  The  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  has  no  po^  ' 
to  give  any  consent  to  a  grant  as  to  the  realty :  be  can  onij 
consent  to  grants  in  respect  of  personal  estate.  The  wbok 
subject  will,  it  is  believed,  shortly  be  considered  again  by  tlK 
law  officers  of  the  Crown 

GoBSLL  Babnxs  J.  made  a  grant  to  the  applicant  of  li 
of  administration  with  the  will  annexed  of  all  the  estate 
deceased  which  by  law  devolves  to  and  vests  in  the 
personal  representative  of  the  deceased.     The  Ck>art  coi 
hardly  be  expected  to  decide  at  a  moment's  notice  the  extieou 
difficult  point  which  had  been  raised,  and  which  would  still 
remain  open. 

Solicitors:  Kingsford,  Dorman  &  Co.,  for    WUliam  B^^ 
Bye ;  The  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury.  H.  B.  0. 
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NOnOB  TO  80XaI0IT0B& 


Wm  the  view  of  insuring  ike  greate$i  posnUe  accairacy  and 
nfiditif  in  Ae  varioiu  publications  connected  with  the  Law 
fioGBTS,  the  Council  wiU  he  obliged^  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
ifflicaiion  i$  made  by  any  reporter  acting  for  the  Council 
wSl  at  soon  as  possible  after  applicoHon  furnish  the  necessary 
P«pen,  together  with  any  informaHon  in  their  power  as  to  the 
Mmn  of  the  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
MM  time^  the  Council  thankfully  adenowledge  the  assistance 
%  lose  already  received  from  so  many  members  of  the  Pro- 
fetmm  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  aceurate 
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Record  of  Business. 


Collins  T.  Cooper. 

adv.  vuU. 
Oarnham  v.  Haines. 

trial  ordered. 


COURT  I. 

Wedkesdat,  December  10. 
Applioatiun  for  judgment  or  new  trial. 


Omr. 


Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    New 
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Fbidat,  December  12. 

Lwh  Y.  Richard  Evans  &  Co^  Limited.    Appeal  from  Ck>uiity  Court. 

Owr.  adv.  vttU, 
JSmithers  ▼.  Walli$,    Appeal  from  Coimty  Covat,    Digmined. 
Harrison  v.  OuUierie  A  Son,    Appeal  from  Coauty  Court.    DismlBsed. 
Wagstaff  t.  Perks  &  Son,    Appeal  from  Ciunty  Court.    Allowed. 
Marttone  v.  Nicklen,    Appeal  from  Coauty  Court.    Allowed. 

Satubdat,  December  13. 

iiees  T.  Penrikeber  Navigation  Colliery  Company,   Limited.    Appeal 

from  County  Court    Dismisaed. 
Flynn  y,  Pimbo  Lane  Coal,  Brick  and  THe  Comipany.    Appeal  from 

County  Court.    DUmisaed,  appellant  not  appearing. 
Burr  ▼.  W.  Whiteley,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County  Court.    Part 

heard. 

Monday,  Deoember  15. 

In  the  Matter  o/  Baker  A  Lees.    Apiieal  from  Ridley  J.    Allowed. 
Tuesday,  Deoember  16. 

CoUine  v.  Cooper,    Application  for  judgment  or  new  trial.    Allowed. 
Bwrr  T.  W.  Whiteley,  Limited.    Appeal  from  County  Court    Dis- 


Briek  Y.  WeUs.    Appeal  ficom  County  Court    DiamiMed. 

Wednbbday,  December  17. 

Barkiam  v.  Boihenoood  Iron  and  Steel  Company,  Limiied.     Appeal 

from  County  Court    Allowed. 
Smith  y.  Normanton  Colliery  Company^  Limited.    Appeal  fh>m  County 

Court    Dismissed. 
Plant  Y.  OldnaU  CaiUery  Company,     Appeal  from  County  Court. 

Dismissed, 
ilfayor,  Ac,  of  Trwo  y.  Kemp.    Appeal  from  Wills  J.    Dismissed. 
Mediterranean  and  New  York  Steam  Ship  Company  v.  Mackay.  Appeal 

from  Bucknill  J.    Part  heard. , 

Thursday,  Deoember  18. 

Mediterranean  and  New  York  l^eam  Ship  Company  y.  Mackay.    Appeal 

ttcm  Bucknill  J.    Dismissed.  * 
Ife^or  ▼.  Maas,    Appeal  from  Wright  J.    Dismissed. 


rOOURT  II. 


Fbiday,  Deoember  12. 

Stayg  y.  Mcdway  (Upper)  Navigation  Company.   Appeal  from  Swinfen 

Eady  J.    Cur.  adv.  vult. 
In  re  Jaques,  deceased.    Hodgson  y.  Braisby  and  Others,    Appeal  from 

Buckley  J.    Part  heard. 

Satubday,  December  13. 

In  re  Jaques,  deceased,    Hodgson  y.  Braisby  and  Otfiers,    Appeal  from 
Buckley  J.    Part  heard, 

Monday,  December  15. 

JSebasiian  Ziani  de  Ferranti  y,  British  Thompson  Houston  Company, 
Limited.    Appeal  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.    Dismissed. 

In  re  Jaques,  deceased.    Hodgson  v.  Braidty  and  Others.    Appeal  from 
Buckley  J.    Dismissed. 

In  re  Letters  Patent  No.  5889  of  1897.      Appeal  from  Buckley  J. 
Part  heard. 

Tuesday,  December  16. 

In  re  Letters  Patent  No.  5889  of  1897.     Appeal  from  Buckley  J. 
Part  heard. 


Wbdnbsday,  Deoember  17. 

In  re  Letters  Patent  No.  5889  of  1897.     Appeal  from  BuoUeY  J. 

Allowed. 
Is(tch  Hassan  v.  Abdu  Harari.     App^l  from  Swinfen  Eady  J.   Bit- 

missed. 
North  American  Land  and  Timber  Company  y.  Watfdn,    Appeal  fna 

Kekowioh  J.    Part  heard. 


ERKATUM. 

In  the  Goods  of  John  Ball,  ante,  p.  220. 

The  reference  to  the  case  of  In  the  Goods  of  HarUey  should  bi 


[1899]  P.  40. 


During  the  8iiting$  of  (he  Courts  Thb  Weekly  Notbs  wi7/  he  puUM 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Dedtiont  up  h 
and  including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  All  cases  of  permvat 
interest  noted  therein  wiU  be  reported  infuU  in  Tbm  Law  Ketostb. 


Supreme  Court  of  Jublcature, 

COURT   OF  APPEAL. 


C.  A 


ShITHEBB  v.  WJU.UB. 


DceJl 


Employer  and  workman — Compemation — Employment  U  ii§rr 
culture — Occasional  employment  in  other  work — Accidmi  dit 
where  than  on  land  of  employer — WorUrnen's  Compmia^ 
Act,  1900  (63  A  64  Vict.  c.  22). 

Appeal  from  an  award  of  a  county  court  judge  under  Aft 
Workmen's  Compensation  Act,  1900. 

The  applicant  was  the  widow  of  a  gardener  who  was  oft- 
ployed  mainly  in  agriculture,  but  partly  in  other  work.  Tl» 
accident  which  caused  the  death  of  the  deceased  happeoel 
while  he  was  driving  his  employer's  car.  iage,  and  at  a  distanfli 
of  over  three  miles  from  his  employer's  premises.    The  (xmtf 
court  judge  made  an  award  in  favour  of  the  applicant,  again^ 
which  the  employer  appealed. 
Eueg(j,  K,C.,  and  O.  T.  Sills,  for  the  employer, 
Herbert  Reed,  K,C.,  and  D.  Stephens,  ft.r  the  applicant. 
Thb  Court  (Collins  M.R.,  Rnmer  L.J.,  and  Mathew  Li.) 
held  that  to  entitle  an  applicant  to  an  award  of  compcnsatioD 
under  the   Workmen's    Compensation    Act,    1900,  it  is  ^ 
necessary  that  the  accident  in  respect  of  which  compeneatioa 
is  sought  should  have  occurred!  *'  on  or  in  or  about "  the  liarf 
of  the  employer,  and  dismissed  the  appeal. 

-Solicitors:  Cattams  ^  Co, ;  Blythe,  DuUon,  Hartley  A  Blythe,i« 
Fost€7*  <fc  Wells,  Aldershot.  A-  M. 


C.  A. 


Deem 


/n  re  Jaqttxs. 
Hodgson  v.  Ebaisbt. 
Win— Double   portions— Hotchpot— Satisfaction—'' Admicfs  sr 
rnoneys  lent,** 
A  testator,  who  died  in  1901,  by  his  will  gave  his  residuw? 
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nil  tnd  pencmal  eetate  upon  trosts  in  oerfcain  sluures  in  fayonr 
of  Ids  two  danghterB  raspectiYely  for  life,  with  lemainder  to 
flHirehildreD. 

Bj  a  oodjofl  tho  testator  declared  that  one  of  the  danghtera, 
fizabeth  Bzaisby,  who  had  married  since  the  date  of  his  will, 
iivAild  not  partidpaie  in  the  benefits  nnder  the  trosts  of  the 
viQ  without  first  bringing  into  hotchpot,  as  part  of  his 
Madnaiy  personal  estate,  "the  total  amonnt  of  anj  adyances 
«  moneys  lent  by  me  to  the  said  Elizabeth  Braisby  or  her 
kttband,  or  either  of  them  since  their  marriage.''  Between 
fte  dates  of  tiie  will  and  codicil,  the  testator  Tolnntarily  pur- 
Aased  certain  freehold  lands,  indnding  a  house,  and  had  them 
WT«yed,  as  to  part,  to  his  daughter,  Elizabeth  Braisby,  in  fee, 
ada8totheremaander,tolifirhusbandinfee.  The  testator  him- 
«lf  pud  the  whole  of  the  puichase-mcmeys,  and  he  also  paid  for 
Mukm  repairs  to  the  house.  None  of  these  moneys  were 
pad  at  ibe  request  of  his  daughter  or  her  husband,  and  he 
aerar  demanded  payment  from  either  of  them. 
^  !Ih6  question  raised  by  originating  summons  was  whether 
in  ascertaining  the  shares  of  the  two  daughters  under  the  will 
lad  oodidl,  those  moneys  should  be  brought  into  account  by 
Uzabeth  Braisby  as  "adTanoes  or  moneys  lent**  by  the 


Byxae  J.  dedded  the  question  in  the  negatiya 
The  cfthar  daughter  appealed. 
1%^  K.a,  and  A.  H.  Jessd,  for  the  appellant. 
JLJ.Farher,  for  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Braisby. 
ff'mTinffUm,  K.C,  and  E.  8.  Ford,  for  the  infant  diildien  of 
Hr-aad  Mrs.  Braisby. 

bz  GooBT  (Vaughan  Williams,  Stirling,  and  Oozen-Hardy 

UX)  agreed  with  Byrne  J.  upon  the  construction  of  the 

;  codiefl^  saying  that  the  rule  against  double  portions  had  no 

>  iRiIieatian  to  the  case.    Their  Lordships  declined  to  adopt  the 

j  tiew  taken  by  North  J.  in  In  re  Vickers,  0888)  87  Ch.  D. 

t  OS,  53^  of  the  meaning  of  the  comments  of  Jessel  M.B.  in 

h  re  Lawes,  (1881)  20  Oh.  D.  81, 88,  on  Sir  W.  Grant's  judg- 

Mit  inBenso^hy.  TTottcr,  0808)  15  Ves.  607, 612 ;  10  B.  B. 

IDS.    The  appeal  must  be  dismissed  with  costs. 

Sdlieitors :  McDiarmid  A  EiU,  for  B.  Davis,  Hull ;  BolUt  A 
*M,  for  ShackUi  A  Dunkerly,  Hull.  G.  I.  F.  0. 


ttA.  Dec.  16. 

Ik  thz  Matteb  of  Baszb,  Lbzs  &  Go. 
86Ueiiora — Farliameniary  agenis^BUl    of  costs — Taxation   of 

oQsts — Promotion   of  PrivaU  Act — Work   done   by  solicitors 
.    mtrtiff  as  parliam&Uary  agents — Solicitors  Act,  1848  (6  <fe  7 

Vid.  c.  78),  s.  87. 

Appeal  from  an  order  of  Bidley  J.  at  chambers,  referring  a 
Ul  of  floats  deliyered  by  the  appellants.  Baker,  Lees  &  Ga, 
fc  taxation  to  a  taxing  master  of  the  High  Gourt. 

The  appellants,  who  were  solidtors  and  parliamentary  agents, 
hd  been  employed,  as  parliamentary  agents,  by  the  respondents, 
irtio  were  the  promoters  of  an  Act  called  the  Mexboroogh  and 
ftrinton  Tnonways  Act,  1902,  which  was  passed  in  the  sesdon 
tC  1902.  The  aboye-mentioned  bill  of  costs  related  ezcludTdy 
te  the  appdlants'  costs  and  charges  in  relation  to  the  piomo- 
tua  d  that  Act  in  Parliament,  and  the  appellants'  affidavit 
dated  thai  the  items  therein  contained  related  wholly  to  work 
4ai6  and  expenses  incurred  by  them  as  parliamentary  agents 


properly  taxable  under  the  House  of  Gommons  Gosts  Taxation 
Act,  1847.  The  master  had  refosed  to  make  an  order  for 
taxation  of  the  bill,  but  on  appeal  Bidley  J.  reyersed  his 
dedsion. 

Danckweris,  K.C,  and  Vesey  Knox,  for  the  appellants. 

Warrinyton^  K,C.,  and  Tudor  Eowdl,  for  the  respondents. 

Thb  Goubt  (Collins  M.B.  and  Bomer  L.  J.)  held  that,  where  a 
bill  of  costs  ddiyered  by  parliamentary  agents,  who  were  like- 
wise solicitors,  related  exdudyely  to  work  done  by  them  merely 
in  the  capadty  of  parliamentary  agents,  and  not  in  that  of 
solicitors,  the  bill  was  not  referable  for  taxation  as  a  solidtor's 
bill  under  the  Solidtors  Act,  1843,  s.  87.  In  order  that  a  bill 
may  be  so  referable,  it  must  relate  wholly  or  in  part  to  budness 
connected  with  the  profesdon  of  a  solidtoi^-business  in  which 
the  solidtor  was  employed  because  he  was  a  solidtor,  or  in 
which  he  would  not  haye  been  employed,  if  he  had  not  been  a 
solicitor,  or  if  the  relation  of  solicitor  and  client  had  not  sub- 
sisted between  him  and  his  employer.  They  therefore  allowed 
the  appeal. 

Solicitors  for  appellants:  Baker,  Lees  A  Co. 

Solicitors  for  respondents :  Blair  A  W,  B.  Qirling, 

K  L. 


Tbfgb  Court  of  Justice. 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


Edcewich  J.  Dec  5. 

Fabdt's  Mozambique  Stsdioati,  Ldutbd  v.  Albzahdbl 

Fraetic&— Discovery  of  documents — Application  by  one  defendant 
for  inspection  of  documents  rtferred  to  in  affidavit  of  documents 
made  on  application  of  another  defendant. 

In  an  action  by  a  company  against  seyeral  defendants  seek- 
ing to  make  them  jointly  and  seyerally  liable  as  promoters  in 
respect  of  an  allied  secret  profit,  one  of  the  defendants,  on 
making  the  usual  depodt,  obtaLned  an  order  for  discoyery  of 
documents  by  the  plaintifs,  and  the  usual  affidayit  was  made 
by  their  secretary  accordingly.  Subsequently  another  defen- 
dant applied  that  the  plaintiffs  might  be  ordered  to  produce  to 
her  documents  referred  to  in  the  schedule  to  the  affidayit,  with 
liberty  to  her  to  inspect,  peruse,  and  take  copies,  abstracts,  and 
extracts.    The  application  was  opposed  by  the  company. 

A.  B.  Kirby,  for  the  applicant 

Mark  Bomer,  for  the  company. 

KiKHWiOH  J.  referred  to  Moore  y.  Peachey,  [1891]  2  Q.  B.  707, 
and  said  that  that  case  seemed  to  him  to  shew  that,  unless  there 
was  an  eyadon  of  rule  26  of  Order  zzxt.  of  the  Bules,  of  the 
Supreme  Gourt,  1888,  as  to  dei)odt  there  was  no  reason  why 
there  should  be  a  further  depodt  in  a  case  such  as  the  present 
one.  It  did  not  appear  that  there  was  any  eyadon  of  the  rule 
in  this  case.  HisLordship  then  referred  torules  12, 14,  and  15 
of  Order  rm.,  and  said  that  it  must  be  conceded  that  the 
rules  did  not  in  terms  coyer  this  particular  case,  but  he  thought 
that  there  was  sufficient  in  the  rules  to  enable  him  to  make  the 
order.  The  words  of  rule  14  were  dear  and  without  qualifica- 
tion; and  it  was  essential  to  the  administration  of  justice  that 
the  Goult  should  haye  power  to  preyent  a  for^er^^^yit  ci 

Digitized  by ' 


I A  ftuther  affidwri 


230 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[Dec.  20, 1902. 


documents  being  made,  and  on  the  application  of  a  defendant 
to  order  the  plaintiff  to  produce  to  him  the  docnm^ts  which, 
on  the  application  of  another  defendant,  the  plaintiff  had 
admitted  to  be  in  hiB  poseession  or  power.  But  it  was  possible 
that  docnments  which  were  relevant  between  the  plaintiff  and 
the  one  defendant  might  not  be  relevant  as  between  the  plain- 
tiff and  the  other  defendant ;  and  therefore,  in  this  case,  the 
order  must  be  on  the  terms  that  the  plaintiffo  should  be  at 
liberty  to  withhold  or  seal  up  documents  not  relating  to  the 
matters  in  question  between  the  plaintiffs  and  the  applicant. 
Solicitors:  G.  M.  Folkard ;  Cheston  &  Bona,        C.  0.  M.  D. 


Eekewich  J. 


How  V.  WnmBTOK. 


Dec.  11, 


Trustee — Account — Bents  and  profits — Direction  to  accumulate — 
Disbursements — Subscription  to  charity — Voluntary  school  rate. 

Mary  Babett,  deceased,  late  of  Bramfield  Hall,  Suffolk,  by 
her  will  made  in  1874  devised  all  her  real  estate  to  trustees 
upon  trust  to  pay  out  of  the  rents  and  profits  certain  annuities, 
and  to  invest  and  accumulate  the  surplus  rents  and  joofits  for 
a  period  of  fourteen  years. 

By  the  judgment  in  this  action,  which  was  brought  by  one  of 
the  annuitants  against  the  sole  existing  trustee  of  the  will,  an 
account  was  directed  of  the  rents  and  profits  received  by  the 
defendant  during  the  fourteen  years,  and  in  taking  the  account 
the  master  disallowed  (inter  cUia)  a  sum  of  1/.  6s.  paid  by  the 
defendant  for  a  volunti^  school  rate. 

The  defendant  took  out  this  summons  to  vary  the  master's 
certificate  by  allowing  (inter  alia)  this  sum. 

Warrinffton,  K.C,  and  W.  L.  Richards,  for  the  defendant. 

Mark  Bomer,  for  the  plaintiff. 

EsKSWiOH  J.  said  that  the  question  was  whether  the  defen- 
dant ought  to  be  allowed  a  sum  which  as  trustee  of  the  rents 
and  profits  of  real  estate  he  had  contributed  to  the  support  of  a 
school  which  was  not  provided  by  the  State,  and  therefore  was 
not  entitled  to  be  supported  out  of  the  rents  and  profits.  In 
one  sense  this  was  a  mere  subscription,  and  it  could  not  be 
allowed  as  such.  This  payment  was,  however,  ascertained, 
not  by  the  generosity  of  the  donor,  but  by  an  appeal  to  the 
rate-book,  and  if  no  one  paid  for  the  maintenance  of  this 
voluntary  school  the  result  would  be  that  a  board  school  would 
be  established  at  a  greater  cost.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
this  payment  might  be  justified  upon  the  principle  that  a 
trustee  ought  to  be  allowed  what  he  reasonably  paid  to  buy  off 
a  bigger  payment.  Further,  he  saw  no  reason  why  this  sum 
should  not  be  allowed  as  part  of  the  trustee's  costs,  charges,  and 
expenses,  but  he  preferred  to  base  his  decision  upon  the  former 
ground. 

Solicitors :  Crowders,  Vizard  ds  Oldham^  for  Mellersh,  Qodalm- 
ing ;  BiXimaU,  White  &  Sanders,  for  Harvey  <fc  Harvey,  Southsea. 

H.  B.  H. 


Eekewich  J.  In  re  Alpha  Company.  Bea  12. 

Waed  v.  Alpha  Company. 

Practice — Debentttre-holder^s  action — Bight  of  plaintiff  to  discon^ 
tinue  after  judgment. 

In  **    action  by  a  debenture-holder,  suing  on  behalf  of  him- 
s^'       d  al  other  debenture-holders,  against  the  company  the 


usual  judgment  was  given.  The  amount  due  to  the  plaiiitili 
was  subsequently  paid  in  full,  and  the  company  applied  fori 
stay  of  proceedings,  but  the  question  was  raised  whether  tbe 
rule  which  prevails  in  creditors'  administration  actions  ym  not 
applicable  by  analogy,  so  as  to  preclude  the  pUiintiff  fromdiB- 
oontinuicg  his  action  after  judgment.  It  was  stated,  but  vA 
proved,  that  the  plaintiff  was  in  fact  the  only  debaitiin> 
holder. 

Orossfidd,  for  the  company. 

Martelli,  for  the  plaintiff,  referred  to  Handford  v.  <SM^ 
(L8QS)  2  Sim.  &  St  196, 199. 

KxKBWiOH  J.  said  that  a  debenture-holder's  action  m 
entirely  different  ftom  a  creditor's  administration  action,  k 
the  latter  form  of  action  the  judgment  contained  a  dinetifla 
that  the  estate  should  be  applied  in  a  due  course  of  administn* 
tion;  the  Oourt  thereby  took  upon  itself  the  duty  of  adminii^ 
tering  the  assets,  and  aocordiogly  after  judgment  the  plaintil 
ceased  to  be  dominus  litis,  and  could  not  discontinue  ihl 
action  until  all  the  debts  were  paid.  The  judgment  in  I 
debenture-holder's  action  contained  no  such  direction,  and  il 
was  competent  for  the  plaintiff  to  discontinue  his  actioni  sub- 
ject to  the  right  of  any  other  debenture-holder  to  come  in  ui 
claim  the  benefit  of  it  The  observations  of  Leach  Y.-G.  il 
Handford  v.  Btorie  were  consistent  with  this  view.  Aoooid' 
ingly,  as  the  plaintiff  in  the  present  case  had  received  no  notifli' 
of  any  claim  by  any  other  debenture-hdder,  there  wis  itt 
reason  why  proceedings  should  not  be  stayed. 

Solicitors :  BvH(m,  Teates  d:  Hart^  for  Olaisyer,  f^  * 
Tangye,  Birmingham;  Alfred  Double.  C.  CO. 


Wright  J. 


In  re  Laxb. 
Ex  parte  Cavxndish. 


Dee.il 


Banhruptcy-^EquUahU  mortgages— Notice^Frwrity, 

This  was  an  application  which  raised  the  question  viiM 
of  two  equitable  mortgages  had  priority  over  the  other.  1 
1898  G.  B.  Lake,  a  solicitor,  was  entrusted  by  one  (km& 
with  a  sum  of  money  for  investment,  but  he  ndsappropiiftted 
On  the  6th  of  April,  1B99,  Lake  executed  a  mortgage  of  eerld 
policies  on  his  life  (subject  to  prior  charges)  to  Beome  i 
Cavendish  part  of  the  money  misappropriated.  Lake  did  B 
inform  Cavendish  of  the  mortgage  nor  give  notice  of  it 
the  insurance  offices.  In  December,  1899,  Lake  eyca^ 
another  mortgage  of  the  same  policies  to  one  Oox  as  tnn 
for  certain  named  dients  whom  he  had  deficaudcd,  M 
not  tell  Cox  of  the  mortgage  of  the  previous  6th  of  April 
June,  1900,  Cox  gave  notice  of  his  mortgage  to  the 
offices,  and  shortly  afterwards  liake  became  hankmpL 
December,  1900,  the  mortgage  of  the  6th  of  April,  1899, 
found  at  Lake's  office,  and  Cavendish  at  once  gate 
to  the  insurance  offices,  and  now  claimed  priority  oier 
mortgage. 

Beed,  K.O.,  and  Johnson,  for  Cavendish,  contended— (1) 
under  the  dioumstanoes  Lake  was  a  trustee  of  tiie 
moneys  for  Cavendish,  and  could  not  afterwards  in 
of  trust  give  a  better  title  to  subsequent  inonmbFanoes, 
relied  on  a  dictum  of  Jessel  M.R,  in  Mun^ord  v.  Stohm 
(1874)  L.  B.  18  Bq.  562 ;  ajid  (2)  that  the  doctrine  of  noticed 
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based  on  laches— 2>ear/«  v.  Holly  (1828)  3  Buss.  l~and  there  had 
been  no  laches  by  Gayendish. 

B,  B.  Adand,  fop  Oox. 

Norihcoie,  for  the  trustee  in  bankraptoy. 

Wbight  J.  held  that  the  dictum  of  Jessel  M.B.  in  Mumford 
T.  Siohvnsser  did  not  apply,  as  the  facts  in  the  present  case 
were  not  the  same.  The  principles  on  which  Dearie  v.  Ball  was 
decided  had  been  pointt  d  out  by  Lord  Lyndhurst  in  Foster  y. 
CoekereU,  (1835)  9  Bi.  (N.S.)  332,  and  it  was  now  well  settled 
that,  in  the  case  of  eqnitable  incumbrancers,  the  one  who  first 
gaye  notice  was  entitled  to  priority.  Gayendish,  therefore,  was 
not  entitled  to  the  priority  he  claimed. 

Solicitors:  Bompas,  Buchoff  A  Co,;  Longbonrne,  Stevens  <fe 
Co. ;  Leigh  A  Femberton.  H.  L.  F. 


Ittrwell  J. 


ASHTON  V.  EMAHUIL. 


Dec.  5' 


Fradice — Trial  of  action — Jvdgment  in  default  of  appearance — 
AppUoation  to  restore — Extending  time  for  applioation — Bules 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  1888,  Order  xxxyi.,  r.  33 ;  Order  Lny., 
r.7. 

The  writ  in  this  action  was  marked  for  Swinfen  Eady  J.,  and 
on  the  12th  of  August,  1902^  the  plaintiff  gaye  notice  of  trial 
before  Swinfen  Eady  J.  for  the  23rd  of  August. 

The  action  came  on  for  trial  on  the  6th  of  Noyember  last 
befine  Earwell  J.  No  one  appeared  for  the  defendant,  and 
judgment  was  given  for  the  plamtiff  with  costs. 

On  the  2nd  of  December  notice  of  motion  was  giyen  to  the 
plaintiff  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  for  an  order  that  the  judg- 
ment of  the  6th  of  Noyember  might  be  set  aside  upon  such 
isEins  as  the  Gourt  might  think  fit,  and  that  the  action  might 
be  restored  to  the  paper,and  that,  so  £Eur  as  might  be  necessary, 
the  time  for  making  the  application  might  be  extended. 

A  <d0rk  of  the  defendant's  solicitor  deposed  that  on  instruc- 
tknis  from  his  principal  he  searched  the  Ghancery  Gause  List  to 
aee  if  the  case  had  been  set  down  for  hearing  pursuant  to  the 
Mtioe  of  the  12th  of  August,  and  on  seyeral  occasions  he 
aaaiched  the  cause  book  of  Swinfen  Eady  J. ;  that  he  only 
searched  the  cause  book  of  Swinfen  Eady  J.  because  the  notice 
was  giTen  for  the  trial  of  the  action  before  him,  and  that  he 
in^ot  for  the  moment  that  such  judge  was  not  taking  witness 
actions  at  that  time,  which  were  being  tried  by  Farwell  J. ; 
ttat  not  finding  any  entry  in  the  said  cause  book,  he  had 
Miinmnl  that  the  action  had  not  been  set  down,  and  that  the 
aetioe  of  trial  had  lapsed;  that  it  was  not  until  the  29th  of 
Jfoyember  that  his  principal  was  aware  that  the  action  had 
Imcq  tried  when  on  that  day  he  receiyed  a  notice  from  the 
tuu]^  master  fixing  the  5th  of  December  for  the  taxation  of 
tte  plaintiflTs  costs  of  the  action. 

A.  J,  ChiUy,  for  the  application,  referred  to  Order  xxxyL, 
r;  33;  Order  ixiv.,  r.  7;  CockU  y.  Joyce,  (mT)  7  Gh.  D.  66,  and 
effiBved  to  pay  all  the  costs  thrown  away  and  the  costs  of  the 
ajiplicatifm. 

CoMsd,  for  the  plaintiff,  contended  that  the  defendant  was 
not  only  out  of  time,  but.  that  no  substantial  reason  was  giyen 
far  restoring  the  action.  There  was  no  affldayit  by  the  defen- 
dant himself  or  his  sc^icitor. 

Fabwsll  J.    I  am  yery  unwilling  to  depriye  a  litigant  from 


haying  his  case  heard.  1  think  there  has  been  a  slip  here,  i 
understand  the  costs  of  the  action  are  to  be  taxed  to-daj. 
There  will  be  liberty  to  restore  the  action  to  the  list  on 
condition  that  the  defendant,  within  seyen  days  of  the  taxing 
master's  certificate,  pays  all  the  costs  that  haye  been  thrown 
away  and  the  costs  of  this  application,  and  10^.  must  be 
deposited  in  the  joint  names  of  the  solicitors  of  both  parties 
to  pay  the  taxed  costs  of  this  applicatiou. 

Solicitors :  ff.  Wilson ;  Stanley,  Woodhouse  &  Co, 

H.  L.  P. 


Farwell  J. 


In  re  Mann. 
Kabdt  v.  Attobnst-Gkhsral. 


Deo.  9. 


Charity — Oift  for  benefit  of  named  institute — Institute  erected 
for  genertU  ben^  of  inhabitants — Use  for  purposes  not  charit'- 
able— General  charitable  intent, 

A  testatrix  gaye  SOOOZ.  to  trustees,  to  be  applied  according  to 
their  discretiun,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Mann  Institute  in  Moreton- 
in-Marsh,  in  the  county  of  Gloucester.  It  appeared  &om  the 
eyidence  that  the  Mann  Institute  was  the  name,  giyen  by  the 
testatrix,  of  a  buildmg  erected  by  herself  as  a  memorial  to  her 
father,  and  intended  to  be  used  for  the  general  benefit  of  the 
inhabitauts  of  Moreton-in-Marsh.  She  had  neyer  conyeyed 
the  building  to  trustees,  or  executed  any  deed  constituting 
herself  a  trustee,  but  had  kept  the  building  under  her  own 
control.  In  foot,  a  part  of  it  had  been  let  at  a  nominal  rent  to 
a  working  men's  club;  and  a  hall,  forming  other  part  of  it, 
had  been  let  from  time  to  time  for  meetings,  lectures,  and 
concerts  at  a  fixed  scale  of  charges.  This  summons  was  taken 
out  by  the  trustees  for  the  determination  of  the  questi<» 
whether  the  gift  of  8000^.  was  a  good  charitable  bequest. 

«/.  L.  Beatiie,  for  the  summons. 

B,  J.  Barker,  for  the  Attorney-General. 

Tyssen,  for  the  residuary  legatees. 

Fabwsll  J.  said  that,  assuming  that  the  testatrix  had  not 
conyeyed  the  land  or  created  a  trust  of  it  in  a  way  sufScient  to 
bind  her  residuary  deyisees,  the  gift  of  3000^.  must  be  taken  to 
be  a  gift  to  be  applied  to  the  purpose  for  which  the  institute 
was  intended.  That  was  a  good  charitable  purpose,  and  the 
modes  in  wiiich  the  institute  was  used  during  the  testatrix's 
life,  though  not  strictly  charitable,  were  not  inconsistent  with 
that  purpose.  The  gift  was  therefore  good,  and  a  scheme  must 
be  directed. 

Solicitors :  Leslie  <&  Hardy ;  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury, 

J.  B.  B. 


Buckley  J. 


In  re  Gabwood's  Trusts. 
Garwood  v,  Patntxb. 


Dec.  IQ. 


Partnership— Assignment  of  share — Payment  of  salaries  to 
partners — BiglU  of  €usignee  to  interfere — Partnership  Act,  1890 
(53  A  54  Vict,  c.  39),  ss.  24, 31. 

Three  partners  were  carrying  on  business  under  the  terms 
of  a  deed  which  proyided  that  they  should  be  entitled  to  the 
profits  in  equal  shares,  but  contained  no  affirmatiye  clause 
defining  the  duties  of  the  partners,  nor  any  prorision  for  the 
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|)ayment  of  a  salary  to  any  partner.  By  a  settlement  made 
in  1889  J.  T.  Garwood,  one  of  the  partners,  charged  his  share 
in  the  undertaking  with  payment  to  trustees  of  10,000/.  and 
interest,  and  he  also  ooyenanted  to  pay  to  them  all  the  rest 
of  his  share  of  the  profits  after  maldng  certain  payments. 
JSabseqnently  to  the  date  of  this  charge  the  partners  came 
to  an  agreement  under  which  Garwood  reodved  a  salary  for 
about  two  years,  and  the  other  partners  reoeiyed  permanent 
salaries.  It  was  proyed  that  this  was  done  hand  fide,  and 
that  the  partners  did  work  for  their  salaries.  The  question 
in  dispute  was  whether  as  against  the  assignees  of  Garwood's 
share  the  payment  of  interest  could  be  supported. 

Buckmaster,  K,C,,  and  Clauson,  for  the  cestuis  que  trust  under 
the  settlement. 

Astburyy  K.C.,  and  Borthwick,  for  one  of  the  partners. 

H.  Terrell,  K.C.,  and  Sheldon,  for  Garwood. 

BnoKLMT  J.  said  that  by  sect  24  of  the  Partnership  Act> 
1890,  subject  to  any  agreement  express  or  implied  between  the 
iMutners,  no  partner  was  entitled  to  remuneration  for  acting  in 
the  partnership  business.  By  sect.  81  an  assignment  by  any 
partner  no  longer  effected  a  dissolution  of  the  partnership^  nor 
^d  it  giye  the  assignee  any  right  to  interfere  in  the  business ; 
iuid  the  assignee  must  accept  the  account  of  profits  agreed  to 
by  the  partners.  Here  the  partners  had  bond  fide  considered 
that  it  would  be  adyantageous  to  the  partnership  that  this 
work  should  be  done,  and  that  th^  should  be  paid  for  it ;  and 
possibly  it  had  resulted  in  increased  profits.  The  assignees 
could  not  dispute  the  salaries  and  take  those  profits.  That 
^as  within  sect  81,  and  the  salaries  must  be  allowed. 

Solicitors:  Collyer^Bristow,  EUl,  CwrtU  A  Dods^  for  Ralph 
Sheriton  Eolmes,  Newcastle-upon-lVne;  King,  Wigg  dt  Co.,  for 
Clayton  <fe  Oibson,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne;  Withers,  Pollock  & 
<hwj.  H.  0.  B. 


ilwinfen  Eady,  J. 


Dec.  8. 


In  re  Smith's  Ssttlimxiit. 
Welkins  v.  Smith. 


JSettiemeni, — Construction — UUimate  trust — W^^s  next  of  kin — 
Die  "  without  ever  Jiaving  been  married  ** — Children, 

Originating  stmimons. 

By  a  marriage  settlement  dated  the  15th  of  February,  1882, 
personalty  belonging  to  the  intended  wife,  then  a  spinster, 
^as  settled  on  the  usual  trusts  for  the  wife,  husband,  and 
•children  of  the  wife  attaining  twenty-one  or  marrying,  and 
in  default  of  children  attaining  a  yested  interest  upon  trust, 
if  the  wife  predeceased  the  husband,  for  her  testamentary 
appointees,  and  in  default  of  appointment  upon  trust  for  such 
persons  as  under  the  Statutee  of  Distribution  would  haye  been 
her  next  of  kin  in  case  she  had  died  intestate  "  and  without 
•eyer  haying  been  married.** 

The  wife  died  on  the  6th  of  June,  1885,  intestate.    There 

were  three  children  of  the  marriage,  all  of  whom  died  infants 

and  unmarried,  the  first  during  the  wife's  lifetime,  the  second 

a  few  days  after  her  death,  and  the  third  after  the  death  of 

the  husband,  who  died  on  the  28th  of  December,  1899. 

No  appointment  of  the  trust  funds  haying  been  made,  this 
summons  was  issued  to  determine  whether  th^  had  deyolyed 


on  the  children  who  surriyed  the  wife,  or  on  the  wiftfa 
statutory  next  of  kin  excluding  children. 

Frederic  Thompson,  for  the  trustee. 

Northoote,  for  a  person  representing  the  estates  of  the 
children. 

Bolt,  for  the  wife's  next  of  kin  excluding  children. 

SwiNFiK  East  J.,  haying  referred  to  the  authorities  fipom 
Wilson  y.  Atkinson,*(idM)  4  D.  J.  &  S.  455,  down  to  In  re  Mare^ 
[1902]  2  Oh.  112,  held  that  there  was  no  general  rule  binding 
him  to  construe  the  words  ^  without  eyer  haying  been  manied'' 
as  merely  intended  to  exclude  the  husband ;  and  where,  as  heie^ 
there  was  a  proyision  for  children  attaining  twen^-one  or 
marrying,  and  a  gift  oyer  in  default  of  such  children,  it  was 
difficult  to  say  that  children  not  taking  a  yested  interest  weva 
intended  to  take  under  the  gift  oyer— a  construction  whldi 
would  ficequently  merely  carry  the  property  to  the  husband, 
and  defeat  the  supposed  object  of  the  gift  oyer.  Being  free  to 
construe  the  words  in  their  natural  sense,  he  held  the  childnB 
were  excluded. 

Solidtors:  Field,  Boseoe  &  Co.,  for  GrijfUhs,  Byland  <ft  Co. 
Oheltenham.  G.  B.  A. 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


In  re  Smtthiss. 

WSTMAK  V,  SMTtHIXB. 


Dec  4. 


Will — Ademption — General  legacy — Particular  purpose. 

Originating  sunmions. 

By  a  codicil  dated  the  28rd  of  June,  1896,  a  \aMai 
bequeathed  500?.  to  a  trustee  in  trust  for  a  great-niece  for  bsr 
own  sole  use  and  benefit,  and  directed  that  the  legacy  should 
be  paid  to  the  great-niece  either  in  whole  or  in  part  at  muk 
times  and  in  such  manner  as  the  trustee  should  think  fit. 

By  a  settlement  dated  the  24th  of  October,  1900,  and  mads 
between  the  testator  of  the  one  part  and  the  trustee  of  tte 
other  part,  the  testator  settled  a  sum  of  500?.  on  similar  tmsls 
for  the  benefit  of  his  great-niece. 

The  testator,  who  was  not  in  loco  parentis  to  his  greatrnieea^ 
died  on  the  18th  of  December,  1900. 

This  summons  was  issued  to  determine  whether  the  legaqy 
was  adeemed  by  the  settlement 

The  great-niece  was  still  an  in&ni 

Clare,  for  the  executors. 

Hon.  Frank  Buesdl,  for  the  residuary  legatees. 

Brinton,  for  the  great-niece  and  her  trustee. 

SwiNFKEr  Eadt  J.  As  the  testator  was  not  in  loco  parentit 
to  his;  great-niece,  the  legacy  is  not  adeemed  unless  it  appesa 
on  the  faae  of  the  codicil  to  haye  been  giyen  for  a  partiealflr 
purpose:  Pankhurst  y.  Bowdl,  (1870)  L.  R.  6  Oh.  186,  198; 
In  re  Pollock,  (1885)  28  Oh.  D.  552,  556.  A  mere  goienl 
legacy  to  A.  for  the  benefit  of  B.,  an  infant,  is  not  giyen  for  i 
particular  purpose  within'  the  rule.  The  legacy  is  therefi>rB  not 
adeemed. 

Solicitors :  Chester  &  Co. ;  EewUU,  Bird^Meynardson  S 
Bucknill.  O.  B.  A. 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  Dec.  4. 

In  re  Bablow's  OoVTftAOT. 
SettM  Land^8ale—Life  extaie  pfrtHy  fiMrytct  m  remainder— 
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Continuance  of  powers  over  entirety— Settled  Land  Act,  1882 
(45A4/d  Viet.  BS),$.  50. 

Vendor  and  pnichaser  summons. 

This  snnmions  was  issued  by  the  yendor  to  determine 
whether  she  oonld  make  a  title  to  settled  real  estate  as  life 
tenant^  notwithstanding  certain  transactions  which  the  pur- 
ebasers  contended  had  vested  a  share  of  her  life  estate  in  the 
lemaindeTman  of  that  share  so  as  to  merge  it.  The  vendor 
while  denying  the  effect  of  the  transactions^  which  depended 
on  ihe  construction  of  several  obsonre  documents,  contended 
as  a  preliminary  point  that,  even  if  the  share  had  merged, 
she  could  still  make  a  title  to  the  entirety  with  the  consent 
of  her  assignee,  and  without  deducing  any  title  to  the 
nmainder. 

B,  J.  Farker,  for  the  vendor. 

Northeote,  for  the  purchasers. 

SwniTEN  Eapt  J.  The  object  of  sect  50  of  the  Settled 
Land  Act,  1882,  is  to  enable  the  life  tenant  to  exercise  the 
fowers  of  the  Act  notwithstimding  any  assignment  of  her 
interest,  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  Act  to  cause  her  powers 
to  eease  as  to  any  share  of  her  life  interest  that  may  become 
vested  in  a  remainderman.  It  is  true  that  in  In  re  Mundy 
md  Ropers  Contract,  [1899]  1  Ch.  276,  296,  Chitty  L.J.  said: 
*It  may  be  that  if  the  settlement  consists  merely  of  a  life 
estate  in  A.  with  remainder  to  B.  in  fee,  and  A.  surrenders 
his  ^e  estate  to  B.,  the  power  is  gone  under  the  doctrine  of 

meq^er;  and  that  such  a  case  is  not  within  the  section,  because 

where  the  settlement  is  thus  brought  to  an  end  and  exhausted 
Hieie  is  no  reason  why  such  a  power  should  continue  after  the 
alMDinte  fee  simple  is  vested  in  possession.  I  say  '  may  be' 
lecaose  it  is  not  necessary  to  consider  such  a  case,  which  does 
aot  arise  upon  the  facts  before  us."  But  this  hypothetical 
Hhutration  is  confined  to  the  case  where  the  entire  life  estate 
kmerged  in  the  remainder,  so  that  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
levers  ehonld  continue. 

I  am  of  opinion  in  the  present  case,  where  at  most  only  a 
portion  of  the  life  estate  is  gone,  and  it  may  be  to  the  interest 
tf  all  parties  that  the  life  tenant  should  be  able  to  exercise  her 
alatatory  powers,  that  those  powers  still  continue,  and  the 
mSaxe  estate  is  still  settled  land.  The  life  tenant  can  therefore 
Bake  a  title  with  the  consent  of  the  alleged  assignee. 

Solicitors :  Richard  F.  &  C.  L.  Smith,  for  Septimus  Gladstone 
Ward,  Newcastle-upon-Tfyne;  SpeeMy,  Mumford,  Rodgers  A 
Craig,  for  J.  M.  Hayton,  Town  Clerk,  South  Shields. 

G.  R.  A. 


Pvinfen  Eady  J. 


Dec.  6 


In  re  Bbaosien's  Sbttlembnt. 


Setdtd  land— Exchange  of  easem^ts— Settled  iMnd  Act,  1890 
(58  <fe  54  Vict.  c.  69),  s.  5. 

Originating  summons. 

This  was  an  application  l^  the  equitable  life  tenant  of  an 
■tate  settled  in  trust  for  sale  asking  for  leave  to  exercise  the 
powers  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  and  in  particular  for  leave 
b  grant  an  easement  over  the  settled  land  in  exchange  for  an 
Basement  over  other  lands. 

The  Settled  Land  Act,  1890,  s.  5,  provides  that,  "  On  an 
acfaange  or  partition  any  easement ....  may  be  reserved  or 


granted  over ....  the  settled  land  ....  or  other  land  or  an 
easement ....  may  be  given  or  taken  in  exchange  or  on  par- 
tition for  land  or  for  any  other  easement . . . ." 

ffenry  Fellows,  for  the  life  tenant,  mentioned  that  it  had 
been  doubted  whether  the  section  was  applicable  except  in 
cases  of  exchange  or  partition  of  land. 

G.  Philhrick  Walker  and  Bowen  Davies,  for  the  trustees,  did 
not  oppose  the  application. 

SwxNFKN  Eadt  J.  held  that  the  case  fell  within  the  section, 
and  gave  leave  accordingly. 

Solicitors:  Whitfield  A  Harrison,  for  Humphreys,  Hirst  <{; 
Whitley,  Halifax ;  Walker  A  Rowe,  iorF.  Walker  <fe  Son,  Halifax, 

G.  R.  A 


Swinfen  Eady  J. 


Dec.  6. 


In  re  SnSOH'S  SmLOODIT. 
JONBS  V.  TRAPPBS. 


Trustee — TitlenieedS'-^Nwi'negotidble  securities — Custody. 

Originating  summons. 

This  was  an  application  by  one  of  the  trustees  of  a  settlement 
for  an  order  directing  his  co-trustee  to  concur  with  him  in 
placing  the  title-deeds  and  securities  relating  to  the  trust 
in  a  box,  accessible  only  to  the  trustees  jointly,  to  be  deposited 
at  a  bank  approved  by  the  Court 

The  documents,  which  consisted  of  certificates  of  railway 
and  other  stock  standing  in  the  joint  names  of  the  trustees, 
and  the  title-deeds  of  a  house,  had  been  for  many  years  in  the 
possession  of  the  respondent,  who  had  kept  them  in  a  box  in  a 
safe  at  his  solicitors,  retaining  the  key  of  the  box  himself. 
He  had  recently  removed  them  to  his  own  house,  being  advised 
that  this  was  the  proper  course.  There  were  no  bearer 
securities. 

The  position,  responsibility,  and  integrity  of  the  respondent 
were  unimpeachable,  and  it  was  not  suggested  that  the  docu- 
ments were  in  any  jeopardy. 

The  applicant  had  always  been  given  every  facility  of 
inspecting  the  documents  at  the  solicitors  without  charge. 

The  applicant,  however,  claimed  as  a  mere  matter  of  legal 
right  to  have  the  documents  placed  in  the  actual  joint  custody 
of  the  trustees,  as  asked  by  the  summona 

Gatey,  for  the  applicant. 

Hewitt,  for  the  respondent. 

SwunrsN  Eadt  J.  There  is  no  rule  that  title-deeds  and 
non-bearer  securities  must  be  placed  in  such  a  position  that 
no  trustee  can  even  look  at  them  without  the  concurrence  of 
his  co-trustees.  Such  a  rule  would  greatly  impede  the  adminis- 
tration of  trusts.  The  applicant's  case,  which  is  based  simply 
on, that  supposed  rule,  fails ;  and,  as  the  documents  are  perfectly 
safe  in  the  respondent's  possession,  I  make  no  order  beyond 
giving  the  respondent  costs  out  of  capital. 

Solicitors:  Hamlin,  Grammer  A  Hamlin,  for  Gamlin  A 
Williams,  Rhyl;  Stow,  Preston  A  Lyttdton,  for  J.,  W.  A  T- 
Eastham,  Olitheroe.  G.  B.  A. 
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Adm.  The  Tobbbtak.  Dec.  8. 

Damage  to  carg0 — Charterparty — Exemption  of  shipowner  from 

liability— *' All  other  accidents"— " Negligence  ,  ...   in  the 

management  or  navigation  of  the  vessel  or  othertvise." 

The  plaintiflfs,  Piettie  Fr6res,  of  Paris,  were  the  owners  of 
8000  bags  of  sugar  shipped  on  the  defendants'  steamship 
Torbryan  at  Dunkirk  for  delivery  in  London  upon  the  terms 
of  a  charterparty  the  material  clause  of  which  ran  as  follows : 
"  Act  of  God,  fire,  perils  of  the  seas,  barratry  on  the  part 
of  the  captain  or  crew,  enemies  pirates  or  robbers,  strikes, 
arrests  or  restraints  of  princes  rulers  and  peoples,  collisions, 
strandings,  and  all  other  accidents  excepted,  even  though  caused 
by  negligence  fault  or  error  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  the 
pilot  captain  sailors  or  other  servants  of  the  owners  in  the 
management  or  navigation  of  the  vessel  or  otherwise/' 

The  plaintiffs  sued  in  respect  of  four  heads  of  damage,  viz., 
(1)  seven  bags  short  delivered,  9/.  6s.  2d.;  (2)  seven  bags 
damaged  by  coal  dust,  3L  6s.  2«i. ;  (3 )  loss  by  spilling  from 
bags,  158^  2s.  Sd. ;  (4)  cost  of  repairing  bags,  71. 19s.  6d.  The 
defendants  paid  the  two  first  items,  amounting  to  121. 12s.  4d., 
but  denied  their  liability  for  the  rest  of  the  claim.  From  the 
evidence  it  appeared  that  the  men  employed  by  the  stevedore, 
on  behalf  of  the  ship,  to  discharge  the  cargo  used  hooks  in 
such  a  reckless  way  as  to  tear  many  of  the  bags,  and  that  the 
seams  of  other  bags  burst  owing  to  the  bags  striking  against 
the  hatch  combings  whilst  being  lifted  out  of  the  hold. 

Philumobb  J.  gave  judgment  for  the  defendants,  in  respect 
of  the  two  items  of  damage  in  dispute,  on  the  ground  that  the 
loss  was  caused  by  the  spilling  of  the  sugar,  and  that  this 
spilling  was  an  accident  caused  by  negligence  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  exception,  for  though  the  use  of  the  hooks  was 
wrongful  and  likely  to  be  injurious  by  tearing  the  bags,  it  was 
not  wilful,  and  the  striking  of  the  ibags  against  the  hatch 
combings,  though  due  to  carelessness,  was  accidental.  The 
acts  and  omissions  of  the  stevedore's  men,  who  were  the 
servants  of  the  shipowner,  were,  therefore,  covered  by  the 
terms  of  the  charterparty  when  read  as  exonerating  the  defen- 
dants in  respect  of  "accidents  caused  by  negligence  of  their 
servants  otherwise  than  in  the  management  or  navigation  of 
the  vessel." 

Scrutton,  K.C.,  and  Bdlloch,  for  the  plaintiffs. 

Carver,  K.C.,  and  A.  E.  Nelson,  for  the  defendants. 

Solicitors :  Hollams,  Sons,  Cotvard  &  Hawksley ;  Lowless  &  Co, 

T.  L.  M. 


On  the  22nd  of  November  last  the  plaintiffs,  Balli  Brother, 
conmieoced  proceedings  in  rem  against  the  owners  of  lbs 
Spanish  steamship  Ereza,  indorsing  the  writ "  The  pbdnti^  u 
charterers  of  the  SS.  Ereza  and  owners  of  goods  shipped  an 
board  the  SS.  Ereza  and  carried  into  the  port  of  London  ciaiai 
compensation  against  the  said  ship  and  freight  for  dus&^  ' 
done  to  the  said  goods.'' 

On  the  27th  of  November  a  conditional  appeannoe  was 
entered  by  the  owners  of  the  Ereza,  under  protest  ▼ithout  j 
prejudice  to  an  application  by  them  to  set  aside  the  v£it  \ 
and  service  thereof,  on  the  ground  of  want  of  junsdiction.       ^ 

By  consent,  the  application  come  on  by  way  of  motion,  whea  ^ 
it  WAS  contended  on  behalf  of  the  owners  of  the  Ertsa  that  i , 
proceeding  in  the  Admiralty  Court  against  a  ship  (the  ovner , 
of  which  is  not  domiciled  in  England  or  Wales),  in  respect  of  [ 
damage  to  cargo,  was,  under  sect.  6  of  the  Admiral^  Contt 
Act,  1861,  limited  to  a  claim  by  the  "  owner  or  consignee  or 
assignee  of  any  bill  of  lading  of  any  goods  carried  into  tnj  psrt 
in  England  or  Wales,"  and,  therefore,  the  introdaction  of  the 
word  "charterers"  rendered  the  writ  bad,  as  it  was  not  ty 
intention  of  the  Act  to  give  the  Admiralty  Court  jorisdiction  ii 
respect  of  a  claim  for  breach  of  charterparty.    Befeienee  7ig 
made  to  The  Pieve  Superiore,  (1874)  L.  R.  6  P.  C.  482;  3^ 
Dannehrog,  (1874)  L.  B.  4  A.  &  E.  386 ;  The  San  Roman,  (IP 
L.  R.  5  P.  C.  301 ;  ne  St.  Cloud,  (1863)  Br.  &  L  4;  Simpm 
V.  Bines,  (1872)  L.  R.  7  C.  P.  290;  and  Cargo  ex  Argot,  {mTj 
L.  R.  6  P.  C.  134. 

On  behalf  of  the  plaintiffis  it  was  urged  that,  if  they  ooald  not 
at  the  trial  rely  upon  their  position  as  charterers  of  the  vessel 
they  would  lose  the  benefit  of  the  clauses  in  the  charterpaity 
protecting  them  against  the  n^ligenoe  of  the  servants  of  tbe 
shipowner,  whilst  the  exceptions  in  the  bill  of  lading  relietri 
the  shipowner  from  such  liability.  It  was  therefore  materi&l 
to  their  case  to  sue  as  charterers.  The  words  of  sect  6  ga^^ 
the  Court  jurisdiction  in  respect  of  "  damage  done  to  the  ^ook 
or  any  part  thereof,  by  the  negligence  or  misconduct  of,  or  fa 
any  breach  of  duty  or  breach  of  contract  on  the  part  of  ^ 
owner,  master,  or  crew  of  tbe  ship";  and,  in  order  to  shst 
that  there  had  been  a  breach  of  contract,  it  would  be  necb^^^ 
to  refer  to  the  terms  of  the  charterparty. 

Philumobe  J.  mentioned  Th^  Teutonia,  (1872)  L  B.  4  P.  C 
171,  and  intimated  that,  in  his  opinion,  though  they  could  co 
sue  as  charterers,  the  plaintiffs  would  not  be,  at  the  trial,  pr- 
eluded from  referring  to  the  contract  contained  in  the  cha^t£^ 
party. 


Adm.  Ths  Ebbza.  Bee.  15. 

Damage  to  cargo — Jurisdiction — Admiralty  Court  Act,  1861  (24 
Vict.  c.(lO), «.  6 — Charterer — Oumer  of  goods — Breach  of  contract. 


Thereupon  the  plaintiffs  consented  to  strike  out  of  til 
indorsement  of  the  writ  the  words  "charterers  of  the  SS.  Er^ 
and," 

Philldcobb  J.  making  no  order  except  that  the  costs  woo)^ 
be  costs  in  the  cause. 

Scrutton,  K.C.,  and  Dawson  Miller,  in  support  of  the  motion- 

Hamilton,  K.C.,  and  A.  E.  Bateson,  contra. 

Solicitors :   William  A.  Crump  A  Son ;  Pritchard  d:  Sons. 

T.LM. 
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NOnOB  TO  SOIiIOITOBa 

Wiik  the  friew  of  insuring  the  greatest  possible  accuracy  and 
rapiditif  in  the  various  puhlicaHons  connected  with  the  Law 
RwoRTS,  ihe  Council  wiU  he  obliged,  if  the  Solicitors  to  whom 
aj^kaHon  is  made  hy  any  reporter  acting  for  ihe  Council 
mil  as  soon  as  possible  after  applieaUon  furnish  the  necessary 
Fapers,  together  wUh  any  information  m  ih^r  power  as  to  the 
wma  of  ihe  various  Solicitors  engaged  in  the  case.  At  the 
mme  time,  the  Council  ihankfuUy  acknowledge  the  assistance 
Asffhwe  already  received  from  so  many  menibers  of  the  Pro- 
fsmm  in  furnishing  the  papers  required  to  prepare  accurate 
^V^rts. 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL. 


Eecord  of  Business. 


f  COURT  L 

[  Fbidat,  December  19. 

M  T.  Sidiord  Evans  <fe  Co^  Limited,    Appeal  horn  County  Court. 

DismiiBed. 
4<M  T.  Chule,    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Dismissed. 
Cjirwy  Y.  Coltrea  and  Others.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Dismissed. 
ywT.HeCTqn.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Allowed, 
wwe,  Son  d  Price  ▼.  Dawson.    Appeal  from  Darling  J.    Allowed, 
■■ttl  T.  7x110  Accident  Insurance  Society.    Appeal  from  Darling  J. 

Dfamiased. 
^^UnUedY.WhiHaher.    Appeal  from  Kennedy  J.    Allowed. 
^'0.47.-1902. 


COURT  11. 

Thubsdat,  December  18. 

AJlalo  y.  Lawrence  A  Bidlen,  Limited.  Ap^ieal  from  Joyce  J.  Dis- 
missed. 

North  American  Land  and  Timber  Company  v.  Watkin.  Appeal  from 
Eekewich  J.    Dismissed. 

In  re  Brown,  deceased.  Osmond  v.  Jones,  Appeal  from  Byrne  J. 
Dismissed. 

In  re  a  Contract  betteeen  the  School  Board  for  London  and  S.  G.  Foster 
and  In  re  Vendor  and  Purcliaser  Act^  1874.  Appeal  from  Eeke- 
wich J.    Stands  over. 

Easton  t.  Istead,    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Dismissed. 

Foy,  Morgan  &  Co,  v.  Kempf.    Appeal  from  Joyoe  J.    Part  heard. 

Fbidat,  December  19. 

Foy,  Morgan  &  Co.  v.  Kempf.    Appeal  from  Joyce  J.    Beferred  back 

to  Master. 
In  re  Bdbert  Allan,  deceased.    Vow's  Legal  Bepresentatice  Y.  Cassaigne. 

Appeal  from  Bnckley  J.    Allowed. 
Carfrae  v.  BUntnt.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Part  heard. 

Satubdat,  December  20. 

Bennett  v.  Stone.    Appeal  from  Baokley  J.    Judgment  postponed. 
Patent  Exploitation,  Limited  v.  Siemens  Brothers  <fc  Co.,  Limited. 

Appeal  from  Buckley  J.    Allowed. 
Stagg  ▼.  Medway  {Upper)  Navigation  Company.    Appeal  from  Swinfen 

Eady  J.    Dismissed. 
Carfrae  y.  Blount.    Appeal  from  Kekewich  J.    Allowed. 


During  the  sittings  of  the  Courts  The  Weekly  Notes  wUl  he  published 
on  Saturday,  and  will  generally  comprise  Notes  of  Decisions  up  to 
and  including  those  of  the  previous  Thursday.  AU  oases  of  permanent 
interest  noted  therein  will  he  reported  in  full  in  The  Law  Bbpobts. 


Ibouee  of  Xorbs. 


Decia 

COUI^TT  COUNOIL  OF  LANARK,  ApFS.  ;  GLA800W  CoUBT 
H0USX8  COMMISSIONICBS,  BSSP8. 

Assessment  {Rates} — Construction  of  statute — Glasgow  Court 
Houses  Jet,  1890  (68  <fe  54  Vict.  c.  Mii.). 

Haldane,  K.C.,  Henry  Johnston,  E.G.,  and  Constable  (the  two 
latter  of  the  Scottish  Bar),  for  the  appellants. 

A.  Graham  Murray,  L.A.,  and  Scott  Dickson,  S.-G,  for  Scot* 
land,  for  the  respondents. 

Thb  Housb  (Earl  of  Halsbory  L.C.,  Lords  Macnaghten, 
Bobertson,  and  Lindley),  reyersod  the  decision,  (1901)  3  F.  103, 
of  the  Second  Diyision  of  the  Court  of  Session,  a^d  restored  the 
judgment  of  the  Lord  Ordinary  with  costs  both  here  and 
below. 

Agents  for  appellants :  Grahames,  Currey  <fe  Spens,  for  Brucet^ 
Eerr  &  Bums,  W.S.,  Edinburgh. 

Agents  for  respondents:  William  Robertson  A  Co.,  for 
Webster,  WUl  A  Co.,  Edinburgh.  ,    ,       G.  J.-W. 
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l)(Gb  Court  of  Justice^ 


CHANCERY  DIVISION, 


Eekewich  J. 


In  re  Smiltsb. 

BXDFOBD  V.  HUOHSS. 


D6C.il. 


Will^Comiruction—IUegitimaie  child— Qi/t  to  issue  of  nephew 
including  an  illegitimaie  child  hy  name  — Oift  to  the  issue  of 
nephews  and  nieces. 

The  testator,  who  died  in  1883,  by  his  wiU,  dated  in  1880, 
devised  an  estate  in  Sheffield  npon  trnst  to  pay  the  income  to 
his  nephew  Qeorge  daring  his  life  or  nntil  he  shonld  assign 
the  same,  and  after  the  failure  of  the  lastly  thereinbefore 
mentioned  trost  in  his  (the  nephew's)  lifetime,  to  apply  the 
same  to  the  personal  support  of  the  testator's  said  nephew  and 
his  wife  and  issue,  whether  children  or  more  remote  issue^  for 
the  time  being  in  existence,  '' including  S.  S.  B.  hereinafter 
named,"  and  subject  thereto  upon  trust  to  sell  and  hold  the 
proceeds  upon  irust  for  the  children  of  his  said  nephew  living 
at  his  (the  testator's)  death  or  bom  afterwards,  "indading 
amongst  such  children  S.  S.  B.,  the  illegitimate  son  of  my  said 
nephew  ";  "  and  if  there  should  be  no  child  of  my  said  nephew, 
including  the  same  S.  S.  B.,  living  at  my  death  or  bom  after- 
wards," upon  trusts  for  the  benefit  of  eight  named  nephews 
and  nieces  of  the  testator  and  their  issue.  The  testator 
also  devised  another  estate  in  Sheffield  upon  trust  to  pay  the 
income  to  his  niece  Mary  during  her  life,  and  subject  thereto 
upon  trust  to  sell  and  hold  the  proceeds  upon  trust  for  her 
children,  and  in  default  of  children  '*  upon  trust  for  such  of  my 
nephews  and  nieces,  the  said  G^rge  and  the  eight  other  named 
nephews  and  nieces  aforesaid,  as  shall  be  living  at  the  decease 
of  my  said  niece  Mary,  and  the  issue  living  at  the  decease  of  my 
said  niece  Mary  of  sach  of  my  said  other  nephews  and  nieces 
as  shall  die  in  the  Ufetime  of  my  said  niece  Mary  leaving  issue 
in  equal  shares  as  tenants  in  common,"  such  issue  taking  only 
their  parents'  shares. 

Mary  died  in  February,  1902,  without  having  been  married. 
George  died  in  the  lifetime  of  Mary,  leaving  issue  only  one 
illegitimate  son,  the  said  S.  S.  B. 

This  summons  was  taken  out  by  the  trustees  of  the  will  to 
determine  whether  S.  S.  B.  was  entitled  under  the  will  to  a 
share  of  the  property  given  to  Mary  for  life. 

Kent/on  Parker,  for  the  trustees. 


B.  J.  Parker,  for  the  illegitimate  child. 

P.  0,  Latorence,  K.C,  Everardf  and  Paterson,  for  Intimate 
relations  entitled  under  the  gift  over. 

ExKBWiOH  J.  thought  that  upon  the  whole  theie  was  a 
sufficient  indication  in  the  will  to  include  S.  S.  B.  as  a  son  of 
the  testator's  nephew.  In  Meredith  v.  Farr,  (1843)  2  Y.  &a 
C.  C.  525,  the  question  was  not  whether  one  partioolar  child 
could  take,  but  whether  two  children  could  take ;  and  it  wis 
practically  impossible  to  let  in  the  one  without  the  other,  and 
practically  impossible  to  let  in  the  two.  That  was  a  diftont 
caso.  Moreover  at  that  time  references  to  illegitimate  children 
were  treated  in  an  entirely  different  manner.  He  apprehended 
that  Lord  Eldon  would  have  said  that  children  meant  childieii 
ex  propriis  nuptiis  procreatif  unless  there  was  the  clearest  indi- 
cation to  the  contrary;  but  in  late  years  the  Courts  had  shewn 
an  anxiety  to  give  effect  to  gifts  in  favour  of  those  who  were 
relations  except  in  law,  and  had  not  hesitated  to  iake  hold  of 
any  indication  in  the  will  pointing  in  that  direction.  Here,  in 
the  earlier  gifts,  the  testator,  knowing  the  facts,  had  recognised 
S.S.B.  as  a  son  of  his  nephew,  and,  although  he  did  not  refer  to 
him  by  name  in  the  gift  over  now  in  question,  it  was  incon- 
ceivable that  he  did  not  intend  him  to  take  under  this  gift. 
He  therefore  held  that  S.  S.  B.  was  entitled. 

Solicitors :  Peacock  &  Qoddard,  for  Henry  Vickert,  Sen  i 
Brown,  Sheffield ;  Qeare  A  Peace,  for  Wake  A  Sons,  Sheffield. 

H.EE 


Swinfen  Eady  J.  Dec  6. 

In  re  Automatio  Maghihbb  (Haydok  &  Ubbt's  PATBin), 

Limited. 
Gbaafe  v.  Automatic  Machines  (Hatdon  &  Ubbt's  Patbrs), 

Limited. 

Practice — Debenture-holder's  action — Motion  for  Judgment— 
Minutes, 

Short  cause. 

This  was  a  motion  for  judgment  in  default  of  defence  in  ii 
ordinary  debenture-holder's  action. 

As  the  usual  judgment  was  asked  for,  no  minutes  had  bett 
prepared. 

Oeorge  Latvrence,  for  the  plaintiff. 

The  company  did  not  appear. 

Swinfen  Eadt  J.  Ck)un8ers  minutes  must  always  be  Ml 
with  the  judge  on  these  applications,  even  if  the  common  t(S^ 
judgment  is  all  that  is  asked  for.  The  motion  must  stand  (f^ 
for  this  to  be  done. 

Solicitors :  Sutton,  Ommaney  <fc  Benddll  G.  B.  A. 
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SUPREME  COUET  TAXING  OFFICE. 

BBGULATIONS  TO  COME  INTO  FORCE  ON  THE 
llTH  OF  JANUARY,  1902. 


'  I)  The  Jndgmont  Order  or  other  authority  for  taxation  (herein- 
after called  the  Jndement)  is,  in  any  case  not  already  referred 
to  a  Master,  to  be  lodged  with  the  Sitting  Master. 

(2)  Taxations  under  Order  XIY.  and  other  short  and  argent  taxa- 
tions from  the  King's  Bench  Division  will  be  dispMed  of  by 
the  Sitting  Master  day  by  day. 

(8)  Where  practicable  the  bills  in  such  oases  with  the  Judgment 
are  to  be  left  with  the  Sitting  Master  not  later  than  the  day 
before  the  day  on  which  it  is  desired  to  tax.  Bills  will  be 
entered  according  to  priority  of  lodging  in  the  next  day's  list, 
which  will  be  issued  on  the  previous  evening.    The  hour  for 


which  notice  of  taxation  is  to  be  given  will  be  fixed  when  the 
bill  is  left,  and  notice  of  taxation  is  then  forthwith  to  be 
given  pursuant  to  Order  65  Rule  16. 

(4)  Id  cases  where  it  is  not  practicable  to  comply  with  Regulations, 
short  and  urgent  cases  will  be  taken  by  the  Sitting  Master 
after  the  day's  list  has  been  disposed  of.  In  snoh  cases 
notice  of  taxation  pursuant  to  Order  65  Rule  16  is  to  be  given 
for  1  p.m.  on  the  followinj?  day. 

(o)  All  other  cases  will  be  re&rred  by  the  Sitting  Bfaster  to  the 
Masters  in  rotation.  In  any  case  so  referred  in  which  an 
immediate  taxation  is  requisite,  the  Master  to  whom  it  is 
referred  will,  on  application  by  the  Solicitor  having  the  con- 
duct of  the  taxation,  flx  an  early  appointment  for  the  taxa- 
tion, and  will  give  notice  to  the  parties  of  the  appointment. 

These  Regnlations  apply  to  all  taxations  in  the  Supreme  Oourt 
Taxing  Office. 

BY  ORDER. 


HIGH    COURT    OF   JUSTICE. 

PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY  DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


PROBATE  AND  MATRIMONIAL. 


ADMIRALTY. 


The  Oansea  let  down  for  trial  will  be  taken  in  the  following  I 
Qtder: —  I 

UsBKrEKDXD  Matbdionial  Caubbs  will  be  taken  on  Monday,  18th, 
Tnesday,  14th,  and  Wednesday,  15th  January,  and  eaoh  Monday  | 
during  the  Sittings  after  Motions.  I 

Sfbcxai.  Juet^  Oaueh  will  be  taken  on  and  after  Thursday,  16th ; 
Jannary. 

Probate  and  Matrimonial  Special  Jury  Ganses  will  form  one  List, 
and  be  taken  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  set  down. 

Pmbatb  ahd  DnriHDXD  Matbdionial  Caubbb  tob  Hbabiho  bbvobi 

TBI  GouBT   IT8BLF  will  bo  taken  after  the  Special  Juries  are 

finished,  and  may  also  be  taken  in  Oourt  IL,  after  15th  January, 

when  Admiralty  Oases  are  not|appointed  to  be  heard. 

Probate  and  Defended  Matrimonial  Ganses  will  form  one  List,  and 

be  taken  in  the  order  in  whidi  they  are  set  down. 

OoHMOV  JvBT  OAim  will  be  taken  on  and  after  Tnesday,  18th 
Febrauy. 
PjKibate  and  Matrimonial  Oommon  Jury  Ganses  will  form  one  List, 
and  be  taken  in  the  order  in  whioh  they  are  set  down. 

DiTiHONAL  OouBT,  Tuesdays,  4  th  February  and  4th  March. 

MornoBs  AHD  SnmiONBBS :  Motions  will  be  heard  in  Oourt  at  12  o'clock 
oiiMondav,  13lh  January,  and  at  11  o'clock  on  each  suoceeding 
Monday  during  the  Sittings,  and  Summomn  before  the  Judge 
will  be  heard  at  11  o'clock  on  Monday,  13th  January,  at  half- 
past  10  o'clock  on  Saturday,  18th  January,  and  on  eaoh  succeed- 
ing Saturday  during  the  Sittings. 


Thb  Goxtbt  will  sit  in  the  Royal  Gourts  of  Justice— 

At  10.80  Ajic.  on  every  Week-day,  except  Monday,  and  at  11  a.m. 
on  every  Monday,  from  Saturday,  January  11th,  until  Wednes- 
day, March  26th,  inclusive. 

A  Divisional  Gourt  will  sit  on  the  first  Tnesday  in  eaoh  month 
during  the  Sittings,  when  neoessary. 

Summonses  in  Ghambers  will  be  taken  at  11,  and  Motions  in  Gourt 
at  11.80  every  Monday  during  the  Sittings. 

All  Papers  for  Motions  and  for  Summonses  to  be  heard  before  the 
Judge  must  be  left  in  the  Admiraltv  Registry,  Royal  Gourts  of 
Justioe  ifioom  738),  on  the  Wednesday  preceding. 


Summonses  before  the  Registrar  will  be  heard  at  the  Adndralty 
Registry,  Royal  Gourts  of  Justioe  (^Roam  730  or  729),  at  11  a.m. 
on  every  Wednesday  and  Satorday  during  the  same  period. 


before  the  Registrars  will  be  heard  at  the  Probate 
Registry,  Somerset  House,  on  each  Tuesday  and  Friday  during  the 
BttHB0i,  at  balf-pasi  11  o'dook. 
All  Papers  for  Motions  on  Mondays  mtwi  be  left  in  the  Gontontious  ' 
rtment  of  the  Principal  Probate  Registry  at  Somerset  House 
1 2  o^fllock  pJB.  on  the  preoeding  Wednesday. 


The  Admiralty  Registry  and  the  Marshal's  Office  are  on  the  Third 
Floor  of  the  West  Wing,  in  Rooms  Nos.  729  to  744,  and  are  open 
from  10  to  4,  except  on  Saturday,  and  during  the  Long  Yacation, 
the  Ghristmas  Yaoation,  and  on  Whit  Tuesday,  when  the  hours 
are  from  10  to  2. 

The  Long  Yaoation  is  from  August  18th  to  October  28rd,  and  the 
Ghristmas  Yaoation  from  Deoember  24th  to  January  6th, 
inclusive. 

The  Offices  are  dosed  on  Qood  Friday,  Easter  Eve,  Easter  Monday 
and  Tuesday,  and  Whit  Monday,  also  on  Ghristmas  Day,  and 
the  next  following  worUng  day. 

Registrar's  Room,  780 ;  Assistant  Registrar's  Room,  729 ;  Reference 
Room,  748;  Marshal's  Room,  740.    ^    -  ■ 
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INCOEPOEATED    LAW    SOCIETY. 


THE  TRAVERS-SMITH  SCH0LAK8HIP, 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Counoil  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  held 
on  Friday,  13th  December,  1901,  the  Scholarship  for  the  year  1901, 
was,  on  tiie  recommendation  of  the  TroBtees  of  the  late  Mr.  Joseph 
Travera-Smith,  awarded  to  Mr.  Henry  Osmond  Look,  who  served  his 
Articles  with  the  late  Mr.  Arthur  Henry  Look  and  Mr.  William 
Wilton  Beed,  both  of  Dorchester,  and  Messrs.  Bridgman  &  WHloodks 
of  London. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


December  10.  The  King  was  this  day  pleased  to  confer  the  honour  of 
Knighthood  on  Archibald  Campbell  Lawrie,  Esq.,  late  Puisne 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Ceylon. 

December  10.  The  King  was  this  day  pleased  to  confer  the  honour  (tf 
Knighthood  on  Albert  de  Butien,  Bsq.,  Chief  Ifagistrate  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts. 

December  19.  The  King  has  been  pleased  to  direct  Letters  Patent 
to  be  passed  under  the  Great  Seal  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  conferring  the  dignity  of  a  Knight  of  the  said 
United  Kingdom  unto— 

Joseph  Ignatius  Little,  Esq.,  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Newfoundland ;  and 


Samuel  Brownlow  Gray,  Esq., 
Bermuda  Islands. 


C.M.G.,  Chief  Justioe  of  the 


December  19.  The  King  has  been  pleased,  by  Wanant  nodsr  Hii 
Majesty's  Boyal  Sign  Manual,  bearing  date  the  17th  instani,  to 
appoint  Bobert  Arthur  Germaine,  Esq.,  Barristei^at-Law,  to  be 
Becorder  of  tiie  City  of  Lichfield,  in  the  room  of  Bupert  Edirul 
Cooke  Kettle,  Esq.,  resigned. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Albert  William  Byroh  and  Thomas  Cox  (Byrch  &  Cos),  Attoneji 
and  Solisitors,  Evesham,  Worcester,  by  mutual  conseot  as  im 
December  14, 1901.  The  said  T.  Cox  and  Thomas  Allard  Goivfll 
continue  to  carry  on  the  business  under  the  style  of  Byroh,  GoxA 
Son. 

George  Duncan  Grey  and  Arthur  William  Page  (BxamUe,  Watii, 
Grey  &  Page),  Solicitors,  Bristol,  by  mutual  consent  on  June  29, 1901. 
The  business  is  continued  by  A.  W.  Page  in  partnership  with  Vinoenl 
Thompson  under  the  style  uf  Bramble,  Watts,  Page  ft  Tbompeoa 

Walter  Bye  and  William  Henry  Eyre  (Bye  ft  Eyre),  Solkatoni 
16  GK)lden  Square,  W.,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  December  31,190L 
The  said  W.  H.  Eyre,  and  Frank  Gibbs  Bye,  anS  Arthur  Loekjer 
Bye  will  carry  on  the  business  as  Bye  ft  Eyre. 

Wilfred  Ivanhoe  Thomas  and  James  Churke  (Finney,  Thoiiiu*OD> 
Solicitors,  33  Chancery  Lane,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  DeodabatS, 
1901. 


liONDON :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  ft,  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publibhibiis,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.O. 
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NOW  READY.     Demy  8va,  cloth,  27«.  6<i. ;  cash  price,  22«. 
LELY    AND    PEARCE'S    "AGRICULTURAL    HOLDINGS.'* 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  ACTS,  1883  &  1900, 

AlTD  OTHER 

Agricultural  Statutes,  including  tfie  Game,  Distress,  and  Worlcmen's  Compensation  Acts. 
Arranged,  with  Notes  and  Forms,  by  J.  M.  LELY,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Editor  <rf  "  Woodfall'a  Law  of  Landlord  and  Teaant";  and 

W.  H  ANBURY   AGGS,  Barrister  -  at  -  Law. 

BEING  A  THIRD  EDITION  OF  LELY  AND  PEARCE'S  "AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS' 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lmirap,  Law  PoBLiSHma,  7,  Plmw  Stbmt,  RO. 

NOW  READY.     Demy  8va,  oloth,  lOt. 

A  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.I.,  Assistant  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

Author  of  ''A  Digest  of  ths  Law  of  BUU  of  Exchange,''  "  The  SaU  of  Goods  Act,  including  the  Factors  Acts,*"  i«.j 

AJSD 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  AlliiLnnA^  Marine  and  General  Assurance  Co.,  Ltd. 
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Second  Edition,  thorougrhly  Revised.    Demy  8vo.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postagre.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 


OTSf   THE 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BRETT, 

Of  fSbt  Bffiddle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  UniversitT;   B.A.»  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  College, 

DabGn;   Ezfaibttioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;   Holder  of  me  First  Certificate  of  Honour.   Michaelmas,  1869; 

Joint  Author  of  Clerke  and  Brett's  Conyeyandnff  Acts ;  Author  of  Brett* s  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883^  and  of 

Treading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooety. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  that 
whiA  is  pnotically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


*  We  axe  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
lerision.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensiYe  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
ew.tained  in  a  marvellousl j  small  oompass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
cootiiTed,  by  the  Insertion  of  lllustratiYe  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
tatofesting  instead  of  repuldye  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
Ilii  of  leading  recent  oases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
rtated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  enmmfBided  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.     The  index  has 

becnimfsored,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 

eonmaisnt  sise  of  the  volumea" — Soiioiior^  JowmdL 
'^Tke  success  which  we  predicted   for   this   book  on   its   first 
only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  .  .  Mr.  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  out 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  the 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  were  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  numerous 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  his  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legislature." — 
Law  Journal. 

<<  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  session." — 
Law  Notes. 
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ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing  a  fall  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  indnding  the  Law  under  the  Bankruptcy 
Acte,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcj  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 
ActBy  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  with 
OreditoTBy  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  and 
Formay  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrlster-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

-  In  ndte  of  rivals,  Robson^B  Law  and  Praaliee  in  Bankruptey-^eok  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  position  in  legid 
maatme.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  Act  and 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  this  there 
•le  w>  ehanges.  The  judicial  dedsions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobeon  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  up-to-date 
teit-book."— XoM  TinwB. 

**  This  standaid  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  the  many 
iaportant  eases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  learned  author  on  the 
wisdoni  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  work  should 
be  without  it;  and  as  kmg  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  aocord  future 
the  same  praise."— Xaw  NoU$, 

7,  Fleet  Stbbbt,  E.C. 
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NOW   READY.     Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  18«. 


THE   COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-1900. 

Together  with  the  Special  Constables  Acts ;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts ;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts ;  the  Police 
Rates  Acts  ;  the  High  Constables  Act ;  the  Riot  Damages  Act ;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 
Property  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Government  Act. 

With  Introdtictian,   Notes  and  Indeoc 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Circuit,  Barrister-at-Law. 
"Mr.  Otnakbael  has  supplied «  decided  want  In  the  present  yolome."— Law  Kmev. 
*'Th6  book  wlU  be  a  yalnable  addition  to  the  law  Ubrary  of  ereij  police  antlMrltj."— Polfe*  JTeoieio. 


LoirooH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishkes,  7,  Fleet  Stbeet,  KC. 
Third  Edition,  thoroughly  Bevised.  Bemy  Svo.,  doth,  168. 

THE   LAW  OF  COPYRIGHT, 

IKCLUDINO 

The  AMEBIOAN  OOFTBIQET  AOT.the  BEBNE  OONVENTION,  the  consequent  OBDEB  IN  COMGIL; 

And  Cases  to  Date.    Also  Referenee  to,  and  Explanation  of,  the  Customs  Act  of  1876  Relating  to  the 
Importation  of  Pirated  Editions  of  En^rlish  Copyright  Books  by  the  British  Colonies. 

By  THOMAS    EDWARD   SCRUTTON,   M.A.,   LL.B.,   Barrister-at-Law, 

AvOmt  €f"The  MeftikaiiU  Shipgkig  Aat,  1894,"  <« Ohofterparties  and  BUU  of  Lading,"  <6o.,  amd 
Leotwrer  in  Ckmmon  Law  to  iKe  Jnoorporated  Law  Soouif, 

**  We  tlimk  it  ii  not  onlj  tlie  eariest,  but  the  moit  useful  and  practioal  work  on  oopyright.**— lato  Quarterly  JBavtfaw. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitsd,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Fuebt  Stbeet,  E.G. 

Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899. 
\*  The  Bapplement  oan  be  had  separately,  limp  doth,  as.  6d. 

DJBLRBir    and    BOSAMQUJBT 

ON  THE 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

S3DOOJTX)    HlDITIOIfr- 
BT 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Law. 

**  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqaet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limte; 
tions.    During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  havi^ 
been  produced.    The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  w| 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  Law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.    And  in  t^l 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  fc»| 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  manv  points  relating  toj 
the  limitation  of  actions.    In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  Mt.  j 
Bosanquet.    The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examina^  I 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  reliwj 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.    The  plan  of  the  new  edition  f?U^*l 
substantially  wai  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  it  m 
become  necessary,  as  .the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  Quarterly  Review. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS.— No.  1. 


Session  1902. 


Ijistf  as  far  as  possible,  of  bffectivb  Cawes  only. 


OAUSBS  STANDING  FOR  HEARING. 

Boxnaey  Urban  Diatrict  Council  v.  Yostry  of  St.  MaryA 

Islingion ) 

frjet  and  Others  v.  Ewart  and  Others  .... 
Kritish  Natural  Premium  Life  Aflsociation,  Limited  v.  Hall 
}iflbid  and  Another  v.  Masbonaland  DeyelopmeDt  Gompany| 

(Willonghhy's),  Limited,  and  Others   .         .  ./ 

fpenoer  v.  Milward 

Sdinbnr^h  and  DiBtricfe  Water  Trustees  v.  Olippcus  Oill 

Company,  Limited j 

[«eigh  and  Others  v.  Taylor  and  Others  .... 
Undon  County  Council  v.  Attorney-General  and  Others  . 
Uird  AdYocate  r.  Stewart  and  Another   .... 

Dongan  v.  M acpherson 

De  Freville  v.  Nash  and  Another  (Abatod) 
Qnebain  Life  ABsaranco  Society,  Limited  v.  Bishop 
XidUnd  Railway  Company  v.  Attorney-General  (on  bohalf\ 

oCHisUajesty) / 

SkiniuogioTe  Iron  Company,  Limited  v.  Walker  and  Others 
London  Goauty  Council  v.  Metropolitan  Electric  Supply  1 

Company,  limited / 

Parish  Council  of  Rntherglen  v.  Parish  Council  of  Glasgow 


England. 

England. 
England. 

England. 

England' 

Scotland. 

England. 
England. 
Scotland. 
Scotland. 
England. 
England. 

England. 

England. 

England. 

Scotland. 


District  Committee  of  Lower  Ward  of  County  of  Lanark  j 

and  Others  v,  ProYOst,  Ac,  of  Rutherglen     .  .         .  j 

Law  Union  and  Crown  Insurance  Company  v.  Hill  andj 

Another j 

The  Queen  (at  the  prosccotiou  of  the  County  Council  oft 

Kildare)  v.  Barton  and  Others / 

Wrigley  v.  Whittaker  and  Sons 

Nixon's  Navigation  Company,  I  irnited  v.  Company  of  Pro-j 

prietors  of  the  Glamorganshire  Canal  Navigation  .         .  / 
Hilder  and  Others  v.  Dexter 

Minstrell  v.  Sandars 

Janson  v.  Driefontein  Consolidated  Mines,  Limitei  . 
Willis  and  Others  v.  Barron  and  Another 


CLAIMS  OF  PEERAGE  DEPEi^DING. 

Norfolk  (Earldom). 

Darcy  de  Enajth,  Meynill  and  Fauconberg. 

Office  of  Lord  Great  Chamberlain. 


Scotland. 

England. 

Irelanl. 

England. 

England. 

England. 

England. 

England. 
EiighinJ. 
England. 


SUPREME  COURT  OP  JUDICATURE. 

HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


THE    COURT    OP    APPEAL. 


Appsal  Coubt  I.— -Notioh. 
The  Appeals  or  other  business  proposed  to  be  taken  in  this  Court  will  from  time  to  time  be  announced  in  the  Dailv  Cause  List. 


Appeal  Coxjbt  II. — ^Notices. 

bteilocniory   Motions   from   the  Clianccry  and  Probate  and   Divorce  Divisions  will  bo  taken   on   Saturday,  January   II,  Wednostluy 

January  15,  and  every  subsequent  Wednesday. 

lankniptcy  Appeals  will  be  taken  on  Friday,  January  17,  and  following  Fridays. 

tivKALS  from  the  Lancaster  and  Durham  Palatine  Courts  (if  reached)  will  be  taken  on  Thursday,  January  16,  Thursday,  Febnnry  20 

•  and  Thursday,  March  20. 

Subject  to  the  above,  Chancery  Final  Appeals  will  be  taken  every  day  until  further  notice. 

K.B. — Probate  and  Divorce  Final  Appeals  will  be  taken  on  a  day  to  be  appointed,  notice  of  which  will  be  given. 


APPEALS 

ktnn  Ihe  Chancery  Division,  the  ProhoUe, 
IHvoree  and  Admiralty  Division  {Pro- 
hate  and  Divorce),  and  ihe  County 
^aJatine  and  Stannaries  Courts, 


General  List. 


1899. 


la  re  Tienunn's  Patent,  A.D.,  1893,  No.  8,736,  &c. 
and  Patents,  DeslgnB,  kc  Acts 
appl.of  I'eton.  Franx,  Fritsche  k 
Go.  fiom  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Cozens-Hardy,  dated  Aug.  3,  1899 
(pecnrity  ordered,  March  14, 1900) 
August  30 


2    Tebb 


1900. 

}m  on 
dated 
15,  19a0  (flecnr.ty  ordered) 


Cave    appl.  of  Deft,  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated  Feb. 


o  /In  re  The  New  Zealand  Midlanl  Ry.  Oo.  Id, 
^  [r 


Aprils 
Smith  (on  behalf,  kc)  v.  Lublock    sppl.  of  The 
^Continued  on  ^ge  10.] 
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Saturday, 

Jau. 

11 

Monday 

ft 

i:j 

Tuesday 

14 

Wednesday 

•t 

15 

Thubsday 

» 

16 

Fbidat 

n 

17 

Satubday 

n 

18 

Monday 

i» 

20 

Tuesday 

» 

21 

Wednesday 

22 

TUURSDAY 

»» 

23 

Friday 

ti 

24 

Satcbday 

i» 

25 

Monday  ^  27 

Tuesday  „  28 

Wednesday  „  29 

Thursday  „  30 

Friday  „  ol 

Satubday,  Feb.  1 


Monday  »,  3 

Tuesday  „  4 

Wednesday  „  5 

Thubsday  „  ti 


Friday 
Satcbday 


Friday 
Saturday 


MOXDAT  „  10 

TUKBDAY  „  11 

Wednesday  „  12 

Thubsday  „  13 


Court  of  Appeal. 


APPEAL  COUBT. 
(IN  APPEAL  COTTBT  No.  I.) 

FintU  and  InterlocuUny  Appealt 
from  Vie  Kinff'i  Bench  Dimswn, 
the  New  Trial  Paper^  and  Cates 
in  Jn  7Tg  The  Woikmen's  Com- 
fen$ation  Act,  or  other  Business 
proposed  fo  te  taken  in  thit 
Court,  will,  from  time  to  time, 
be  annotnu:ed  in  the  Daily 
Caitfe  Lint, 


14 
15 


Monday  „  17 

Tuesday  ^  18 

Wednesday  „  19 

TnURSDAY  „  *J0 


APPEAL  OOORT. 
(IN  APPEAL  COTTBT  No.  IL) 

The  Oeneral  List  and  Interlo- 
cutory Appeals,  from  the  Chan- 
cery and  Frobate,  Divorce,  and 
Admiralty  DimHont,  and  the 
County  Palatine  and  Stan- 
naries Court*,  and  Appeals  in 
Bankruptcy  and  Lunacy,  or 
other  Business  projxtsed  to  be 
taken  in  this  Oour-t,  will,  f  rem* 
time  to  time,  be  anntnntr'ed  in 
the  Daily  Cause  List. 


N.B.  —  Lunacy  Matters 
(when  any)  will  be  taken 
in  Appeal  Court  II.  on 
Mondays  at  11,  and  Pro- 
bate and  Divorce  Ap- 
peals will  be  taken  on 
days  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Court. 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE- 


OEASOEBT  OOITBT,  I. 


Before  Mr. 
Justice  Kekewich. 


The  following  will  be  the 
Order  of  Business : — 

Monday  —  Chamber  Sum- 
monses. 

Tuesday  —  Short  Causes, 
Petitions  and  Atljoorned 
Summonses. 

Wednesilay  and  Thursday 
—  Adjourned  Summonses. 

Friday — Motions  and  Ad- 
journed Sum  niou  ties. 

N.B.— The  first  day  of  the 
Sittings,  Saturday,  Jan. 
II,  and  the  last  day, 
Wednesday,  March  26, 
will  also  be  Motion  Days. 

Saturday  —  Adjourned 
Summonses. 

Actions  Without  Witnesses 
(not  marked  short)  and 
Further  Considerations 
will  be  heard  on  days 
from  time  to  time  an- 
nounced in  Dailf  Cause 
List. 

Short  Causes  will  be  put 
into  Tue8day*s  List  on 
the  necessary  papers  (in- 
cluding minntes)  being 
left  with  the  Judge's 
Clerk. 

N.B.  —  Retained  Actions 
with  Wi  In  esses,  and  any 
other  Cases  with  Wit- 
nesses which  it  is  con- 
venitnt  for  Mr.  Justice 
Kekewich  to  try,  not- 
withstanding that  he  is 
ordinarily  to  king  Xou- 
Witntss  Business  only, 
will  l>e  taktn  ui  timis  to 
be  announced  iu  the 
Da'lv  Cause  List. 


CHAUCEBYCOmE 


Before^. 
Justice  Byk>'e. 


Motions,  Short  Causes,  P^ 
tit  ions.  Pro.  Somna.,  aud 
Xon-Witness  List. 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Non-AVitne8s  List    , 
Ditto  .        .       .      . 

Companies'  Actaaud  Kt* 
Witness  List. 

Motions  and  Non-Witaea 
List. 

Short  Causes,  Petitiou, 
Procedure  Summonses,! 
Non-Witnes3  List 

Sitting  in  Chambers. 

Non- Witness  List    . 

Ditto  .        .      '  .  • 

Companies*  Acts  auA^oii- 
Witness  List 

Motns.  &  Non-^Vitns.  list. 

Short  Causes,  PetitioM, 
Procedure  Summonse:*.* 
Non-Witness  List. 

Sitting  in  Chambera 

Xon-Witness  List. 
Ditto. 

Companies'  Acts  ami  N' 
Witness  List. 

Motns.  ANon-Witos-Lisl 

Short  Causes,  PetitioM 
Procedure  Summonsf«.l 
Xon-Witness  List. 

Sitting  in  Chambers. 

Xon-Witness  I-i^^t     . 

Ditto. 

Companies*  Ae!s  anil  N 
Witness  List.  ^— 

Motns.  &  Xon-Wilna.  li^ 

Shoit     Causes,    Petitiog 
Procedure  SuminoTi!-ei»« 
Non-Witness  Li^t.       ■ 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Xon-Witness  List     . 
Ditto.  .  J 

Cum  panics*  Ads  and  No**" 
Wituees  List. 

Motns.  &  Xon-\rit»s.  I 

Short     Causes.    Ptlitic*^ 
Procedure  ^iiimiuoaie? 
Xon-Witnei?s  Li?t 

Sitting  iu  ChaInb^^^^ 

Xou- Witness  Li!»t 


1 


Ditto  .         .        . 
Compatiies'  Acts  .">'J>1  N 
Witness  Li.-^r. 
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HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


CHAI^CERY  DIVISION. 


LOBD  OHANOELLOB'S  OOUBT. 

Before 
Mr.   Justice  Farwell. 


Except  when  other  Basineas  is  ad- 
Teiiiaed  in  the  Daily  Oanse  List 
Mr.  Justice  Farwkll  will  take 
AotibiiB  with  Witnesses  daily 
tbioDg'hont  the  Sittings. 


CHANCERY  COURT,  IV. 


Before 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley. 


Except  when  other  Business  is  ad- 
vertised in  the  Daily  Canse  List 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley  will  take 
Actions  with  Witnesses  daily 
tbronghoot  the  Sittings  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  other  Business. 


OHAHOEBT  OOUBT,  m. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Joyce. 


Except  when  other  Business  is  ad- 
vertised in  the  Daily  Cause  List 
Mr.  Justice  Jotob  will  take 
Actions  with  Witnesses  dally 
throughout  the  Sittings. 


KIM'S  BENCH  COURT,  I. 


Before  Mr. 
Justice  SwiNFEN  Eady. 


Motions,  Short  Causes,  nnd  Petitions 


Sitting  in  Chambers 
General  Paper 

Ditto 

Ditto 


Saturday,       Jan.    1 1 


Monday 
Tuesday 
Wedkesday 
Thursday 


Motions  and  General  Paper   .  Friday 

Manchester  and  Liverpool  Bus'ncss      Saturday 


Sitting  in  Chambers      .         .         .  !  Monday 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General  i  Tuesday 

Paper.  j 

General  Paper      .         .         .         ,  '  Wednesday 
Ditto       •         .     *    .         .         .     Thursday 


Motions  and  General  Paper  • 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 
Paper. 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

General  Paper      .... 

Ditto       .... 

Ditto       .... 


Friday 

Saturday 


Motions  and  General  Paper   . 
Liverpool  and  Manchester  Busiocsa 


Monday 

I  Tuesday 
I  Wednesday 

!  Thursday 

Friday 
Saturday, 


Sitting  in  Chambers 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 

Paper. 
General  Paper      .... 
Ditto 


Monday 
Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 


Motions  and  General  Paper   .         .   ,  Friday 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General     Saturday 
Paper.  i 


Sitting  in  Chambers 
General  Paper 

Ditto       . 
Ditto 


j  Monday 
i  Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 


Motions  and  General  Paper  . 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  BusinesH 


Sitting  in  Chambers 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  Genenil 

Paper. 
Geneml  Paper       .... 
Ditto 


ICorUinuied  i     . 
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SUPREME    COURT    OF    JUDICATURE. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902-Hxmtinued. 


Fbidat, 
Satvbdat 

Monday 

lUESDAT 

WIDNS8DAT 
Thubsday 

Fbidat 

Saturday, 

Monday 

TgEBDAY 

Wednesday 
Thubsday 

Friday 

Saturday 


Monday 
Tuisday 

Wednesday 
Thursday 

Friday 
Saturday 


Monday 

TiESDAY 

Wednesday 
Tuubbday 

Friday 
Saturday 


Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednej  day 


Court  of  Appeal. 

APPEAL  COURT.  APPEAL  OOOET. 

(IN  APPEAL  OOITBT  Ho.  I.)  (IH  APPEAL  OOVBT  Ho.  n.) 


I 


Feb.  21 


22 


24  I 
25 

26  j 

27  I 


«  28 
Mar.  1 


10 
11 
12  I 
13 

I 

14  i 

15  : 


17 
18 
19 
20 

21 
22 


24 
26 


[_8ee  page  6. J 


ISee  page  6.] 


HIGH  COURT  OP  JUSTICE- 


OHAirCIEET  OOUET,  L 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Kekewich. 


ISee  page  6.] 


OHAHOEBYCOUET,!!: 

Before  Mr.      ! 

Justice  Byrnk    i 


Motions    &    Non-WitneM 

List. 
Short    Causes,    PetitloDfl, 

Procedure  SummonseB,^ 

Non-Wituess  List 
Sitting  in  Ghamben. 
Kon-WitnesB  List    .      . 
Ditto.        .       .      . 
Companies*  Acts  and  Nan- 

Witness  List 
Motions    &    NoQ-TitDeH 

List. 
Short    Causes,   Petiti(n% 

Procedure  SammanBei,& 

Non-Witness  List. 
Sitting  in  Chambers.      . 
Non- Witness  List    • 

Ditto .        .       .      . 
Companies'  Acts  and  Nod- 

Witness  List.  1 

Motions  and  Non-WitDM  | 

List. 
Short    Causes,    PetiiiiaB, ; 

Procedure  8umiiiaBBei,& ' 

Non-Witness  List        ' 
Sitting  in  Chamben. 
Non- Witness  List    . 

Ditto.        .       .  ^  • 
Companies'  Acts  and  Nod* 

Witness  List 
Motns.  &  NoQ-Witna  List 
Short    Causes,    Petitiooi, 

Procedure  SuinmoDies,^ 

Non- Witness  List 
Sitting  in  Chambers. 
Non- Witness  List  ;. 

Ditto.        .       .  ^  • 
Companies*  Acts  and  N«' 

Witness  List 
Motns.&Non-Witns.Li«t 

Short    Cauces,    Petilifloj 
Procedure  Summonses,*  i 
Non- Witness  List 

Sitting  in  Chambois. 

Motns.  &  Nou-Witn&  List 

Sitting  in  Chamben 


The  Witnea  Act'cm  ntcoMtdlj 
Mv.  Jiut  ce  Bybx«  v»/i  6e  W*  , 
Jrofn.  time  to  timt  o*  tt«  ««  | 
of  the  Jfon-Witneu  I^*^ 
jermit;  InU  JMioni  (od  P^ 
tUioM  wiUalwaft  U  to*»» 
Fridayg  and  Satturdaifs  re9«^ 
tio^y  tkrouifhaut  the  SUtmfi-   1 

Amg  Ouoe  intended  tolnlMrt 
«  a  Short  Oiwe  »«<'!', 
marked  in  the  CemmM^i  t 
UaU  one  tiear  daf  ft^^^w*  , 
tame  can  U  pUin  the  F^^ 
toU  90  hMrd,amdtheneeefVji\ 
Pmm,  imelmding  two  Cv^ 
qfthoMleuUee  ^ the fn^\ 
Moment  or  Order,  mjf^ 

ebor  day  &«rM«  ^  Cmtiu^ 
tobeputitUotheFvrar, 
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SUPREME    COURT    OF    JUDICATURE. 


HILARY  SITTTNGS,  1902— continued. 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


LOaD  OHANOELLOE'S  OODBT. ,      OHANOERT  COURT,  IV. 


Before 
Mr.  Justice  FarwelIi. 


[See  page  7.] 


Before 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley. 


ISeepagel.'] 


OSAVCEBT  COITST,  m. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Joyce. 


[See  page  7.] 


KIN&'S  BENCH  OOUET,  L 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Swinfen  Eady. 


Motions  and  General  Paper   • 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 
Paper. 

Sitting  in  Cliambers 

General  Paper       .        .        .        . 

Ditto 

Ditto 


Motions  and  General  Paper   . 
Liverpool  and  Manchester  Business 


Sitting  in  Chambers 
Short  Causes,  Pets.,  and  Gen.  Paper 
General  Paper      .         •         •         • 
Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 


Short  Cause?,  Petitions,  and  General 
Paper. 

Sitting  in  Chambers      • 

General  Paper      .... 

Ditto 

Ditto 


Motions  and  General  Paper    . 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  Business 


Sitting  in  Chambers 
Short  Causes,  Pets.,  and  Gen.  Paper 
General  Paper      .... 
Ditto 

Motions  aud  General  Paper    . 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  nnd  General 
Paper. 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Short  Causes,  Pets.,  and  Gen.  Paper 

General  Paper      •        .        •        . 


Ajoj  CMise  inUndid  to  he  heard  ae  a  Short 
C«ii8e  muttbe  to  morJbed  in  the  Cauee  Book 
at  leatt  one  dear  4aj/  before  the  tame  can 
be  piUin  the  Paper  to  be  to  heard.  Two 
ooplM  of  Minutes  of  the  propoaed  Judgment 
or  Ordtf  mmt  be  l^t  in  Court  with  the 
Jndge't  Clerk  one  dear  day  btforc  the 
Cause  i»  to  beputin  the  Paper* 

N.B.— The  following  Papers  on  For.  Oon.  are 
required  for  the  nae  of  the  Judges  vis.— 3Vn» 
Copie*  ^if  Minutes  of  the  propokd  Judgwient 
or  Order,  1  Oopy  Pleadings,  and  1  Oopn 
Master's  Certi/oate,  which  must  be  ^ft  in 
Court  fpitk  the  Jud^fes  Clerk  one  dear  dag 
before  the  Jur.  Con,  is  readjf  to  ora«  into 
tie  Paper, 


¥niDAT, 

Feb. 

21 

Satubdat 

t> 

28 

Monday 
Tuesday 

WlDlfODAT 

Thubsdat 

N 
W 

2i 
25 
26 
27 

Fbidat 

M 

28 

Satubdat, 

Mar. 

1 

Monday  ^  "^ 

Tuesday  ,,  4 

Wednesday  „  5 

Thubsday  n  6 


Fbiday 

n 

7 

Saturday 

«) 

8 

Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thubsday 

M 
VI 

10 
11 
12 
It 

Fbiday 
Satubday 

li 
15 

Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thubsday 

9t 

17 
18 
19 
20 

Fbiday 
Satubday 

21 
22 

Monday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 

24 
25 
26 
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J  (Holly 
•  iGreen 


lOoniinued /Nm  pm§e  5.} 

IndiutrUl  aod  Q«D«rml  Trn^  Id' 
from  order  of  Mr.  Jnatloe  Keke- 
wlch,  dated  ApiU  6, 1900 

May  34 

4    Qmitt^malBe     Keai.  Snreez  h  General  Land  Soc  • 

appl.  of  PltfT.  fh)m  order  of  Mr- 

Jobdoe  GoMDS-Hardjr,  dated  Aag 

11.1900  Angastie 

RmnaeT 

Rmnfley  appl.  of  Pltff.  J.  C.  Holly 
k  Deft  E.  8.  HoUy  ttcm  order  of 
Mr.  JoBttoe  Kekewlch.  dated  July 
6,  1900  Qko.  for  Judge's  Certificate 
that  be  does  oo(  require  aoy  fur- 
ther argomeat)  Auguet  16 
/Is  re  Tbe  GompaatoB'  Acta,  1863  to  1890  and 
[in  n  LiUy  k  LiUy  U.  appl.  of  Arthur  Mead  from 
order  of^Mr.  Jiuttce  Wright,  dated 
Not.  3, 1900  part  heard 

November  12 
Johnaon,  Oole,  Brier  k  Oordrey  Id. 
appl.  of  DrfL  Oo.  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Ooaena-Uardy,  dated 
July  34, 1900  tieptember  7 

Broderick  appl.  of  Deft,  irom  order 
of  Mr.  JoatlceCosena-Hardy,  dated 
July  6, 1900  October  10 

9    CoUicott  South  Staifordahlre  Mines  Drainage 

Gommrs.  appl.  of  Deft  fhxn 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewlch. 
dated  Aug.  «,  1896  (restored  by 
order,  Aug.  1, 1900) 

(Novembers,  1896) 
,.  (lu  re  Gore  Booth,  dec.  October  36 

'"  iGore  Booth  Gore  Booth  appl.  of  Pltff.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewlch, 
dated  July  37, 19  JO  (t.o.,  by  orJer, 
Feb.  38, 1901)  November  l 

II    Smith  Kerr    appl.  of  Deft.  G.  Booth  ftom 

order  ox  Mr.  Justice  Cozens-Hardy, 
dated  June  19, 1900  November  U 
13  In  re  Tiustee  Act,  1893  and  the  Trustee  Relief  Act 
and  In  re  Henry  Lawrence,  dec 
appL  of  Elizabeth  Lawnnoe  (ex- 
ecutrix of  Charles  Bowden  Law- 
rence, dec)  tnm  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Byrne,  dated  Nov.  33, 1900 


7    Shaw 


8    Lyell 


I  (produce  order— security  ordrrad) 
Decern! 


rin  re  The  Compai^es*  Acts,  1863  to  ljB98,  and 


iber  6 


(In  re  Ball 
(Ball 


The  Stray  Shot  k  Excelsior  Gold  Mioes  Id. 
appL  of  W.  J.  Beadley  ftnom 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright, 
dated  Nov.  39,  1900 

December  lO 


16    Neaveraon 


Ball  appL  of  T.  Evans  k  A.  N. 
Evans  fkom  order  <if  Mr.  Justice 
Coxens-Haxdy,  dated  Nov.  27. 
1900  December  10 

Rural  District  GonncU  of  Peter- 
borough appl.  of  Pltff.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justioe  Gosens-Hsrdy, 
dated  Nov.  io.  1900  December  14 
In  re  H.  Schmarr,  &c  and  Landa  Clauses  Consolida- 
tion Acts  k  Loudon  County  Council 
(Impt.)  Act,  1897  appl.  of  Lon* 
don  County  Council  fitom  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Byma,  dated  Dec  11, 
1900  December  31 

1901. 

Browne   appL  of  Deft,  ft-om  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Cosens-Haxdy,  dated 

August  11, 1900  February  4 

Luck    appL  of  Pltff.  fh>m  order  of 

Mr.  Justioe  Farwell,  dated  Oct.  30, 

1900  February  7 


Boeder  appl.  of  Deft  ftom  order  of 
Mr.  Justioe  Farwell,  dated  Feb.  8, 
1901  February  13 

Archer  Burton  appl.  of  Deft  Henry 
Gibbon  fh>m  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bockley,    dated  Nov.    23,   1900 


17    Chapman 


18    Hunt 


,.  I  In  re  Fowler 
"i  Murray 


30    Hellyer 


31 


/In  re  BuUen 


(8.0.  not  before  Jan.  13) 
Fel 


ebruary  16 


IMuspratt  Williams  v.  Howe 


appL  of  Deft  J.  N. 
Bullen  ficom  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Cozena-Hardy,  dated  Jan.  17, 1901 
Februarv  23 
22    Diproaa  Belgravla  Hotels  Co.  Id.    appl.  of 

Pltff.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Joyce,  dated  Nov.  27.  1900 

February  27 
33    In  re  Tbe  Companlea'  Acts,  1862  to  1893  Jt  In  re 


The  British  Drying  Co.  Id.  appl. 
of  G.  H.  Stntfields  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Wright,  dated  Jan. 
18, 1901  part  heard 
In  re  An  Arbitnttloo  between  George  Bell  k  The 
Mayor,  ke.  ot  Totaes  and  The 
Arbitration  Act,  1889  appl.  of 
G.  Bell  trooL  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Farwell,  dated  Feb.  8.  1901 

March3 

r Jaoobs  (tradbig,  ftc)  «.  Morrla  k  Morris 

(Morris  k  Morrla  «.  Jacobs  (tradlnK,  ^WPP^*  ^ 

Defta.  Moiris  k  Monis  uram  order 

of   Mr.   Justice   Farwell,   dated 

Dec.  13, 1900  March  3 

In  re  llie  Patents,  Deslans,  lee  Acta,  1883  to  1888, 

and  In  re  the  Application  of 

Pomril  Id.,  No.  230,744    appl.  of 

Appllcanta  Ihim   order  <n  Mr. 

Justioe   Joyce,   dated    Feb.    10, 

1901  March  6 

Dalton  appl.  of  PltiT.  M.  W.  Barker 

fhim  order  of  Mr.  Juftioe  Farwell, 

dated  March  4,  1901  March  7 

J.  H.  Dickson  k  Co.  Id.    appL  of 

Dttla.  tnm  wder  of  Mr.  Justice 

Kekewlch,  dated  Feb.  3C,  1901 

March  7 


Capes 


Crofts 


,  /In  re  Harrla 
(Harris 


Hyman  appl.  <rf  Delt  Sarah 
JaoobI  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Farwell.  dated  Feb.  33. 1901  (s.o. 
Jan.  24)  Match  8 

Saudenum,  Clarke  k  Co.  appl.  of 
PltiT.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Farwell,  dated  Nov.  15,  1900 

March  13 
Handman  k  Vnicox  k  \.  k  ?.  Act  1874 
appl.  of  C.  Handman  tnm  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated  Feb. 
8,  1901  March  13 

Boyton  appl.  of  Pltff.  tnm.  order  of 
Mr.  JuBtiv^  Kekewlch,  dated  Feb. 
38,  1901  Marth  14 

83  Plymouth  k  Dartmoor  Ry.  Co.  v.  The  Great 
Western  Ry.  Co.  appl.  of  Defls. 
tnm  Older  of  Mr.  Justioe  Keke- 
wlch. dated  Feb.  7,  1901 

March  16 
In  re  The  Oompanlai'  Acta,  1863  to  1890  and  In  re 
The  General  Investors'  Syndicate 
Id.  appL  of  Ellis  Parr  k  on, 
tnm  olraer  of  Mr.  Jotttce  Cozena- 
Haidy,  for  Mr.  Justice  Wright 
dated  Feb.  30, 1901  (s.o.  till  legal 
representative  appointed^ 

March  18 
/In  re  Pitt- Rivers 


SO    Deverges 


31    In  re 


33    DriscoU 


84 


86 


lAxAt 


36    Bonge 


87 


/In  re  Morse 
iMorae 


Pitt  lUrers  appl.  of  Deft  A.  E.  L. 
F.  Pitt-Rivera  from  order  of  Mr. 
.Tustice  Kekewlch,  dated  J^n.  38, 
1901  March  30 

Higinbotham  k  Co.  Id.  appL  of 
P.tff.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Kekewlch,  dated  Feb.  23.  1901 

March  26 


PeUy 


Morse  appL  of  D.ft ,  other  than 
E.  Alcuck,  from  order,*  f  Mr. 
Justice  Buckley,  dated  Feb.  22. 
1901,  and  crosa-notice  of  the  Pltff. 
ftnm  same  order  (dated  March  23, 
1901)  March  28 

Commrs.  of  the  Harbour  of  Poole  v.  Pike  appl.  of 
Iltfb.  from  order  of  Mr.  Just  ce 
Kekewlch,  dated  Feb.  8.  1901 

March  28 
East  London  Water  Works  Co. 
appl.  of  Deft  Henry  Base  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justioe  Buckley, 
dated  March  13, 1901  M^rch  39 
Same  appl.  of  Defta.  The  East 
London  Water  Works  from  order 
of  Mr.  Ju^ce  Buckley,  dated 
March  13, 1901  March  29 

Leeds  Forge  Co.  Id  v.  Delghten'a  Patent  Flue  k 
Tube  Co.  kL  appl.  of  Defta.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justioe  Coiens-Hardy, 
dated   March  29,  1901 

April  1 

The  Picture  Post  Card  Co.  Id.  «.  Rosa    appL  of  Deft. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley, 

dated  March  20, 1901         April  i 

J.  k  J.  Cash  Id.  v.  Cash    appL  of  Deft,  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  KekewiGl^  dated 

Feb.  3,  1901  April  2 

In  re  the  Companlea'  Act«,  1862  to  1893  &  In  re  The  ' 

Brighton    Hotels    kl.    appl.    of  \ 

^      •         -^  n  (the  Petnr.) 

ustlce  Wriglit, 


Septimus  ParMmaffe  (tbe  J 
fn.»m  order  of  M  r.  J  usf ' 


46    Davey 


46    In  re  Thomaa  I 


/In  re  Dunn 


IDmm 


^g  (In  re  Mexborou{^ 


,.  /In  re  H.  Holland,  Junr. 
^  (Gregg  Hollan 


dated  March  20,  1901  (ptain 
order)  Iplls 

Lachenal  imL  of  Pltff.  fk«m«hr 
of  Mr.  Jnatke  I^rne,  &M  Jo. 
36. 1901  ifril4 

Quinn  and  The  TcnpaBae  hx- 
manent  BnikUng  Soe.  nl  lb 
Matter  of  the  Tnutee  Act.  u» 
appL  of  PltiL  C.  Wooliidivft  fim 
Older  of  Mr.  JuitiM  Backkr, 
dated  March  1. 1961       ApolM 

SkardoD  appt  of  PltiL  from  «kr 
of  Mr.  Justice  Kckewfeb,  ^M 
Jan.  31, 1901  April  U 

Bank  of  England  (Storkey,  Uvm 
k  Cooker  third  parties)  anLiT 
\\\  J.  Starksy  tamoOttdlt. 
Justice  Kekewlch,  dated  Hinh 
36.  1901  April* 


appL  of  PltiL  fton 
Mr.   Justioe  Twil, 
dated  AprU  3i  1901        April »  i 


lland    anpL  of  Defta.,  Tbe  Jm  \ 
[nduatrtal      ~  - 


61 


Induatrtel     Contract 
Id.,  fhmi  order  of  Mr. 
Farwell  dated  March  3t  INl 

Aprim 
Kelly's  DtTOCtoriea  Id.  «.  Gavin  k  Llovdi  amLrf 
PMEk  flram  otder  of  Mr.  Jortioe 
Syme.  dated  Jan.  24, 1991 

Apriia 

52  In  re  the  Appln.  of  The  National  BIscflltOa..  U.&jU 

No.  331,736,  for  BsriibBtkB  4 
ttie  Trade  Mark  Uueedi,  mL 
Patenta,  Deslgaa,  tc  Ada  apfL 
of  The  National  BIkiM  Oi, 
U.S.  A.,  fiPom  order  of  Mr.  jam 
Coxena-Hardy,  dated  Feb.  4,  IW 

53  The  Midland  By.  Co.  n.  Wright   appL  «f  » 

from  order  of  Mr.  JwtAt  Bjm, 
diited  Feb.  14, 1901  (!.&  tiU  kp^ 
representative  appoMBi!) 

April  39 

Gibbona     appL  of  S*  WJf. 

•  GlbbooafhMBi  Older  o(lli.J«» 
Farwell.  dated  March  It  INI 
Jliji 

aark.  Son  k  Merlaad  li  V^ 
Defta.  tnm  ordsrof  Mr.  J«» 


94    Owen 


66    Bally 


Defta.  tnm  order  of  Mr. 
Byrne,  dated  Feb.  4.  INl 


Vijfi 


66  In  re  The  Compantes'  Acte,  1883  to  189t  mj  h« 
The  National  Co.  for  tbe  Wstrito- 
tion  of  Electricity  by  SttsaJp 
Geoeratorald.  appLoftbem 
Adam  Scott  hi  person  ft««"J 
of  Mr.  Justice  Wright.  dMdipii 
17, 1901  ^ 

57  In  re  the  Pateut «,  Deeigna  k  Trade  Marts  Ad^*- 
and  In  re  Pearaoa's  Ap|i«» 
No.  316,074  for  registnikarfn* 
word  -  Vasogen"  and  ta R» 
Trade  Mark  of  tiie  ChuM^ 
&c  Ca,  Ccmsoadated,  "Vp 
line."  Registefei  vakt  s^ 
13,486,  In  Causes  3,  4.  4»  ffi 
48  In  the  name  of  BobertOej 
brougfa  appLoftbeOiBWWp 
Manufacturing  Oft.,  OdosoBWJ 
from  tLe  order  of  Mr.  J«J 
Buckley, dated  Feb.  13, 19llO|» 
motion  ft*  le.ve  to  hotf  wm 
evklence~by  onier)         Miy  9 

68  In  re  The  Companlea'  Acts,  1863  to  1893  sad  la  » 
Tbe  London  A  Northern  ItaklJ. 
(expte.  Gaunt'aExecuiflo)  ippfc 
if  C.  H.  Slater  tnm  o^  * 
Mr.  Justice  Wright,  diled  »^ 

69  Whitebread  k  Co.  Id.  v.  Watt  appL  of  D«f- "J 
Older  of  Mr.  Justioe  Ftfwell,  4*J 
March  33, 1901  JjV* 

60  The  Great  Oentral  Ry.  Co.  ».  The  Norft  iw ! 
Ry.  Co.  appL  of  p**-** 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Joy«^ J*J 
April  23, 1901  *f  ■ 

61  H>me  Jewell  Wl- of  Deft,  ftw  •** 
Mr.  JuSfoe  Farwell,  ditodMV J. 

1901  "jj" 

63    In  re  Uie  Companies'  Acts.  1863  to  im  «» {J" 

Khooshld.   •PPLofA.W.Wj; 

!  son  fftm  otir  of  Mr,  Jf» 


Wright,  datel  April  ^  I9«^^ 


C3    Hope 


Hipe  »PP}- <f  P^*^„,^ 
<«rder    of    Mr.    Ju«ce 
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^(Inn  SchotaOeki 
•*\TBnier 


Hiwdiy,  dated  Feb.  21, 1901  (Mcn- 
Tityontared)  Hayao 


it   lareTlMl 


ScholeflBU  appL  of  D.  H.  Him- 
mond  k  anr.  fhiiii  order  of  Mr. 
Jmlice  Joyot,  dated  Feb.  B,  1901 
May  20 
Faber  apol.  of  Deft.  G.  D.  Faber 
fhiiii  Older  of  Mr.  Jvtloe  Keke- 
wlch,  dated  May  10, 1901  (pradnoe 
Older)  May  22 

i  TntetewL  Ezeootere  k  SecnrlUeB  Ineoe. 
Oovpo.  Id.  V.  AiraatxoDg  appl. 
of  Plftffll  flram  order  of  Mr. 
Jnetioe  Farwell.  dated  Feb.  12, 
1901  (produce  order)  M^  22 
«7  Nattooal  Opdito  Glased  Brick  4  Tile  Syndicate  Id. 
V.  New  Grand  Hotol,Bmntngbam, 
Id.  appL  of  Oefta.  fhnn  order  of 
Mr.  Jortloe  OoMoa-Haidy,  dated 
April  22, 1901  May  23 

(«  In  le  Tbe  Oompantei'  Acte,  1862  to  1900  and  In  re 
The  Yorkahlre  Inveslment  and 
American  Mortgage  Oo.  kL  eppl. 
of  B.  Moore  fhxn  order  of  Mr. 
Jortlce  Wright,  dated  April  26, 
1901  May  24 

M  /InreSchnadbant 

**  ISaadknhl  Sehnadborsl    appU  of  Pltflb.  flmn 

order  of  Mr.  Jnettce  Joyce,  dated 
May  4, 1901  May  80 

90    Bellerl^  Rowland  4  Marwoodi  Co.  Id.    appl. 

of  FUlb.  flpom  order  of  Mr.  Jnatlce 
Kekewicb,  dated  M^  16»  1901 

Jnnel 
71  Tbe  Trnnaraal  Exphnrlng  Land  k  MlneralaCo.  Id. 
V.  The  Tranevaal  Lands  Co.  U. 
appl.  of  Pltflb.  fhm  order  of  Mr. 
Jnatlce  Kekewicb,  dated  Mazcb 
19i  1901  Jane  3 

t2  Meflhtt  4  FfeJge  Id.  V.  George  Gin  4  Sona  Id.  appl. 
of  Pltft.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jnmce 
Kekewkh,  dated  April  J,  1901 

Jane  12 
„  f  In  xe  Ward 

iMkck  Moore    appl.  of  Deft,  from  onler  of 

Mr.  JoflUce  Joyce,  dated  March 
21, 1901  Jane  U 

•.  fin  re  Tbe  Companlea'  Ads,  1862  to  1900  and 

Xl^  re  Cri^ton^  OU  Co.  Id.  (in  volantary  Uqoldatlon) 
appL  of  David  GrichtoQ  tnm  order 
of  Mr.  JnaHce  Wright,  dated  May 
15, 1901  (prodace  order) 

Jane  16 
..  flm  re  South  Eastern  By.,  fta  Acf,  1862 
"  (Bnfth  Bath    appl.  of  John  Smith  Bath 

from  Older  of  Mr.  Joatloe  Keke- 
wiob,  dated  Jan.  17,  idOl 

Jane  19 

•f  fiB  10  Mayhew  4  In  re  Ager 

*  IHoocban  Dennis     appL  of  C.  G.  Mayhew 

flrom  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne, 

dated  April  18, 1901         Jane  19 

f.  /Id  re  Hawthorne 


M; 


In  re  Swan 


J 


Lynch  appL  of  Deft.,  A.  J.  MaakeU 
fbom  oider  of  Mr.  Jortloe  Farwell, 
dated  March  16, 1901        Jane  20 

Hanter  appL  of  Deft.  J.  W.  H. 
Swan  tmm  order  of  Mr.  Jnatlce 
Bnckley,  dated  Feb.  19, 1901 

Jane  27 
«,  rUrsMaddook 

(Ucwtljn  Washington     appl.   of   Dcfts.  H. 

Barker,  n>lnat«r,  and  ore.  tmm 
order  of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Kekewicb. 
dated  Jane  5, 1901 

JalyS 
^9    Greet  Ord    appL  of  Deft,  tnm  order  of 

Mr.  Jastice  Farwell,  dated  June 
15, 1901  (aecority  ordered) 

Jnly  11 
•I    Sarlll  Bros.  M.  BetheU    apoh  of  Deft,  tnm  order 
of  Mr.  Jostloe  Buckley,   dated 
April  24,  1001  July  12 

M  /b  n  Picou,  Wllks  4  Lawrence  Id. 
'  tSlnich^4or8.  Plgofa,  Wllks  4  Lanreooe  U.   appL 
of  Deft.  Co.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jos- 
tloe Cozens-Hardy,  dated  Jane  6, 
1901  July  18 

»a  lo  re  Irvine  4  Coles'  Contract  4  Y.  4  P.  Act,  1874 
appl.  of  Duncan  Inrlne  fkmn 
offder  of  Mr.  Jastice  0»ena> 
Hardy,  dated  July  8, 1901 

July  13 

M   TroUope  Gems    appl.  of  Deft  ttom  order  of 

Mr.  JuBtloe  Farwell,  dated  AprU 

18,  1901  July  18 

»S   Th«  Unkm  Lighterage  Co.  Id.  «.  London  Graving 

Dock  Co.  id.   appl.  of  Defls.  from 


86 


order  of  Mr.  Jastice  Cocena-llaidy . 
dated  April  26, 1901  Jnly  18 

/In  re  Redman 

\Warton  Redman  appl.  of  Elizabeth  B.  Frost 

troxBk  order  of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Keke- 
wicb, dated  Jane  12, 1901 

Jnly  28 

In  re  PnckeU  4  Smlth'a  Contract  4  V.  4  P.  Act, 

1874   appL  of  B.  C.  PuckeU  4 

anr.  frain  order  of  Mr.  Justice 

Kekewicb,  dated  June  29, 1901 


88    Asbwoitb 


/In  re  Moore 
(Prior 


July  24 

Eogliab  Card  Co.  appL  of  Pltft. 
ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Jojet, 
dated  June  22, 1901  July  26 


Moore  appl.  of  Deft.,  S.  T.  Moore 
(iD&nt),by  F.  S.  Lowhls,  guardian 
ad  litem,  f  rc»n  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Joyoe^  dated  March  14, 1901 

July  21 
/In  re  Whltmore 


IWalters 


91    Pllklngton 


/Bradabaw 
IWlddrlttgtoQ 


93    CbipUn 
94 


Harrison  appl.  of  Deft.  A.  8.  Harri- 
son ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
f^me,  dated  July  4, 1901 

July  27 

Yeakley    Vacuum    Hammer   Co. 

appL  of  Defta.  fh»  order  of  Mr. 

Justice  Kekewicb,  dated  July  26, 

1901  (pradnoe  order)         July  29 

WIddrtnglon  and 

Bradabaw  appL  of  J.  C.  Bradabaw 
and  anr.  ftom  order  of  Mr.  Jastice 
Bnckley,  dated  July  6, 1901 

July  30 
i  appl.  of  Deft,  fhm  order  of 
usUoe  Keketvich,  dated  July 


Mr.Ji 

4,  1901  July  80 

British  Motor  Traction  Co.  kl.  v.  FrlsweU  appL  of 
Pltflh.  tnm  order  of  Mr.  JusUoe 
Farwell,  dated  July  29,  1901 
(produce  order)  August  2 


/In  ra  Smith 
\Ru8eeU 


Smith  impl.  of  Defts.  Arthur  Smith 
4  anr.  ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bynie,  dated  July  23, 1901  (pro- 
dnoe  Older)  August  2 
Dunlop  Pnenmatlc  Tyre  Co.  Id.  v.  Creaswell  appL  of 
-"  .  Just! 


PltfEi.  ttom  order  of  Mr, 
Buckley,  dated  Aug.  6, 1901  (pro 
dQoe  order)  Augost  7 

/Riohaids  de  Whiton 

(Rfehards 


LeMesorier 


Cackett 


,Same 


103 


Evans  appl.  of  Pltff.  ftom  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewkh,  dated  Jnly 

4, 1901  August  8 

Le  Mesurler    appL  of  Deft,  ttom 

Oder  of  Mr.  Jostioe  Kekewicb. 

dated  July  17, 1901         Aogost  8 

Keswfck  i9pl.ofDeft.W.Keswkk 

frum  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Farwell, 

dated    July   11,   1901    (prodace 

order)  August  9 

Same    appl.  of  Deft.  8.  W.  Carlton 

ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Farwell, 

dated   Jnly   11,    1901    (produce 

order)  Angust  9 

Same    appl.  of  Deft.  S.  C.  Wbeater 

ftom  order  of  Mr.  Jastice  Farwell, 

dated    July   li.    1901    (produce 

order)  Augnst  9 

/The  CtU  Ertatea  Co.  Id.  v.  Jalftmy 

'lln  ra  The  CMy  Estates  Co.  M.  4  Jaiftuy's  Contract 

appL  of  Defts.  fhmi  order  of  Mr. 

Justice  Kekewicb,  dated  July  17, 

1901  (produce  Oder)       Augnst  9 

Tbe  Wsth-upoD-Deame  Urban  District  Cooncil  «. 

Deame  Valley  Waterworks  Co. 

appL  of  Pltflii.  ftom  ordsr  of  Mr. 

Justice  Coaens-Hardy,  dated  July 

25, 1901  Augost  10 

Chaytor  Trotter   appl.  of  PltK  ttom  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewicb,  dated 

July  7, 1901  Augnst  12 

Atkins  4  Applegarth  e.  ilie  Castnor  KeUner  AlkaU 

Cowkl.    appL  of  Pltlb.  fipom  order 

of  Mr.   Justke  Bnckkj,  dated 

May  16, 1901  (prodnce  order) 

Augnst  13 

Tbe  London  4  Northern  Bank  Id. 

appl.  of  Defta.  tnm  order  of  Mr. 

Justice  Buckley,  dated  Aug.  7, 

1931  (produce  order)     August  13 

Thomas   appL  of  Pltff.  from  order 

of  Mr.  JosOoe  Bnckley,  dated  Jnly 

-  1, 190L  (produce  order) 

August  13 
Chapman  and  other  Aoiions  con- 
solidated appl.  of  Pltff.  ftom  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated  July 
11.  1901  Augutt  14 


106  RoUnow 


107 


108  Ron  land 


109  J.  Ambler  4  Sons  Id.  v.  Major,  4c  of  Bradfor^l 

Kpl.  of  Pltlb.  from  order  of  Mr. 
sUoe  Joyce,  dated  Aug.  3, 1901 
(produce  order)  Augnst  16 


"•{{^I^SiT 


Lea  appl.  of  Deft.  Jessy  Lea  ftom 
order  of  Mr.  Justtoe  BynM,  dated 
June  6,  1901  Augost  17 

111  Burrows  Lang    appL  of  Pltff.  ftom  order  of 

Mr.  JusUoe  FarweU,  dated  May 
16, 1901  August  17 

112  In  re  Tbe  Urmston  Grange  Steamship  Co.  4  Co.*s 

Acte  appLof  Hou]aerBroa.4Co. 
Id.  tnm  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright,  dated  July  31, 1901  (pro- 
duce order)  Augnst  17 
In  re  Willis'  Bestannmt  M. 


113 


Robinson 


114  Afialo 


115  LorJHa«tlngB 


Willis*  Restaurant  Id.  appl.  of 
Deft.  H.  £.  Preen  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Wright,  dateJ  July 
9, 1901  Aogast  19 

Lawrsnce  4  Bullen  Id.  appl.  of 
Dells,  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Joyce,  dated  July  31,  1901 

Augost  20 

The  North  Eastern  By.  Co.    appl. 


116(1 


117, 


118[ 


of  Defte.  ftom  order  of  Mr. 
Byrne,  dated  Aug.  8,  1991  (pro- 
duce order)  Augost  26 
In  re  Bryce  Brown,  dec. 

Gedney  appL  ct  Defla.  ftom  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewicb,  dated 
Aug.  1. 1901  August  29 

,/In  re  Magdalen  Colle8^  Oxibrd 

iThe  London  County  Council  4  The  President,  4c. 
of  St.  Mary  Magdalen  College 
Oxford  i4>pl.  of  The  London 
Coun^  Council  ftom  order  of 
Mr.  Justke  Coaena-Har^,  dated 
August  8, 1991  September  2 


In  re  Peroeral 
Walpoto 


Perceval  appL  of  Deft.  C.  M. 
Perceval  and  anr.  tnm  oider  of 
Mr.  Justice  Farwell,  dated  May 
20, 1901  Setember  19 

..jInreHigdon,  dec. 
*lHooke  Higdon  4  on.   appl.  of  Delta.  fit>m 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Farwell, 
dated  July  2,  1901  (produce 
order)  Setember  24 


12o[ 


In  re  Wood 
Wood 


Wood  appL  of  Pltff.  ftom  order  of 
Mr.  Josiice  Kekewicb,  dated 
Aag.  2, 1901  October  1 

121  Sproat  Marchese    appL  of  PltC  firom  order 

of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Bnckley,  dated 
July  80, 1901  October  2 

122  Dodsoo  Downey    appl.  of  Deft,  ftom  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  FarweU,  dated 
July  80, 1901  October  9 

123  In  re  the  ConopanieB'  Acts,  1862  to  1893,  and  In  re 

Tbe  Leeds4Hanley  TbeatrM  of 
VarietleakL  appl.of  TheConsuU- 
dated  Exploration  Fbumce  Co.  Id. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Jastice  Wright, 
dated  July  31, 1901        October  9 

124  Soden  VaTasour  appl.  of  Deft,  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewicb,  dated 
June  28, 1901  October  lo 

,«./In  ra  The  Earl  of  Harroby 

^^lEari  of  Harroby  «.  Bydor  appl.  of  Deft.  The  Hon. 
A.  £.  D.  Byder  ftom  order  ol  Mr. 
Justkse  Oocena-Hardy,  dated  July 
11,  1901  October  12 

126  The  Great  Weatern  By.  Co.  v.  Talbot  appl.  of 
Pltffs.  fh>m  order  of  Mr.  Jnstlcc 
Kekewicb,  dated  June  27, 1901 

October  16 


12T' 


[In  re  Maigeston 
[Margeston 


Margeston     appl.  of   Pltff.  ftom 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  dated 


•m/Ia  Tt*  Sutton 
*«"lUwlt 


.../Fleming 
"'iMackuslk 


130  Chadwell 


131  Ho!m9t<al 


July  23, 1901 


October  17 


Sutton  appL  of  Deft.  £.  A.  V. 
Sutton  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bnckley,  dated  July  28,  I90l 

October  21 

Loe 

Fleming  appl.  of  Pltff.  R.  T. 
Fleming  from  order  of  Mr.  Jnr- 
tice  Coaens-Hardyt  dated  Anga»t 
6,  UOl  (produce  order) 

October  22 

Dutilb  Smith  appl.  of  Defts.  ftvm 
order  tf  Mr.  Jnstioe  Coa^ns- 
Hardy,  dated  Augnst  1, 1901 

October  21 

Cooper  appL  of  Pltlt  ftom  order 
of   Mr.    Justice    Coaens-Haitty, 


Digitized  by 


dated  July  SO,  1901 


Google 
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,»«fla  reSattou 


.^nfTn  re  Hcttaam 


Sot'.on  apnl.  of  PUffo.  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated 
Jaly  23,  1901  November  18 

Doughty  appl.  of  ritff.  from  order 
of   Mr.    Ju&tlce    Cozeov-Hardy, 


dated  Nov.  3,  1901 

November  19 

140  In  re  The  Companies'  Acts,  1862  to  1890  and  In  re 

The  Birmingham  h  Manchester 

Insce.   Co.    Id.   (ezpto.   Uovell) 

appl.  of  The  Company  from  order 


rin  re  Dnvall 
HUCorbtt 


..Mn  re  Hey 
'"iPerkina 


.  Justice  Byrne,  dated  Nov. 
13, 1901  November  27 

Duvall  appl.  of  DefL  A.  C.  Dnvall 
from  order  of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Cozens- 
Hardy,  dated  October  26, 1901 

Decembers 


Hey  appl.  of  Defts.  G.  Hey  k  anr. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne, 
dated  Oct.  25,  1901 

December  4 

143  In  re  The  lifgiaered  Trade  Marks,  Nos.  915,  916 

and  81,837  of  Messrs.  Bau,  Rat- 
clifT  k  Qretton  Id.  and  Patents. 
Designs,  &c.  Acts.  appl.  of  Bass, 
Batcllff  k  GrettOD  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated  No.\ 
28, 1901  (produce  order) 

December  6 

144  In  re  The  Registered  Trade  Marks,  Nos.  2,  27,781, 

31,839,  31,840,  43,808,  43,809, 
and  63,996  of  MeasTs.  Bass,  Kat- 
cliff  k  Gretton  Id.  and  Patents, 
.  &c.  Acts  •  appl.  of  Bass,  Katcliff 
k  Gretton  Id.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Kekewich,  dated  Nov.  28, 
1901  (^produce  order) 

December  5 

jTn  re  Lewis 
146N'lhoma«  Hedley 

(Hediey  Thomas    appl.  of  M.  A.  Hedley  k 

anr.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Cozens-Haidy,  dated  Nov.  7, 1901 
December  6 
146  Byrne  Tho   Millom  k  Askam   Hematite 

Iron  Co.  Id.  appl.  of  PItff.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Kekcwlcb, 
dated  Nov.  20,  1901 

December  6 

,flii  reMutln 

** '  I  Martin  Marthi    appl.  of  Def  r.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Jnstice  Bnckl^,  dated  Nov. 

19.1901  Decembir9 

118  Brick  well  Gilbert    appl.  of  PltiT.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Jnstice  Kekewich,  dated 

Nov.  23, 1901  December'  10 

149  Brazier  Glosspool    appl.  of  Deft,  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  dated  Nov, 

27,  1901  (produce  order) 

December  10 
Jln  re  Cabot; 
l!>0<  Brisker  Cabot 

ICabct  Pnmes    appl.  of  Deft.  F.  P.  Cabot 

from  ordet  of  Mr.  Justice  Keke- 
wich, dated  Dec.  4, 1901  (pn)duce 
order)  December  11 


...flnreForJ 


Fori    appl.  'of  Pltff.  k  anr.  from 
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132  Byrne  Reid    appl.  of  Pltff.  from  order  fo 

Mr.  Juitlce  Joyce,  dated  Jnlv  13, 
1901  November  2 

133  Seme  Same     appl.  of  Deft.  S.  C.  Byrne 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce, 
dated  July  13, 1901 

November  2 

131  Barnard  Castle  Urban  District  Council  v.  'Wilson 

appL  of  Pltffs.  from  order  of  Mr. 

Jnstioe  Buckley,  dated  Augusi  5, 

1901  November  5 

135  The  Lislceard  k  Looe  Ry.  Co.  v.  T.iskeard  k  Caradon 

Ry.  Co.  appl.  of  Pltffo.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Cozens- 
Hardy,  dated  October  25,  1901 
(produce  order)  November  6 

136  In  re  Walker  k  Oakshott  and  the  V.  k  P.  Act, 

1874  appl.  of  F.  Walker  k  anr. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Keke- 
wich, dated  June  20,  1901  (pro- 
duce order)  November  13 

137  The  National  Co.  for  the  Distribution  of  Electricity 

by  Secondary  Generators  v.  Gibbs 
appl.  of  Deft.  H.  0.  Ruelle  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Cozens-Hardy, 
dated  July  11, 1901 

November  13 


132  Morgan 
153  Harrington 


|Tn  re  Hunt 
154{LiCppard 
(Leppard 


order   of  Mr.  Justice   Buckley 

dated  Nov.  7,  1901    December  11 
Pool    appJ.  of  Plllf.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  dated  Dec.  7, 

1901  (produce  order) 

December  14 
Steel    appl.  of  Deft,  finom  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewich.  daiai  Dec 

12, 1901  (produce  order) 

December  17 

Morgan 

PolUnl  k  Settled  Land  Acts    appl. 
.  Jus- 


155  Rumney 


of  iPltfls.  from  order  of  Mr. 
tice  Farwell.  dated  Aug.  6,  1901 
(produce  order)  December  17 
The  Kent  Coal,  Finance  k  Develop- 
ment Co.  Id.  appl.  of  Pltff.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Jusuce  Byrne,  dated 
August  2,  1901  (produce  order) 
December  18 
156  In  re  The  Companies'  Acts,  1862  to  1890  and  In  re 
The  Goolgardle  Gold  Fields  U. 
appl.  of  £.  J.  Wickenden  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright, 
dated  Dec.  12,  19C1  (produce 
order)  December  20 


From  the  Chancery  Division, 

Intsblocutobt  List. 

1  HoztoQ  Brewery  Go.  Id.  «.  Heniy  Lovibond  k  Son 

Id.  appl.  of  Defts.  Henry  Lovi- 
bond k  Son  Id.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  FarweU,  dated  Feb.  1, 1901 
(prodnoe  order)  March  1 

2  Willlama  Ingram    appL  of  PIt£b.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  dated  Feb. 
26, 1901  (produce  order) 

March  6 

3  J.  Ambler  k  Sons  M.  v.  Mayor,  kc  of  Bedford  appl. 

of  Defts.  firom  order  of  Mr.  Juadce 
Joyce,  dated  Aug.  3,  1901  (to 
come  on  with  No.  109,  General 
List,  by  order)  August  15 

.  <Inrede  Almeda 

*  (Soordis  Kfljser    appl.  of  PltiT.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Cozens-Hardy, 
dated  June  28,  1901       August  19 

5  Anderson  Midland  Ry.  Go.  (fh>m  application 

of  Midland  Ry.  Co.}  appl.  of 
Pltff.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Buckl^,  dated  Oct.  29,  1901  (pro- 
duce order,  security  ordered) 

November  9 

6  AndereoQ  Midland  Ry.  Go.  (from  application 

of  Midland  Ry.  Co.  appl.  of 
PltflL  fh>m  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Buckley,  dated  Oct.  29, 1901  (pro- 
duce order,  security  ordered) 

November  11 

>  ( In  re  Lloyd 

^  (Lloyd  Lloyd    appL  of  R.  L.  Allen  k  anr. 

flrom  order  of  Mr.  Jnstice  Far- 
well,  dated  Nov.  1,  1901  (produce 
order,  security  ordered) 

November  15 

a  ( In  re  Grifflths  Cycle  Corpn.  Id. 

^  ( The  Dnnlop  Pneumatic  Tyre  Co.  Id.  v.  The  John 
Grifatha  Cycle  Corpn.  Id.  appl. 
of  Humbert  Co.  Id.  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  dated  Nov. 
2,  1901  (produce  order) 

November  19 

9    Vavasour  Vavasour     appL    oi   PIUT.    from 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  dated 
Nov.  18, 1901  (produce  order) 

November  29 


■•{ 


Barrow 

Marylebone  District  Property  Co. 
Id.  appl.  of  Pltff.  Stanley  Harrow 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Jdyce. 
dated  Nov.  29, 1901  part  beard 
Robertson  appl.  of  Pltff.  F.  C. 
Fcisson  ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Joyce,  dated  Nov.  26, 1901 
In  re  The  TrouvUle  Pier  Co.  (La  Jetee  de  Trouvllle) 

Id. 
The  London  Traei  Co.  Id.  k  anr.  v.  Eardhig  k  anr. 
^appl.  of  Pltffs.  from  refusal  of 


,^  (White 
"  iUarrow 


11    Polsson 


Mr.  Justice  Buckley  to  gnat  i& 
'  ii\)unctlon,  Dec.  13^  1901 
13    Gomm«rclal  Development  Co.  Id.  «.  Atkins  am). 
of  Deft,  from  order  of  Mr.  JoattR 
Bnckley,  dated  Dec.  t,  1901 

Deosmberu 


-f  (Probate 

"  tw.  a.  Birch 


E.  Birch.  A.  Birrh  k  on. 
Defta.  C.  E.  Blrdi  k  A.  B.*{ 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Vaxta, 
dated  Dec  5, 1901     December  18 

16  In  the  Matter  of  Application  No.  200,462  by  Wright, 
(>Qflsly  4  Ooi  for  RegirtratlflQ  of 
a  Trade  Mark,  and  In  the  Msfei 
of  the  Opposition  thereto,  No. 
2,667,  by  th^  Roval  BiUog 
IV)W(ter  Co.  of  New  YorlL  tpiL 
ot  Royal  Baking  Powder  Go.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Byroe,  dstd 
Dec.  2, 1901  (produce  oider) 

Decembers 

16    Automatic  Machines  (Hajdon  k  Urrys  Patent  Id.) 

^v.   The   United   Automatic  Oi 

appl.    of  Pltffii.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Jnstice  Joyce,  dated  Dec.  11. 

1901  December  S4 


From  the  Probate  and  Divorce  DivitioiL 


Final  List. 


,  (Divorce 
^  {  M.  F.  Abdy 


„  (Probate 
^  iRichaidaoii 


1801. 


(Probate 
3  -jln  ro  Edmondson 
(Gdmondsoa 


,  { Divorce 

'if. 


.  (Probate 
^iCrickett 


«  (Probate 
'  IGrickett 


*  ( Divorce 
'  IKaye 


( Divorce 


Edmundflon  appl.  of  Plt£  IHa 
order  of  Mr.  Jnatlce  Bara«  ditsl 
March  28, 1901  imV> 


H.  Auger,  Petnr.  v.  A.  L.  Anger.  Bnpt. 
A.  H.  B.  Johnson,  Co-B^pt 
appL  of  Respt  from  older  of  Hi- 
Justice  Barnes,  dated  Jnlj  i.  Ml 
ABgoitS 


Crlckett,  Eliza  Grlckett,  iDterTimr 
appL  of  Intervener  from  oider  of 
The  President,  dated  Jalf  ft 
1901  AngMtS 

Cricketr,  Ellasa  Crlckett,  In^er^•Bler 
appl.  of  Pltff.  from  order  (tf  B« 
President,  dat«d  July  3S,  Ml 
(security  ordered)  AngmtS 


Kaye     appl.  of  Respt.  from 
of   Mr.    Jnstice    Baroes, 


August  8,  1901 


dtf»l 


®{n.W.  Blood      C.R.  Blood    appl.  of  AopH.  J^ 


Blood  ficom  order  of  J 
Barnes,  dated  November  18.  iWt 
Decembers 


From  the  County  Palatine  Cowi  of 
Lancaster. 

GxNSBAL  List. 

1901. 

1  In  re  Webster  k  Jones  fc  Y.  Ii  P.  Ad,  18)4,  Ac 
appl.  of  James  Webster  ft  uB 
from  order  of  the  The  Via- 
Chancellor  of  the  County  PliW*f 
of  Lancaster,  dated  Nov.  18,  ml, 
and  cross-nottoeof  ajnd.  of  B(9>^ 
dated  Dec.  3, 1901    NoTemberSl 

a  Attomey-Qen.  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  f.  T» 
ChamberGoUiery  Co.  U.  V^ 
of  Defts.  from  order  of  TTisVi*- 
ChanceUor  ( f  the  County  rfelitf>> 
of  Lancaster,  dated  Nov.  IS.  IMj 
(produce  order)        December  14 


Digitized  by 


Google 


W.  N.  Abdy  appl.  of  FMnr.  Iha 
order  of  The  Preaideiit,  dited 
Jan.  14,  1901  MaidiS 

Wood  appl.  of  Pltff.  Item  crdcrcf 
Mr.  Justice  Barnes,  dated  Mocfa 
19, 1901  Jbd8  U      I 
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From  ih»  K%ng*s  Bench  Division. 
(In  BankrvptoyO 

I  hraDtTls,  H.  L.  (ezpte.  The  TroBtae)  from  an 
order  made  by  Mr.  Jnsttoe  Wright* 
dated  28th  October,  1901 

S  Id  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor),  No.  1191  of 
1901  from  a  receiving  order  made 
by  Mr  Registrar  Linklaker,  dated 
28th  November,  1901 

S  Iq  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor\  No.  1134  of 
1901  fimm  a  receiving  <«der  made 
by  Mr.  Registrar  Brougham,  dated 
7th  December,  1901 


3  Shot 


From  the  King's  Bench  Division. 
Fob  Hbabihow 

Final  Lot. 

1889. 

I  Rewlaadi  (Applft.)  v.  MiUer  (Respt)  Cfrmm  SIdf 
appl*  of  Reqpt.  traok  Jodgt  of 
Jiistloes  TjawTimoe  and  Channell, 
dated  Febraary  17, 1899  rceearity 
oidered)  Maicli  S 

1800. 

Foes  appl.  of  Delta,  from  Jodgt.  of 
Mr.  Jnstioe  Lawrence,  dated 
Oct.  28,  1899,  wlthoQt  a  Jory, 
Middlesex  (secnrity  oideied) 

Jannuy  27 

3  Kerin  (widow)  k  on,  v,  Weston    appl.  of  Pitffs. 

from  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Josttoe  PhilU- 

mo^^  dated  March  16,  1900  (se- 

.  w-«    I.  curity  ordered)  Jane  16 

4  VcOitlh  Elder,  Dempster  k  Co.     appl.  of 

Pltff.  tnm.  JndgL  of  The  Judge  of 
the  Oomt  of  Flusage  (Liverpool), 
dated  July  11,  1900  (security 
ordered)  Angiut  1 

9  CtajknkCo,  YalenUne  Sxtr^t  Co.  Id.  k  on. 
appl.  of  PltfEk  from  Jodgt.  of  Mr. 
Ja»ticd  Darling,  dated  Joly  21. 
1900,  withoot  Joiy,  Middlesex 

October  25 

C  W.  HMrtgDaery  Ik  Co.  «.  The  Indemnity  Motoal 
Marine,  kc  Id.  appl.  of  Defts. 
from  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jgstice 
Mathew,  dated  Nov.  9,  1900, 
wlthoatjoiy,  Mlddleeex 

»  1.  n    . .  November  27 

7  floOndk  Co.  Id.  V.  Sarah  Jean  Langdale  appl.  of 
Deft,  fhnn  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Dwling,  dated  Nov.  5, 1900,  with- 
oot Joy,  Middlesex  November  30 
White  k  Samoel  (Thomas  Biggs, 
dmt.)    (Croion    Side)    appL  of 


*  tviindeis 


Clmt.  from  Jodgt.  of  The  Lord 
Chief  Jostlce  and   Mr.   Jnstice 
Kennedy,  dated  Nov.  21,  1900 
.  -.,^    .^  November  30 

»  Bfebaid  Yates    WilUam    Francis   Ttorry    (Crxnm 
Side)  appl.  of  Fltff.  fhxn  Jodgt.  of 
Jostioee  Lawrance  and  Kennedy, 
I.  •».  —         dated  Oct.  31.  1900      December  1 

U  iW  Great  WeetemRy.  Go. «.  The  Metropolitan  Ry. 
Co.  (Railway  k  Canal  Cummis- 
alon)  appL  of  Defls.  The  Metro- 
politan Ry.  Co.  fhm  Jodgt.  of 
Mr.  Joetloe  Wright,  Sir  F.  Peel, 
and  Visooont  Oobham,  dated  Nov. 
,,   ,    ,  21.1900  December  4 

u  U  SodAe  Anooyme  L'lndasfarielle  Roeao-Belge  «. 
H.  SchotoAeld  k  Son  appL  of 
Pttflh.  fhxm  Jodgt  of  Mr.  JosUce 
Mathew,  dated  Nov.  3S»  1900, 
withoot  a  Joiy,  Middlesex 

u  Geihriefcon.    North  China  In«».  Co.  Id.   appL  of 

DeAs.  firom  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostice 

Mathew,  dated   Nov.   23,   1900, 

withoot  a  Joiy,  Middlesex 

u  December  6 

»  UoMellSoB  Tomer  appL  of  Deft  tirom  Jodgt.  of 
Mr.  Jostlce  Keonedy,  dated  Nov. 
24, 1900,  withoot  Jory,  Middlesex 

.....  ^  December  10 

»  A.4  A.  Cnapteii  It  Cou  Id.  o.  The  Lancashire  and 
Torkahire  Ry.  Co.  (Railway  k 
Canal  Commission)  appL  of  Delta, 
fhnajodgt.  of  Mr.  JoMce  Wright, 
Sir  F.  Peel  k  Viscoont  Cobbam, 
dated  Nov.  8, 1900    December  17 


18 


19 


20     Utih 


ii\^^^^^ 


(Ctl< 


1  I 


15  Morgan,  W^kley  kCo.  v.  Powley,  Thomas  k  Co. 

appL  of  Deft  from  Jodgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Mathew,  dated  Nov.  30, 
1900,  withoot  a  Joiy,  Middlesex 
Decemberil7 

16  Eagle  Bott  Maaham    appL  of  Pitff.  fhnn  Jodgt 

of  Mr.  JusUce  Mathew,  dated 
Dec.  12,  1900,  witboot  a  Jory 
(Commercial  List)^  Middlesex 

December  21 

17  Calhcart  Jacobs   appL  of  Pliif.  firom  Jodgt 

of  Mr.  Joaiioe  Day,  dated  Dec  17, 
1900,  withoot  Jory,  Middlesex 

December  28 

1801. 

The  FowcT  Die  Printing  Syndicate  Id.  v.  Johnston 
appl.  of  ntflb.  fhmi  Jodgt  of 
Mr.  Jostice  Mathew,  dated  Dec. 

20. 1900,  withoot  a  Jory,  Middlesex 
Janoaiy  4 

lUcbelnaann  k  anr.  v.  Vemer  appl.  of  Pltff.  fhim 
Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostice  Mathew, 
dated  Nov.  7,  I90tf,  withoot  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  Janoary  22 

Arber  appL  of  Deft  from  Judgt  of 
Mr.  Jostlce  Bigham,  dated  Jan. 

14. 1901,  withoot  a  Jory,  Middle- 
sex Janoary  24 

Coles  (by  original  action) 

Doy&e  k  oet,  appl.  of  Thomas  E. 
CeleSk  Deft  in  coonter-clalm, 
from  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Jostice  Orao- 
tham,  dated  Oct  23. 1900,  withoot 
a  Joiy,  Middlesex  (s.o.  not  before 
Jan.  31, 1902)  Janoary  29 

Watson  appL  of  Pltff.  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Channell,  dated 
Jan.  10,  1901,  withoot  a  Jory, 
Middlesex  Febraary  1 

23  Saliabory  Jones  v.  The  Joint  Stock  Institote  Id.  k 
aor.  appl.  of  Ddt  Boitomley 
fhnn  order  of  Mr.  Jostlce  Ridley, 
dated  Dec.  19,  1900,  withoot  a 
Jory,  Middlesex  Febroaiy  1 

Rlchardmi  k  Salmon  appL  of 
Defts.  firom  order  <rf  Mr.  Jostice 
Mathew,  dated  Jan.  28,  1901, 
withoot  a  Jory,  Mlddleeex 

Febroaiy  4 

The  Law  Goarantee  k  Trust  Soc. 
Id.  appl.  of  Defta.  firom  Jodgt 
of  Mr.  Jostlce  Kennedy,  dated 
Feb.  6,  1901,  withoot  a  Jory, 
Middlesex  Febraary  7 

26  The  Mayor  of  Blackbom  v.  Saonderson  k  on.   appl. 

of  Pltffi.  Ihim  Older  of  Mr. 
JwUce  Mathew,  dated  Deo.  19, 

1900,  withoot  a  Jory,  Mlddleeex 

Febraary  7 

27  Cudllp  V.  FinlinsoQ    appl.  of  Deft  firom  Jodgt  of 

Mr.  JoBtice  Day,  dated  Jan.  28, 

1901,  withoot  a  Jory,  Taonton 

Febraary  7 

28  Lane  Elliott  Bros.    appl.  of  Defts.  fhnn 

Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jortice  Ridley,  dated 
Jan.  17,  1901,  withoot  a  Joiy, 
Middlesex  Febroury  9 

29  The  Harborg  India-Robber  Comb  Co.  k  Ferdinand 

Winter  v.  Martin  Brown  appl. 
of  Deft,  fhnn  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostlce 
Mathew,  dated  Jan.  28, 1901,  with 
a  special  Joir,  Mkldx.  Febroaiy  9 
appL 


22    ElUa 


24    Uoldnfrorth 


25    Collins 


30    Radford 


Delmege  appL  of  Pltff.  fixnn  Jodgt 
of  The  Lord  Chief  Jostice,  dated 
Dec  18,  1961,  withoot  a  Jory, 
Middlesex  Febraary  11 

31  The  Northfleet  Coal  k  Ballast  Co.  Id.  o.  The  Tower 
Portland  Cement  Co.  Id.  ft  Qeorge 
Bntchaxd  appl.  of  Deft  and 
Qeorge  Botchard's  execotors  from 
Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostlce  Ridley,  dated 
Feb.  1,  1901,  withoot  a  Joiy, 
Middlesex  Febraary  12 

Verooe  appL  of  Pltff.  from  Jodgt 
of  Mr.  Jostice  Bigham,  dated 
Nov.  29,  1900,  withoot  a  Jory, 
Mlddleeex  Febroair  18 


36    Keats 


36  /Remmlngton 


37  vRemmlngton 


38    Fitzpatrick 


39    Corrie 


Baadle 
of  Mr. 

1901,  with  a  Joiy 


32    Sawny 


33    Repetto 


Friaiy  Steam  Ship  Co.  Id.    appl  of 
•   Defts.  ttom  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostice 


Mathew,  dated  Feb.  16,  1901^ 
withoot  a  Joiy,  Middlesex  (far- 
ther evidence  to  be  aaked  for  at 
hearing  of  the  appl.,  by  oKder, 
March  4, 1901)  febraary  22 

34  Richard  Uolden  Id.  v.  Bcstock  k  Co.  Id.  appL  of 
Defts.  fhnn  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostice 
Bi^iam,  dated  Feb.  7, 1901,  with- 
oot a  Jory,  Manchester 

Febroaiy  26 


appL  of  Pltff.  from  ia^gt 
Jastloe  Day,  dated  Feb.  11, 
ith  a  Joiy       Febraary  « 
Broadwood    appl.  of  Deft.  Jnlia 
Broadwood  firom  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Jns- 
tice Brace,  dated  Feb.  16,  19«l«' 
with  a  common  Joiy,  Middlesex 
Febroaiy  28 
Broadwood    appl.   of  Pliff.  from 
Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostice  Brace,  dated 
Feb.  16,  1901,  with  a  common 
JoiT,  Middlesex    (No.  6,    Ne«r 
Trial,  iRemmington  v.  Broadwood 
k    anr.,    to    foltow    thase   two 
appeals)    by  order  Maidi  9 

Evans  k  Co.  Id.  appl.  of  PMT. 
tnm  order  of  Jostices  Wills  and 
Channell,  dated  Feb.  9, 1901 

Febroaiy  SB 
Booth  appL  of  Defta.  fhnn  Jodgt 
of  Mr.  JosUce  Fhillimoie,  datel 
Feb.  22,  1901,  withoot  a  Jory, 
Middlesex  March  t 

40  The  Mold  k  Denbigh  Jonctton  Ry.  Co.  v.  The 

London  and  North  We>tem  1^. 
Co.  (Railway  k  Canal  Commis- 
sion)  appL  of  Applicants  from 
Jodfft.  of  Mr.  Jortioe  Wright,  Sir 
F.  Peel,  and  Yiecoant  Cobham, 
dated  Feb.  26, 1901  March  1 

41  North  Qoeensland  Insce.  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Rhenidi 

Westohalian  Lloyd  Marine  Insoe. 
Co.  Id.  appL  of  Pltff.  firom  Jodgt 
of  Mr.  Jostlce  Bigham,  dated 
Feb.  26,  1901,  witboot  a  Jury, 
Middlesex  March  T 

Peel  appl.  of  Deft,  ficom  Jodgt.  of 
Mr.  Jostice  Lawrance,  dated 
March  9,  1901,  withoot  a  Jory, 
Middlesex  March  12 

Abrahams  appL  of  Deft,  from 
Jodgt  of  Mir.  Jovtics  Cbaqnell, 
dated  March  4,  1901,  withoot  « 
Joiy.  Middlesex  March  12 

Woodward  (^Cfroum  Side}  appl.  of 
Pltff.  from  Jodgt  of  Justices 
Wills  k  Chaimel^  dated  Feb.  6, 
1901  March  19 

45  Bonham  Carter  v.  Franckeiss  appL  of  Deft,  from 
Jodgt  of  Mr.  Joatioe  Day,  dated 
Feb.  16, 1901,  with  special  Joiy, 
Soothamp^ii  March  14 

Pope   appl.  of  Deft  frum  Jodgt.  of 

Mr.  Jostice  Darling,  dated  Maroh 

9, 1901,  withoot  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

MarcblS 

Ward  appL  of  Pltm  fhnn  Jodgt  of 
Mr.  JosQce  Ridley,  d^ted  Dec  «, 
1900,  withaoommoo  Jory,  Middle- 
sex March  16 

Tomer  appL  of  Deft  from  Jodgt 
of  Mr.  Josttoe  Channell,  dated 
March  18,  1901,  withjot  a  Jory, 
Middlesex  Mdich  21 

The  London,  Tilbory  k  Suothend 


42    Wentworth 


43    Carmlchael 


44    Keates 


46    Stein  It  anr. 


47    Sommers 


48    Bingham 


40    Glasscock 


Ry.Co.  appL  of  ntff.  from  Jodgt 
of   Mr.  Tosttce  DarUog,    '      ' 


Sooth  Wales  k  Liverpoo] 

k  C.  Orayaon  M. 


61 


March  13,  1901  (and  croas-noUoe 
of  appl.  by  Deft  Co.  for  a  new 
trial,  dated  Mardi  IS,  1900),  wtfh 
a  special  Jory,  Middx.  March  26 
'  Steam  Ship  Co.  Id.  e.  H. 
d.  appL  of  Pltff. 
fhnn  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jastloe  Bock- 
nill,  dated  Feb.  21, 1901,  witfioot 
a  Jory,  Uveipool  _      Mardi  26 


The  London  Ooontr  Coondl  v.  The  Uibao  District 
Oooncil  of  ▲cton  appl.  of  Deft, 
firom  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jastloe  Ridky, 
dated  Dec.  14,  1900,  witboot  a 
ifuj,  Middlesex  March  » 

52  London,  Tilbory  k  Soothend  i^.  Co.  o.  The  QntX 
Eastern  Ry.  Co.  (Railway  * 
Canal  Gbmmiaslon)  appl.  of 
Defta.  firom  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jastloe 
Wright,  dated  Mardi  23, 1901 

Aprils 

63  The  Goardlana  of  the  vFoor  of  West  Ham  IlniaB, 
Goonty  of  E«ex  (Appellanta)  v. 
The  London  Coonty  Coonoll 
(Respta.)  (Crovm  Side)  appL  of 
applts.  firom  Jodgt  of  Jostioei 
Darling  k  ChanneU,  dated  March 
21, 1901  AprtI  S 

The  British  Thomson  Hoooton  Oo. 
Id.,  Blackwell  ft  Co.,  3rd  paittaa 
(Crown  Side)  appl.  of  Defta. 
from  Jndgt  <a  Mr.  Jostke  Ken- 
nedy,  dated  March  27,  1901, 
with  special  Jory,  Leeda    ApiU4 


54     Maxwell 
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6  E«t1  of  CrftTcn  PrWmcrc  appJ.  tf  TUff. fnm  jndgt. 
of  Mr.  Jostfce  Ridley,  dated 
March  29,  1901,  without  a  Jury, 
Warwick  April  13 

56  The  King  Dr.  Trlatram  &  O.  Dftvey  (Ocipn 

Sidt)  appl.  of  Rev.  H.  F.  K. 
Hind  &  on.  fnm.  onier  of  J  a&tio^s 
Darling  &  Cbanoell,  dated  March 
21,  1901  April  IS 

57  Kinnell  Naaer  &  anr.    appl.  of  Deft,  irom 

Jadgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Lawrance, 
dated  March  9,  1901,  wtthoot  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  April  16 

58  8ci«ttos,  Sons  k  Co.  v.  Sommer  &  Co.  (J.  &  R. 

Lifter,  3rd  parties)  appl.  of 
Pltir.  firom  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Juatlce 
Bigbam,  dated  March  18,  1901, 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

April  11 

59  Glbbs  Chloride  Electrical  Storage  Syndicate 

Id.    appl.  of  Defts.  from  Judgt.  of 

Mr.  Justice  Blgham,  dated  April 

2,  1901.  without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

April  24 

60  Wright  Olyn    appl.  of  Defts.  from  Jndgt.  of 

Mr.  Jnstloe  Grantham,  dated 
April  20.  1901,  without  a  Jury, 
Middlesex  April  26 

61  The  Attomey-Gen.  on  the  relation  of  the  Bromley 

Rural  Dirtrict  Council  &  anr.  v. 
Copeland  appL  of  PltlT.  Trom 
Jndgt.  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
without  a  Jury,  Middle- ex 

ApTU39 

62  Thm»eU  Parsons   (Crown  Side)     appl.    of 

Pltir.  M'illiam  ThruBsell  (in  forma 
paurerist)  fVom  Jndgt  tf  The  Lord 
Chief  Justice  &  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
rence, dated  April  18,  1901  by 
order  April  SO 

63  Moorby  Tbe  Mayor,  Alderireu  ft  Citizens  of 

the  Citv  and  County  of  Kingston- 
npon-Uu'l  appl.  of  Defts.  from 
Judgt  uf  Mr.  Justice  Lawrance. 
without  a  Jury,  dated  April  3, 
1901  May  1 

64  H.  B.  W.  Fonlger  v.  H.  Aiding  (Ctwcn  Sid§) 

appl.  of  Pits:  ftom  Judgt.  of  The 
'  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawnnoe^  dated  April  20, 
1901  M^  2 

65  Hnlfhen  Stewart  k  Co.    appL  of  Pltff.  from 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Pblllimore, 
djited  April  1,  1901  Mat  4 

€6  Walleoberg  Pityne  appl.  of  PltlT.  fh>m  Jndgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Bigham,  withcfut « 
Jury,  dated  April  22,  1901 

May  6 

67  BeflUl's  Bexley  Brewery  Id.  v.  Hughes  appl.  of 
Deft  firom  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Ridl^,  dated  April  22, 1901,  and 
common  Jury,  Middlesex    May  6 

•8  Haineworth  British  workman's  and  General 
Assce.  Co.  Id.  appl.  of  Defts. 
ftxnn  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Ken- 
nedy, dated  April  18,  1901,  and 
special  Jury,  Leeds  May  8 

•9  Tbe  BeTersionary  k  General  Secnritips  Co.  Id.  «. 
Gilloti  appL  of  PltfEs.  from  Jndgt 
of  Mr.  Justice  Channell,  dated 
AprUSO,  1901,  wlthontajmr 

70  Robert  Skene     Charles  Cook  ((Troiro  Sidtt)   appl. 

of  Pltir.  from  Judgt  of  Justices 
Channell  k  Darling,  dated  March 
22, 1901  May  8 

71  The  Zillah  Shipping  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Midland  Ry.  Co. 

C  Crown  SUdt)  appl.  of  Defts.  from 
Judgt  of  The  Lord  Chief  Justice 
and  Mr.  Justice  Lawrance,  dated 
April  18,  1901  May  8 

I  In  re  an  Arbitration 
McasTBi  Ford  k  Go.  and  Messrs.  Bembro*e  ft  Sons  Id. 
and 
In  re  Tbe  Arbitration  Act,  1889  appl.  of  Bembrose 
and  Sons  Id.  flxim  Judgt  of  Jus- 
tices Kennedy  and  Phillimore, 
dated  April  30, 190 1  May  1 1 

73  Frangopnl  ft  Co.  v.  Lomas  ft  Co.    appl.  of  PltlTd. 

from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Ken- 
nedy, dated  April  23,  1901 

May  13 

74  KichoUs  Parker  ft  anr.    appl.  of  Tefts.  from 

Jndgt  cf  Mr.  JutUce  Wright, 
CatKl  May  7, 1901  May  14 

7i  Tut  Property  Exchange  U.,  Applts.  v.  The  Board  of 
Works  for  the  Wandsworth  Dis- 
trict, now  The  Mar  r,  Aldamen 
and  ConndlloTit  of  the  Me tropolltau 
Borcnitb  of  A^'a-id«woTtb,  Bi^spie. 


iCrown  Side)  appl.  of  Applts. 
from  Judgt.  of  The  Lord  Chief 
Jastice  ft  Mr.  Justice  Lawrance, 
dated  April  18,  1901  May  14 

76  In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Cowley  ft  Co.  of  the 

one  ptirt  and  Thomas  Montoon  of 
the  other  part  appL  of  Monisoo 
ft  Co.  firom  Jndgt.  of  Justices 
Kennedy  and  PhUlimore,  dated 
May  6.  1901  May  17 

77  In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Henry  Tyrer  and 

Co.  <rf  tbe  one  part  ft  Heasler  ft 
Co.,  owners  of  the  other  part  appL 
of  HeaKler  ft  Co.  fhnn  Judgt  of 
Justices  Kennedy  ft  PhilUmore, 
datefl  May  2,  1901  May  20 

78  Day  ft  anr.         Powell  ft  anr.    appl.  of  Pltff.  from 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Channell, 
dated  April  19, 1901,  without  Jury, 
Middlesex  May  21 

79  Gros  ft  ore.         Burnett    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Jndgt 

of  Mr.  Justice  Grantham.  datiHl 
May  22, 1901  May  22 

80  Rev.  G.  K.   Herbert,  Applt.  r.  J.  A.  M.  Quade 

(Surveyor  of  Taxes),  Keq>t. 
(Revenue  Side)  appl.  of  Respt. 
fnm  judgt.  of  Justices  Keunedy 
and  Phinimore.d  ted  May  9,  1901 
part  heard  (s.o.  for  additional 
fails) 

81  Gates  ft  or?.        Rill    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt.  of 

Mr.  Justice  Ridiey,  dated  May  14. 
1901,  with  a  Jury  May  24 

82  The  Caridad  Copper  Mining  Co.  11.  t>.  Swailo  v 

appl.  cf  Defts.  from  Jndgt.  of 
Mr.  JusH-e  Wright  dateJ  iUj 
14,  1901  May  2t 

83  Fnizer  Waike  appl  of  Def.  from  Judgt  if 

Mr.  Justice  Grantham,  dated  May 
17,  1901,  wthoutajury,  Middle- 
sex May  31 

84  In  re  an  Arbitiation  between  tVe  owners  of  the 

Steamship  Istok  and  Fred  Drug- 
horn  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt.  of 
Justices  Keniieiy  and  Phillimore, 
dftted  May  17,  1901  May  29 

85  Martingell  B^wn  appl.of  PltlT.  from  Jndgt  of 

JQstlce^  RMley  and  Phillimore, 
dated  M^  21, 1901  May  39 

86  Aktieselakabet  Shakespeare  v.  C.  J.  Ekman  ft  Co. 

appl.  of  Pltir.  firom  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bigham  and  Commercial 
Court,  dat<Si  Mareh  6, 1961 

May  SO 

87  Patrick  Igoe  (Appellants)  tr.  Thomas  ThomhiU 

Shann  and  on.,  JJ.  of  the  Peace 
f9t  the  County  and  City  of  Man- 
clieiter  (Respts.)  Crown  Side  appL 
of  Respts.  fipom  Jndgt  of  The 
Loid  Chief  Justice  ft  Mr.  Justice 
Lawnmce,  dated  May  7, 1^1 

May  31 

a  a  r  In  re  an  Arbitration 

""  (The  Bwllta  ft  Merthyr  Dai^  Steam  CoUieries  (1891) 
Id.  V,  The  Pontypridd  Water- 
works Co.  appl.  of  Defts.  from 
Jodgt.  of  Justices  Ridley  and 
PhUUmore,  dated  May  22, 1961 
June  5 

89  The  Connty  Council  of  the  Administntive  Comty  of 

Hertford  «.  The  Rural  Dlbtriot 
Council  of  Bamet  appl.  of  Defts. 
fhm  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
rance, dated  May  17,  1901,  with, 
out  a  Jury,  Middlesex       June  13 

90  Frads  Times  ft  Co.  v.  Mesde    appl.  of  Pltflii.  firxmi 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Bfgham, 
dated  May  22,  1901,  wtthont  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  June  18 

91  Lord  PoTtnnottth  and  anr.  «.  The  London  and  South 

Western  Ry.  Co.  appl.  of  PItflis. 
ftom  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Dar- 
ling, dated  May  22,  1901,  with- 
out a  Jury,  Middlesex       June  24 

92  Sam?  Same  appl.  of  Defts.  from  Jndgt  of 

Mr.  Justice  Daning,  dated  May 
22.  190L  June  24 

93  The   Tumchapel    Wharves  ft  Warehouses  id.  «. 

Pittfi,  tfon  ft  King  ki.  appl.  of 
Defts.  fh>m  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Grantham,  dated  June  16,  1901, 
with  a  special  Jury,  Middlesex 

June  26 

94  John  Marshall    The  Royal  Exchange  As^ce.  Corpn. 

appl.  of  Pltir.  from  Jutgt  of 
Justices  Ridl^  and  Phillimore, 
dated  May  22,  1901,  with  ppecial 
Jury,  Middlesex  June  25 

9:>    New  River  Co.  r.  Assessment  Committee  of  Hert- 
ford Tn'oE  ft  or*,  (^('rown  Side) 


96    The    Associated 


97    Tolhurst 


9S 


appl.  of  Respts.  from  Jodgl  ef 
Justices  Rkiley  ft  Bigham,  Med 
June  11, 1901  JuRtt 

IV»rtIand  Cement  Mann&obinn 
(1900)  IX  ft  on.  V.  Tolhmst  tspl. 
of  Pltifi.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jbs- 
tice  Mathew,  dat&l  June  12,  Ml, 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex  (Gon- 
merclalList)  JnneX 

The  AsMKiated  PortUnd  Cmnt 
Manufacturers  (1900)  IJ.  ft  «n. 
appL  of  Defts.  firom  Jndgt  oC  Mr. 
Justice  Mathew,  dated  June  11, 
1901,  without  a  Jury,  MlddkMk 
JimeM 
B.  H.  Abrahams  s.  Bullock  appl.  of  Pltllik  fios 
Jndgt  of  Mr.  Jivtice  Bkilcgr,  drfid 
June  6th,  1931,  witiMot  a  jorj. 
Middlesex  Jwt% 

Sbowell's  Breweiy  Co.  U.  ft  «fs. 
appl.  of  Defts.  Showell's  Brewetj' 
Co.  Id.  fro  u  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jstfoe 
Channell,  dated  June  T,  IWi. 
without  a  Jury.  Mlddtowx 

Jnn» 

Hussey  appl  of  Deit  from  Jodgt. 
of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Grantham.  dUed 
June  8,  1901,  wltbont  a  Jmy, 
Middlesex  (security  ordered) 

Thomas  Owen  ft  Co.  Id.  appL  of 
PltlT.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  JssUm 
Mathew,  c'ated  May  7,  1901,  and 
i'roes>uotice  of  vppeal  by  M^ 
(from  part  of  same  order)  wttnat 
»  Jury,  Middlesex  Jvl^l 

102  The  Corporation  of  the  Royal  Exchange  Aaroa 
•  V.  >JOforsakrlngs  Aktie  Boiigil 

Veg-i  appl.  of  Pltfii.  from  Jodgt. 
of  Mr.  Jusllce  Bigham,  doed 
June  16,  1901,  without  a  Jmy, 
Middlesex  Wy4 

Bowman  appL  of  Deft.  fi^0Bj>V; 
of  Mr.  Justke  Channell,  kki 
June  29,  1901,  wltiioat  a  Jjf, 
Middlesex  J*v' 

Merry  appL  of  HtJF.  ftern  J*^ 
Mf.  jirtke  Ridley,  da«^ 
26, 1901,  wltboat  a  JatTilfS?: 
sex  '*y* 

26, 1901,  wtthoot  a  Jmy,  IWffle- 

sex  Jwyj 

Tombs  and  Same  «.  SsiM  tm^ 


99    Gunn 


100  Squire 


101  Wertheim 


103  Whinney 


104  Favets 


105  Michel 


106  Taylor 


'  Pltifo.  ficom  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jfl^ 
Darling,  dat«d  JollAi  "•>!!?! 


107  Medley 


common  Jury,  Middlesex  (t*» 
actlona  consolidated,  by  order) 
Jolyl 
Rippfai  ft  ora.  appL  of  FM._5" 
iSdgt  of  Mr.  Sostice  Db** 
dated  July  3,  IWI,  w«*  oW 
Jury,  Middlesex  (security  oyknj) 
jByn 
108  yickers.  Sons  ft  Maxim  Id.  v.  Midland  Rj.  0^* 
Of*.  (Railway  *  0"^  ?2; 
mbalan)  appL  of  D«g^  ** 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Wrig^ar 
F.  Peel  and  Viscount  Cobtan. 
dated  July  10. 1901 

IC9  Reffeirs  Bexley  Brewery  Id.  v.  Hughes  apSlrf 
Deft  fkom  Jodgt  of  Mr.  JotfJ 
Ridley,  dated  June  24, 1901, »» 
conunon  Jury,  Middlesex 

110  Osborne  Quarry  Publishing  CCw  M.   «flM 

Plur.  from  Juiigt.  of  Mr.  J«*» 

BMley,  dated  May  6,  iWljjjJ** 

Jury,  Middlesex  (security  wwj 

July  !• 

111  Burdett  ft  Harris  «.  Macleay     appl.  of  Delt  JW" 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Jastice  ll^uy-fS 
dat«lJuly8,  I9il  JSi 

112  Pfcin  Bros.  Maclejy    appl.  of  Deft  from  Jog 

tf  Mr.  JuaUce  PhilUmor^  «» 
July.M90l  ^J"5j! 

lis  Dainea,  Adam  ft  Co.  o.  Macleay  appL  of  Wt  W» 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Jnstioe  PhillU»«. 
dafcfd  July  e,  1901  J»g!J 

114  Mercer  The  Uverpool,  St.  Helens  ft  *«» 

Lancashire  Ry.  Oow  J^* 
Defts.  ftom  Judgt  «f  Ti»  w« 
Chief  Justice,  dated  Junei*.  WU 
wltiMmtaJury,  M****"«j^ii 

115  Tre.l«s»r*lixm  ft  Coal  Co.  H.  r.  lUwUion  »J* 

Co.  appl.  of  PltlTi.  ftwn  oi*r « 
Mr.    Jtetice    Pblliimoft.  ditea 
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June  26,  1901,  witbom  a  Jury, 
lliddlestt  July  18 

111  ikiMDthal  Bros.  (AppeUanto)  v.  B«df«ni  k  Son 
(ResptB.)  Icrcwn  aftb)  appl.  of 
Defts.  from  Jndgt  of  JoMiceft 
ClunDeU  ft  BockDiil,  dated  June 
28,  IMl  Jn\j  20 

11)  StNl,  YoDDg  ft  Co.  V.  Onnd  Canary  Coallnc  Co. 
appl.  of  Deft  from  Jodgt.  of  Mr. 
JoBtioe  PbUllmore,  dated  July  15, 
1901  July  29 

111  ChtrlM  Oimmell  ft  Co.  v.  The  Midland  Ry.  Co.  ft 
ore.  (Rallw^  ft  Canal  Comm's- 
alon)  appl.  of  Midland  R^.  Co. 
tnm  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright,  Mr  F.  Feel  ft  Yiecoimt 
Cobham»  dated  July  10, 1001 

JnljSl 

111  Johfl  Brown  ft  Co.  Id.  r.  The  Midland  Ry.  Co.  ft  on. 
(Railway  ft  Canal  Gommiidon) 
pi.  of  MtdUmd  Ry.  Co.  flram 
of  Mr.   JwOoe  Wright. 
Jii  Hon.  Sir  F.  Feel  ft  Yls- 
coont  Oobham,  daftrd  Jnly  10, 
1901  Jnly  31 

la  MItcfaeU  Richard  Evans  ft  Co.  Id.    appL  of 

Defls.  from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jastlce 
BackoUl,  dated  Jnly  26,  1901, 
witboat  a  Jnry  Angost  2 

UIMaJilemnMn  ft  New  Yoi^  Steam  Ship  Go.  v. 
Maekay  appL  of  PlttBi.  from 
Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Jostioe  Bncknill. 
dated  Joly  6,  1901.  wHb  special 
jniy,  Manchester  Angnet  3 

m  Geovge  Ncl-on  ft  Sons  o.  James  ft  Alexander  Brown 
appl.  of  Pltflb.  ftom  JodgL  of  Mr. 
Justice  Matbew,  dated  Jnly  80, 
1901,  wUhont  a  Jnry       Angnst  5 

m  FmtoD  (toading  as  John  Freston)  v.  FnnieBB,  Witby 
and  Co.  appl.  of  Defls.  from 
Jndgt  of  Mr.  JnsUce  Matbew  and 
croas-notiue  of  appeal  by  Fltff. 
from  same  onler,  dated  Jnly  31, 
1901,  without  a  Joiy       Angnst  7 

IM  S%elOoU,  ftc.  Co.  «.  Hoaide  appl.  of  Deft,  fkmn 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Matbew, 
dated  Jnly  26,  1901,  wltbont  a 
Jvxy,  Mlddleiex  Angost  7 

m  Tte  UsgnreU  Steamehip  Co.  M.  v,  F.  W.  Marten 

appl.  of  Pltffll.  ftom  Jndgt.  of  Mr. 

Justice  Matbew.  dated  Jnly  26, 

1901,  witboat  a  Jniy,  Middlesex 

Angost  7 

IX  Senitadt  Lambert    rppL  of  Deft  ttota  Jndgt. 

of  Mr.  Justice  Matbew,  dated  Jnly 
26,  1901,  whhoat  a  Joiy,  Middle- 
sax  Augusts 

ID  Bindb7  WolTerhampton   Race  Conrm  and 

Danstall  Park  Qub  Co.  Id.  appl. 
of  FltfT.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jostioe 
Darling,  dated  Jnly  24,  190*. 
without  a  Jnry,  Stafford 

Augusts 

m  JLLPrttton  (Liquidator  of  the  Cheap  Wood  Co. 
Id.)  V.  Chorchlll  ft  Stan    u>pL  of 
Defts.  flram  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Matbew,  dated  Jnly  3i,   1901, 
iddlesex 

W  BoMnaon  GoU  Mining  Go.  Id.  ft  ore.  v.  iuBauce 
Haitae  and  General  Aaace.  Co. 
Id.  appl.  of  Pltfb.  tnm  Jndgt  of 
Mr.  Justice  Fhillimore,  dated 
Jnly  15.  1901,  without  a  Jury, 
Mfcldleeex  August  9 

Doutfbcrty  «.  E.  Richards  ft  Co.  appl.  of 
Dch.  from.  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
DarUng,  dated  Jnly  31,  1901, 
common  Juy,  Middx.  Angnst  9 
Dooald  Cnrrle  ft  Co.  ft  BncknaU 
Bros.    appl.  of  Defts.  BncknaU 


wtthoot  a  Jnxy,  Middle 


Broa.  flnom  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Matbew.   dated    Aug.   2,    1901, 


UiaH.A. 


BiDumifton. 


Angufrt  10 

ttSBUolt  LoDSten    appL  of  Deft,  from  Jndgt. 

of  Mr.  Jnattoe  Fhlllimorr.  dated 
July  2,  1901,  and  common  Jnry, 
MUdlwex  (security  ordered) 

August  16 

IfiCtiig  RdUp    appL  of  Deft,  ftom  Jndgt  of 

Mr.    Justice    Grantham,    dated 

Jnne  26,  1901,  and  special  Jury, 

Middlesex  Augiut  16 

IM  Ben  Graham  ft  ore.  (trading,  ftc)  v.  The  Com- 

mlMlonen  of  His  Msjeety's  Works 

ft   Public    Bnlldlnsi     appL    of 

Delta,  fhnn  Jndgt  of  The  Lord 

Chief  Justica,  dated  Aug.  6,  1901, 

and  speciai  Jnry,  Leeds 

"~  August  16 


13)  Pearce 


136  Carter 


137  Curtis  ft  Co. 


143  Honikman 


Greening  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Justioe  WUls,  dated  Aug. 
6, 1901,  without  Jury,  Exeter; 

August  20 
I^jsoo    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  FhllUmorsb  dated 
Aug.     9,    1901,    without   Jury, 
Birmingham  AugniBt  22 

Head  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgr. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Matbew,  dated 
July  29,  1901,  without  Jury, 
Middlesex  August  23 

I3S  The  Steamship  Gaxlsbrook  Co.  Id.  v.  London  ft 
Provincial  Marine  ft  General 
Inaoe.  Co.  Id.  appl.  of  FltfT.  fkom 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jwtioe  Mathew, 
dated  Aug.  7, 1901,  without  Jury, 
Mlddleeex  August  81 

1S9  Sir  William  Dunn  ft  ors.  v.  Donald  Ctarrle  ft  Co.  ft 
on.  appl. of Defta.  Denall Currie 
ft  Co.  fxxjm  Juagt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Mathew,  dated  Aug.  2,  1901, 
witboat  Jury,  Middlesex 

September  V 

140  Molineiux         The  London.  Birmingham  ft  Man- 

chester Insce.  Co.  Id.  appL  of 
FltfT.  from  Jadgt  of  Mr.  Justioe 
FhlUlmore,  dated  Aug.  6,  1901, 
without  Jury,  Btrmlogluum 

September  12 

141  The  Long  Eaton  Recreation  Grounds  Co.  Id.  v.  The 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  appL  of  Defts. 
tram  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justioe  Law- 
rance,  dated  Aug.  12,  1901  (non- 
Jury),  Derby  Saptember  16 

142  Ratcliif  ft  Draltry  v.  A.  B.  Mendelssohn    appL  of 

i^elt  from  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Mathew,  dated  Aug.  7, 1901  (non- 
Jory),  Middlesex  September  16 
Stopfurd  ft  ors.  appL  of  Pltif.  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Darling, 
dated  Aug.  9,  1901,  non-Juxy, 
Middlesex  October  9 

144  H.  F.  Van  Laun  ft  Oo.!v.  Baring  Bros.  M.    appL 

of  Fltlb.  from  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bigham,  dated  Jnly  8, 
1901,  non-Jury,  Middlesex 

October9 

145  Bold  J.  B.  Lee  It  ^ons  ft  ors.    appLtof 

Fltfb.  from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Kennedy,  dated  Aug.  9,  1901, 
ncQ-Juiy,  Mlddlewx       October  9 

146  Scott  ft  Horton  Godfrey    appl.  of  Deft  fkom  Judgt. 

of  Mr.  Justice  (Uonuner- 

dal)  dated  June  27,  l»0l,  non- 
Jury,  Middlesex  October  2S 

147  Bridgwater  ft  Smith  «.  Godfrey    appl.  of  Deft,  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
(Commere'al  List),  datel  August 
8, 1901  (Nonjury)      Uiiober  23 

148  Wallis  Chknrlne  Syndicate  Id.  v.  American  AlkaU 

Co.  U.  appL  of  Defts.  fkom 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justioe  Gnnthsm, 
dalsd  July  6,  1901,  with  spedal 
Jury,  Mlddtoez  October  23 

<a  Tnao  V.  Row4 

Wills, 
dated' Aug.  10, 1901      October  23 
Kemp    appl.  of  Fltfb.  flnom  Jndgt 
of    Mr.    Justice     Wills,    dated 
August  5, 1901  October  23 

161  Yogemann         Zanzibar  Steamahip  Co.  id.    appl. 

of  Fltir.  fh>m  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice  Pbllllmoreb  dated  Jnly  16, 
1901,  without  Jury,  Middlesex 

October  24 

162  Ronton  ft  Co.      Midland  Ry.  Co.  ft  ors.  (Railway 

and  Canal  Commission)  appl.  of 
Midland  Ry.  Co.  from  Judgt  of 
Mr.  Justice  Wr^sht,  Sir  F.  Feel, 
and  Yisojunl  Cobbam,  dated 
July  10, 1901  October  29 

163  Lloyds  Bank  Id.  Gerard   Moeol^    appL  of  Deft. 

from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Wllb, 
dated  August  6,  1901,  witboat  a 
JuT}',  Brlst  1  October  31 

151  Hoare  ft  Co.  Id.  Met  Borough  of  Lewisbam  appl. 
of  Defts.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawraooe,  dated  August  12, 
1901,  without  a  Jnry,  Mkidx. 


149  The  Major,  ftc.  of  I'ruro  v.  Rows 


150  Same 


166  J.  W.  Hemmant  v. 


l^ovember  1 
G.  Hemmant   appl.  of  Defts. 
r.  Just 


from  Jtidgt  of  Mr.  Justioe  Bruoe^ 
dated  Aug.  P,  1901,  without  a 
Jnry,  Leeds  Novi  mber  6 

166  Titchfleld  Baqk  Id.  «.  Jrvin  ft  ors.  appl.  of  Pltfls. 
fh>m  Jodgt.  ot  Mr.  Justice  Dar- 
ling, dated  NoY.  2,  1901,  with- 
out a  Jnry,  Middlesex 

November  6 


167  Wylfr 


^}-j 


166  Trustee  of  G. 


166  Sykes 


168  Holt 


169  Bolton 


The    Ibo    LiTssfcment    Trust    Id. 
of  Pltff.   from  Jndgt  of 
Justice  Walton,  dated  Oot 
31, 1901.  witboat  a  Jury,  Middx. 
November  11 

168  Mayor  of  Westminster.  Applt  «.  Edgcome,  Respt, 

(Croum  Side)  appL  of  Re<pt 
from  order  of  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice  and  Mr.  Justice  Ridlay, 
dated  Owt.  26,  1901 

November  12 

169  Ward  Bros.        James  Bill  ft  Sons    appl.  of  Defls. 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justioe  WUls, 
dated  Amt.  6,  1901,  wltbont  a 
Jury,  Middlesex        November  14 

160  In  the  Matter  of  Casson  P.  Smitii,  a  Sdr.,  ftc.  and 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Solicitors'  - 
Act.  1888     appl.  of  C.  P.  Smitii 
from  Jnd&t  of  Justices  Kennedy 
and  Darling,  dated  Aug.  8.  1901 
November  18 

161  The  Electrolytic  Plating  Apparatus  Co.  Id.  v.  Henry 

Holland  Co.  appL  of  Defts.  from 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jwtioe  Ridley, 
dated  Nov.  6.  1901.  witiioat  a 
Joiy,  Mlddleeex       November  19 

162  Same  John   Birch  ft  Sons  Id.     appl.  of 

Defis.  from  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Ridley,  dateJ  Nov.  6, 1961,  with- 
out a  Jury,  Middlesex 

November  19 

163  George  Coatee    appl.  of  Deft,  flrom  Jodgt 

of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley,  dated  Nov. 

7, 1901.  wlUiovt  a  Jury,  Middteex 

November  21 

164  Temple,  Thomson  ft  Clark  v.  Rnnnalls    appl.  of 

Pltib.  from  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bigham  (Commercial  Gause)^ 
dated  Nov.  6,  1961,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  November  2S 
.  Mellor  a  bankrupt  «.  Maat  anpL  of 
Deft,  from  Judgt  of  Mr.Twtica 
Wright,  dated  Nov.  8,  1901, 
wititout  a  Jury,  Mkldlemx 

November  S3 
Curtis  ft  on.  appL  of  G.  Mnray, 
(3rd  party)  limn  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Rldlef ,  dated  Nov.  19, 
1901,  without  a  Jnry,  Middlesex 

November  96 
167  Spoooer  ft  anr.  Day  appl.  of  Deft  from  Jodgt  of 
Mr.  Justioe  Wright.  datedNov. 
21, 1901,  Without  a  Juy.  Mlddle- 
oex  November  28 

Wren  appl.  of  E.  Holt,  FltiT.. 
from  Jnogt  of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Wills, 
dated  .  1901,  Dis- 

trict Registry,  Blackburn 

November  27 
Pkialey  ft  Co.  appl.  of  Defts.  frtmi 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley, 
dated  Nov.  18,  1961,  wltboQt  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  (eecnrlty  ordered) 

November  29 

170  Simon  HUUin   (trading,   ftc.)    appl.   of 

Deft,  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jnstioe 
Obannell,  dated  Nov.  16,  1901. 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

November  80 

171  Cuoke  Payne   sppl.  of  Deft,  fhn  Jodgt. 

cf  Mr.  Justioe  Wright,  dated 
Nov.  21,  1901,  without  a  Jury, 
Middlesex  November  90 

172  MiUs  ft  Spsrrow  v.  The  AUantlc  Transport  Co.  Id. 

appl.  of  Defts.  tnm  Jodgt  of  Mr. 
Jubtice  Walton,  dated  Nov.  18, 
1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 
November  30 

173  Zimbler  ft  anr.  Abmbams     appL  of  Pltib.  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Darling, 
dated  Nov.  28,  1961,  without  a 
Jury,  Mkhilesex         December  4 

174  UwU  Berkky   ft  anr.     qmL   of    Pltff. 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Darling,  ^ded  Nov.  16,  1901, 
without  a  Jury,  Mlddleeex 

December  6 

175  Basset  Msudilay     appL    of   Deft,    from 

Judgt  of  Mr.  J»tice  fincknill, 
dated  Nov.  26,  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex         December  • 

176  Philip  Bennett  ft   Co.     appl.   of   Dafks. 

from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Big- 
ham. dated  Nuv.  29,  1901,  with- 
out a  Jury,  M  idOlesex 

DrcemberO 

177  Wiioxk  .  Greig    appl.  of  Pltff.  from  Judgt 

Mr.  Darling,  dated  Nov.  29,  190«{ 
wltliout  a  Jury.  Middlesex 

Decembers 
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us  Bi wtti  JLTbttwUon between  R  Crtggs ftSons and 

*"  joBn  Lockle   appL  of  Deft.  John 

Lockie  fpom  order  of  Mr.  Jaskice 

Wright  (on  spoctal  case),  dated 

Nov.  38, 1901  December  J 

IM  I»  !•  an  AiWtr»tton  between  Lord  Moetyn  and 

*•■  *^  F.  H.  FltfflimmonB  »ppl.of  Lord 

MoBtyn  Itom  order  of  Mr.  JnsUoe 

Wright  (on  spedil  cMe),  dated 

Nov.  27.  IMI  December  ll 

IBtt  The  Kntiial  Loan  Fund  Aaaoc.  Id.  v.  Friend    anpl. 

ttoe  Darling,  dated  Nov.  80, 1901, 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

Deoember  12 

181  GbUlntf  Lake  View  Caneols  Id.     •ppl-  of 

■       ^^  Pefls.  ftom  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Jnrtice 

Walton,  dated  Nov.  3, 1901,  with- 

outajnry.Mlddleeex^^^^^^^ 

tA  BaiTb  k  Co.  r.  Davis  &  Co.  Id.  k  anr.     *PPl-,of 
•  ^^  Pltflh.  from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jnijice 

Wright,  dated  Dec  6,  1901,  with- 
out a  Jury,  Middlesex 

December  13 
1S3  Wyalt  The  London  Comity  CouncU    appl. 

^  of  Delta,  ftom  jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jus- 

tice Wright,  dated  Dec.  9,  1901, 
without  a  jury,  Middlesex 

December  16 
The  British  Mutoecope  ft  Biograph 
Cb.  Id.  appl.  of  Pltir.  from  judgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Phillimore,  dated 
Dec  4,  1901,  with  a  common 
Jury,  Middlesex  December  19 
Lydall  k  anr.  appL  of  Pltlf .  from 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Darlihg, 
dated  Nov.  29.  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  December  20 
IIM  CkarrlngtOD,  Selh,  Dale  k  Co.  v.  The  Midland  By. 
Co.  (Railway  k  Canal  Commis- 
sion') appl.  of  Defts.  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Wright,  Sir  F. 
Peel  snd  Viscount  Cobham,  dated 
Dec  6, 190 1  December  23 

111  Tte  London  Jc  India  Docks  Co.  v.  The  Great  Eastern 
^  By.  Co.  and  ttie  Midland  By.  Co. 

(Railway  and  Canal  Commission) 
appl.  of  The  Midland  Ry.  Co. 
from  Judgt.,  dated  Dec.  13, 1901 
December  21 


184  Hanfrtaeogl 


IBtCbwn 


Arwii  (he  PrdbaU,  Divorce^  and  Admiralty 
Division, 

iAdmiraUy.) 

Fob  Hbabiko. 

With  NautuxU  AMessora, 

Final  List. 

1901. 

,  (Ovlmptan  Qrange-1901— Folios  33T  It  838 

*•  fOimam  of  Foraete  «.  Owners  of  Ovingdean  Grange 
(damage)  appl.  of  Pitlfs.  tnm 
Judgt.  of  the  Preskleut,  dated 
Feb.  15,  1901  May  1 

«  iUmmt  Yemon— 1899— Folio  683 

'  {Owners  of  the  Handel  Ltkt  v.  George  Shepherd  and 
ors.  (damage)  appl.  of  Defts.  ftcm. 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Barnes,  dated 
April  30, 1901  July  1 

«  COteanlo— 1901— Folio  357 

*|TbA  Waierfbrd  Steam  Ship  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Oceanic 
Steam  Ship  Co.  Id.  (damage) 
appl.  of  Defts.  from  Judgt.  of  the 
President,  dated  Oct.  39, 1901 

November  ll 

WiAoui  Nauiioal  Auenors. 
l^isKL  List. 

Jl— FoUo62 
i  Ik  Carys  Gape  Verde  Islands  Id.  v.  The 
Swindon  Steamship  Co.  Id.  (qnea- 
tion  of  Law)  appl.  of  Deft,  from 
Jndgt  of  the  Dl visional  Court, 
dated  June  14, 1901  July  21 


From  the  King's  Bench  Division, 


New  Trial  Papbb. 


1889. 


1    Woolley 


2    Bemmlngton 


3    Vkan 


4    Taylor 


6    Henderscn 


Manchester  Ship  Gsxial  Co.  appln. 
of  Defte.  for  Jndgt.  or  new  trial  on 
appl.  from  verdict  and  Jndgt., 
dated  March  18,  1899,  at  triid 
before  T.  H.  Baylis,  Esq.,  and 
special  Jury  (Cooxt  of  PatoBage^ 
iSverpool)  April  19 

1801. 

Broadwood  &  anr.  appln.  of  Deft 
A.  S.  Bwadwood  for  Jndgt.  or  new 
trial  on  appl.  from  verdict  k 
Judgt.,  dated  Feb.  16,  1901,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Bruce 
and  common  Jury,  Middlesex  (to 
fullow  No.  60  final  appeal,  by 
order)  U^xth  12 

The  Hydro  Incandescent  Gas  Light 
Co.  Id.  and  on.  apphi.  of  Pltlf. 
for  Judgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  and  Jndgt.,  dated 
July  5,  1901,  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Lawrence  and  special  Jury, 
Middlesex  Jtily  13 

London  It  Yorkshire  Bank  Id.  k 
anr.  appln.  of  London  k  York- 
shire Bank  for  Judgt  or  new  trial 
on  appL  from  verdict  and  Judgt, 
dated  Aug.  9, 1901,  at  trial  before 
llie  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  a 
Jury,  Mkldlesex  October  30 

^^m^n  and  legal  representatives 
k  ors.  appbi.  of  Pltlf.  for  Judgt 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict 
and  Jndgt,  dated  Od.  28, 1901,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Grantham 
and  a  special  Jury,  Middlesex 

November  1 
Batten,  Came  *  Game's  Banking  Co.  Id.  v.  Beed 
appln.  of  Pltfh.  for  Jndgt.  or  new 
trial  on  appl.  from  verdict  and 
Judgt.,  dated  Nov.  6,  1901,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Grantham 
and  a  special  Jury,  Middleaex 

November  12 

SnUivan  It  oeb.  appln.  of  Deft,  for 
Judgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl.  from 
verdict  and  Judgt,  dated  Nov.  1, 
1901,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Ridley  and  a  speoialiury,  Middx. 
November  U 

Creswell  k  ore.  appln.  of  Pltff.  for 
Jadgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl.  from 
verdict  and  Judgt.,  dated  Nov.  28, 
1901,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Darling  and  oommon  Jury,  MidJx. 
December  2 
ft    Whi'e  Bennett    appln.  of  Pltif.  for  Judgt. 

or  new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict 
and  Jndgt.,  dated  Nov.  80,  1901, 
at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Ridley 
with  a  specUl  Jury.  Middlesex 

December! 

Malr  k  crs.  appln.  of  Dtfts.  A. 
McKechnie  and  McKechoie  Bros, 
for  Judgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  and  Judgt.,  dated 
Nov.  25, 1901,  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Ridley  with  a  special 
Jury,  Middlesex  December  6 

Parrett  k  Mercer  appln.  of  Defts. 
for  Judgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
fr.  m  verdict  k  Judgt,  dated 
Nov.  29,  1901,  at  trial  before 
Lord  chief  Justice  and  a  special 
Juiy,  Middlesex         December  6 

12  Smith  k  Co.  Id.  «.  Humphries  k  Co.  Id.    appln.  of 

Pltlfe.  (on  a  preliminary  point) 
for  Judgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
tnm  verdict  k  Judgt.,  dated 
Dec.  0,  1901,  at  trial  before  Mr. 
JoBtioa  Dai  ling  and  a  spedal 
Jniy,  Middlesex        December  16 

13  Selfe,  Ball,  Smith  k  Co.  v.  Tribe,  Clarke,  Painter  k 

Co.  appln.  of  Pitlfs.  for  Judgt.  or 
new  trinl  on  appl.  frum  verdict  k 
Jndgt,  dated  Dec.  3, 1901,  at  trial 
bef  re  Mr.  Justice  DarUng  and  a 
special  Jury,  Middlesex 
*^  December  17 

Roberts  appln.  of  Defts.  for  Judgt. 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  fkom  verdict 
k  Judgt,  dated  Deo.  10,  1901,  at 
trial   before  Mr.  Justice  I'hllll- 


1    Baiker 


8    Spero 


10    Smith 


11    Nesbitt 


more  and  a  oommon  Jot,  Wddte' 


lb    Aitken 


16    Knight 


17    Vickeia 


18    Philips 


The  London  k  North  Western  By. 
Co.  appln.  of  Defts.  lor  Jadgt » 
new  trial  on  appl.  from  vcrdktk 


jiew  Mwt  wJ  appl-  fri— . 

Judgt,  dated  Dec.  ll,  IMI.  it 
trial  before  Mr.  Josilce  TkM 
with  a  spedal  Jury,  MIddkiei 
December  18 

Vickerman  appln.  rf  f\a.tv 
Jndgt  or  new  trial  on  sppL  ft« 
verdict  k  Jndgt..  dated  Det  5, 
1901,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Joidee 
Grantham  and  special  Jsr,  ' 
j^eeds  Deoember  l> 

Lady  Emily  Gold  Mintaig  Go.  Id. 
appln.  of  Defts.  for  Judgt  cr  «■ 
t^  on  appL  fhim  verdict  ud 
Judgt.,  dated  Dec  l%  IWI.  U 
tri2  before  Mr.  Justice  OailiBg 
end  a  spedal  Jury,  MWdlMtt 

DeoenberK 

Plumbly  *ppln.  of  Deft  fe 
Judgt  oar  new  trial  «  gfl. 
from  verdict  and  JsdA,  «» 
Dec  13, 1901,  at  trial  te&te  Mr. 
Justice  Ddrling  and  a  spekii 
Jury,  Middlesex        DeooabcJi 


Fr<m  (he  King's  Bench  Division, 


IirrBBLOOITTOBT  LlBT. 


leoo. 


Maitttews  k  ore.  v.  Colls  &  anr.  appL  of  Htl  fiw 
■  -  of   Mr.  JnsUii 


2    Nelson 


!    s 


dated  June  18,  1990  (■«* 
ordered)  J** 

1901. 

Etoeenberg  appL  of  ^  Si 
order  i5  Mr.  JnsUos  Dili*** 
March  18,  1901  ("•  PS*f 
settiement)  (!« 

UnderhlU  k  anr.  v.  Llndoa   appL  rf  ^  J* 
.  Older  of  Mr.  Jw^to  DiyJ»» 
Mareh  25, 1901  i"'^''^^! 

Vigo  appL  of  Pltlt  Cwf.'*'^ 
Mr.  jSSke  Day,  dated  Apdl* 

Vigo  appL  of  Pltff.  ft«".«Jf,f 
Mr.  jStlceDay,dsl»dAp*in 
1901  (B-o.  tlU  aftsr  Msiwrt  * 
port)  ^KTu 

The  Sew  London  Dbowrt  Co^ 

ft  on.  appl.  of  Pl«f  •  fr»  "5 
0fMr.Ji5SceJelf;d|J*jN^* 
1901  ^?T'5Sa 

Ward  (Scott,  dmt)  •I^"'}! 
H..Wird  flrom  ord«  of  Mf-  J* 
tice  Channell,  dated  Ig^'J 

Duntop  Pneumatic  Tyre  Co.  M.  k  wui,*- *^ 
Geselbchaft  Fner  JWW  J* 
iCrown  Side)  tnm orderrf »• 
justice  Channell.  datedD*  "^ 

1901  ^^"*"!^\ 

Wallach  k  Richardaon  v.  MarshaU  i<^fS 
appLafDeft,.fromafderrf»- 


4  jVigP 

5  (vigo 


6    Wells  &  on. 


7    Hickman 


10  Clayton 

11  Comwdl 


Justice 
17, 1901 


:  UBR.  nom  w«" -f^ 

^hoitt    »PPl.ofDeft.fttwi«d«^ 

^  Mr.  Jnidce  ChanneU.  dsW J^ 

9.  1901  *-**fcI. 

Cnidock     appL   of  Dft,,  *? 

order  of  Mr.*^Jnstice  PWJW^* 
datedDec.  16,  l90lDeceDib*» 


In  re  The  ¥torhmenU  CkmpeMoi^ 
Act,  1897. 
(Fbom  Oouhtt  Ooubi.) 

,  (In  the  Matter,  Ac  ■nnui.m.  mis 

^  tW.  B.  Jones  (an  infant)  by  William  Wmi^JJ 


Digitized  by 


Nlool,Respt(Clrw»A*0 
of  Applicant  ftom  •waid  tfu-^. 
Court    (LttJcasbire,   LW»** 
datedJan.24,199l(i«Jj2yl4 
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.  (In  tte  Matter,  ke. 

^  (EUnbelh  Jureii  (the  leal  peraooal  Tepresentatlve 
of  W.  Jarratt,  dec.).  Applicant  v. 
Tbe  Ffbldan  Collieries  Go.  Id., 
Keepts.  (Croum  Side)  appl.  of 
Bei^.  tnm  award  of  Goaoty 
Court  (Qlamorgaiwbbe,  Bridg- 
eiMl\  dated  May  14, 1901    Jane  6 

3  fin  re  the  Matter,  ftc 

*  jjohn  Owen,  Applicant  o.  George  Clark  Id.,  Reept. 
(Croven  Side)  appL  of  Applicant 
from  award  uf  Coanty  Coort  (Dor- 
ham,  Sunderland),  dated  May  16, 
1901  Jnne  6 

Stand  over  (ill  after  Judgment  given  in  *'  Wriglej  v. 
Whtttaker  "  in  House  of  Loida  (by  order) 

.  (In  tbe  Matter,  ftc. 
(iUchard  Perry,  Applicant  v.  Joseph  Baker  and  Sons, 
Req>t«.  QCroum  Side)  appL  of 
Applicant  fkom  awara  of  Ooonty 
Court  TMUdleeex,  Marylebone), 
dated  June  17,  1901  (security 
ordered)  July  6 

.  an  the  Matter,  &c. 

^  JGeorge  B^rtell,  Applicant  v.  W.  Gray  k  Co.,  Respts. 
(Crvipn  Side)  appL  of  Respls. 
from  award  of  County  Conit 
(Middlesex,  Bow),  dated  July  10, 
1901  July  22 

.  I  In  tbe  Matter,  &c. 
I  John  Henry  Matthews,  Applicant  v.  The  Penrikyber 
Navigation  Colliery  Co.  id., 
Respts.  (Crown  Side)  appL  of 
Beapts.  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Glamorganshire,  Ab?r- 
dare  h  Mountain  Ash),  dated 
July  8, 1901  July  37 

,)  la  tbe  Matter.  Ac. 
llbiafaam  McDougall,  AppUcant  o.  Holxapfel's  Com- 
*"  position  Co.  Id.,  Respts.  (Croton 
Side)  appl.  of  Applicant  fkom 
awanl  of  County  Conrt  (Lanca- 
shire, LtverpoolX  dated  Sept.  13, 
1901  (wcnrity  ordered) 

September  24 
.(bite Matter.  Ac 
}  JsKph  Veax*y,  AppUcant  v.  Henry  Chattle,  Respt. 


(Crown  Side)  appl.  of  Respt. 
from  award  of  County  Court 
(Derbysbirs^  Derby),  dated  Sept. 
10,  1901  September  28 

.  (In (he  Matter,  &c. 
(Msrrii,  Applicant  o.  Daity  Lew  Goal  Co.  Id., 
Re.^pt.  and  the  Northern  Em- 
ployers' Mutual  Indemnity  Go.  Id. 
(IiMurers)  Crown  Side  appl.  of 
losurers  fkom  awund  of  County 
Court  (Lancashirs,  BoHon).  dated 
Sept.  23^  1901  October  7 


l^ilntbs^atter,  &0. 


>laiy  Eatoo  (widow),  Applicant  «.  J.  E.  Edwards, 
Req>t«  (C^noion  Sde)  appL  of 
Respt.  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Denblgh8hir^  Wrexham), 
dated  Oct.  3, 190  L         October  16 


^3  (IntbeMatt<Nr,&c 


Id.,  Respts.  (^Croton  Side)  appl. 
of  Respts.  ttcm  award  of  County 
Court  (Glamorganshire,  Mountain 
Ash),  dated  Sep.  30,  1901 

October  19 


Hannah  Williams,  AppUcant  o.  Powell  Duffryn 
Steam  Coal  Co.  Id.,  Respts. 
(CrotoH  Side)  appl.  of  Respts. 
from  award  of  County  Court 
(Monmouthshire,  Tredegar),dated 
Oct  8. 1901  October  35 

.3  (In  the  Matter,  fro. 

(Charles  Fletcher,  Applicant  v.  The  London  United 
Tiamways  Id.,  Repts.  {Croiwn 
Side)  appl.  of  Applicant  fkom 
award  of  County  Court  (Middle- 
sex. Brentford),  dated  Oct.  25. 
1901  October  25 


„,  ( In  the  Matter,  &c. 


James  Carney,  Applicant  v.  Walter  Soott  &  Middle- 
ton  Id.,  Respts.  (Crown  Side) 
appl.  of  Applicant  from  award 
of  County  Court  (Yorkshire, 
Sheffield),  dated  Oct.  24,  1901 
(security  ordersd) 

November  13 
9„  ( In  the  Matter,  ftc. 

^^  iR>bert  Ashton,  Applicant  «.  Gallender's  Cable  k 

Construction     Co.    Id.,    Respts. 

(Crown  Side)  appl.  of  Applicant 

from    award    of    County    Couit 

(Yorki^hire,  Sheffield),  date  I  Oct. 

I  25,  1901  (security  orderei) 

I  November  13 

;  _  (III  the  Matter,  kc. 

I  "  (Alice  Horvell,  Applicant  v.  Eastwood,  Sningler  k 


^^(InthvMsttcr,ftc. 


Eliza  Clat worthy.  Applicant  0.  R.  &  H.  Green  Id., 
R«^s.  (Crown  Side)  appl.  of 
Respts.  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Middlesex,  Bow),  dated 
Oct.  17, 1901  October  26 


,.( In  the  Matter,  &c. 


tTbomas  Needbam,  Applicant  v.  George  Leader. 
Respt.  (Crown  Side)  appL  of 
Applicant  from  award  of  Oonnty 
Cunit  (Durham,  Hartlepool), 
dated  Oct.  11,  1901  (security 
o:dered)  October  30 

,p  (In  the  Matter,  &c. 

^^IWilUam  Henry  St.  George,  Ai^licant  v.  The 
Lighting  Gorpii.  Id.,  Respts. 
(Crown  Side)  appl.  of  Respts. 
from  award  of  County  Court 
(Surrey,  Ooydou),  dated  Oct.  15, 
1901  November  1 


35 


,«  (In  the  Matter,  &c. 
iK"    -    -■     -  ~ 


llilnttieMatter,  Ac 


WilHam  Male,  Applicant  v.  Nixon's  Navigation  Co. 


[Ellxibeth  Jane  Fairey,  Applicant  v.  John  Rathe, 
Respt.  (Crown  Siile)  appL  of 
Respt.  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Chester,  Birkenhead), 
dated  Oct.  28,  1901 

November  1 
,g  (In  the  Matter,  kc. 

^  (Henry  Armltage,  Applicant «.  The  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire  Ry.  Co.,  Itespta.  (Crown 
Side)  appl.  of  Respts.  from  award 
of  County  Court  (Lancashire,  >f  an- 
chester)^  dated  Oct.  21, 1901 

November  4 
,tt  (In  the  Matter,  Ac. 

'*  \WUUam  Jobnn  Mc  BUllan,  Applicant  v.  The  Prince  | 
of  Wales  Dnr  Dock  Co.  Id.,  Respti. 
(Crown  Side)    appl.  of  Respts.  1 
llrom    award    of   County    Court  I 
(Glamorganshire,  Swansea),  dated 
Oct.  23,  1901  November  8 

In  the  Matter,  kc. 

Nancy  Wuby,  Applicant  v.  Tbe  Sheffield  Mineral 
Water  Syndicate  Id..  Rtspts. 
(Crown  Side)  appl.  of  Respts. 
from  award  of  0>unt7  Coa:t 
(Yorkshire,  Sheffield),  dated  Oct. 
31,  1901  November  ll 


'{S 


Co.  Id.  and  Aird  k  Son*,  Respts. 
(Crown  Side)  appl.  of  Applicant 
from  nwatl  of  (3ounty  Court 
(Surrey,  South wark).  d;.tod  Oct. 
28,  1901  November  18 

„.  I  In  tbe  Matter,  ko. 

*'  (Frederick  Burnett,  Applicant  v.  The  Drory  L»ne 
Theatre  Id.,  Reapts.  (do ion  side) 
appl.  of  Respts.  from  awa'd  of 
County  Conrt  (Mlidlescx,  Sbore- 
dUcb),  datel  Nov.  15.  1901 

Nove:iib?r  21 
( In  tbe  Matter,  &o. 

(Charles  Goodwin,  Applicant  v.  Scrnlt»ui  Ivl..  Respts. 
(Oroicn  Side)     »jpp\.  of  Appli- 
cant from  award  of  County  Cobrt 
.,  (Kssex,  Grays),  dated    Nov.    9, 

1901  November  22 

„.  ( In  the  Hatter,  kc. 

''  (George  Hughes,  the  younger  (by  George  Hughe's, 
his  fkther  ai>d  next  menl\  Ap- 
.  nllcmt  V.  The  Lancashire  ^ 
Yorkshire  Uy.  Co.,  Ec-pte. 
(CVown  Side)  appl.  of  Appli- 
cant from  award  of  County  Court 
(Lancashire,  Manchester),  dated 
Not.  4,  1901  November  23^ 

A.,  j  In  the  Matter,  kc, 

^^  IThomas  Redden,  Applicant  v.  Slddall  k  Hilton  Id., 
Rwpts.  (Crown  Side)  appl.  of 
AppUcant  from  awanl  of  County 
Court  (Yorkshire,  Halifax),  dated 
Nov.  7,  1901  November  27 

^  ( In  the  Matter,  kc. 

^  ( Hannah  Southern,  Appllcwt  v.  Th3  Abnm  Coal 
Co.  Id.,  Respts.  (Crown  Side) 
appl.  of  Respts.  tr^m  award  o^ 
County  Court  (Lincashlre,. 
Wigan)^  dated  Dtc.  3,  1901 

December  18 
^  ( In  the  Matter,  4!c. 

^  (Samuel  Kniverion,  Applicant  o.  The  Darcy  Lever 
OmI  Co.  Id.  and  Th)  Northern 


Employers'  Motual  Injlemnity 
Co.  Id.,  Respt'.  (Crciou  Side) 
appK  of  Insurere  4rom  ^wanl  of 
County  Court  (Lancashire,  Bol- 
ton >»  dated  Dee.  4vt901«  • 

December  20 


SUMMARY  OF  APPEAIA 

Q«neral  Interlocutory  TAtal 

List.  Motions.  ******* 

1.  From  the  Chancery  Diyiiion •        •  •        • .               156  •  •        14        •  •  170 

2.  Frooi  the  Probate  and  Divorce  DiviBion 8  ..        —        ..  8 

Final.  Interlocntorj. 

8.  From  the  Goimty  Palatine  Court  of  Lancaster        2  ..        -r        ..  2 

4.  From  the  King*!  Bench  Diyiflion 187  ..        11        ••  198 

5.  From  the  Probate,  Diyoroe  and  Admiralty  Division  (Admiralty)                   4  •  •        —        •  •  4 

6.  From  the  King's  Bench  Division  Sitting  in  Bankmptcy  . .        •  •                  3  •  •        —        •  •  3 

7.  New  Trial  Pkkper          18  ••        —        ••  18 

fi  (In  re  The  Workmen's  Compensation  Act  \                                                   oo  oq 

^'•iFiomConnty  Court                                  /           ^^  ..        -^        ..  & 

Totals    ....    407  26  482 

S.B.—Tha  above  List  contains  Chsnoery,  Palatine,  and  King's  Bench  Final  and  Interlocutory  Appeals  set  dorn  to 

December  24th,  1901. 
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THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[Jan.  11, 1902. 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

CHANCERY    DIVISION. 


UILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


NOTICES  RELATING  TO  THE  GEANGERT  CAUSE  LIST. 

HotioiiB,  Petiti<niB,  and  Short  Oaosea  will  be  takan  <m  the  days  stated  in  the  Hilary  Sittings  Paper. 
Mb.  Jranoi  Kbswioh  will  take  his  Business  as  announced  in  the  Hilary  Sittings  Paper. 

Mb.  JumoB  Btbmb  will  take  his  Business  as  annonnoed  in  the  Hilary  Sittings   Paper.    Companies  (Winding  Up)  Busiaeas  will  be 
taken  by  Mr.  Jnstice  Btbhe  on  Thnrsdays  daring  the  Sittings. 

Mb.  Jubtiob  Fabwbll. — ^Except  when  other  Business  is  adrertised  in  the  Daily  Oanse  List,  Mr.  Justioe  Fabwell  will  take  Aetiooi 
with  Witnesses  daily  throughout  the  Sittings. 

Mb.  Jubtiob  Buckley. — ^Ezoept  when  other  Business  is  advertised  in  the  Daily  Cause  List,  Mr.  Justioe   Buckley  will  take  Aotioaa 
with  Witnesses  daily  throughout  the  Sittings,  to  the  ezolusion  of  other  Business. 

Mb.  JuvnoB  Joyce. — ^Ezoept  when  other   Busiaeas  is  announced  in  the  Daily  Cause  List,  Mr.  Justioe  Joyce  will  take  Aotiou  with 
Witnesses  daily  throughout  the  Sittings. 

Mb.  Justice  Swintbv  Eaby  will  take  his  Business  as  announced  in  the  Hilary  Sittings  Paper.    Mr.  Justioe  Swotfen  Eady  will  tab 
LiyerpoQl  and  Maoohester  Business  as  follows: — 

1.  Motions,  Short  Causes,   Petitions  and  A'ljoumed  Summonses  <»  oTery  other  Saturday,  oommenoing  with  Satsrisji 

January  18th. 

2.  Summansfls  in  Chambers  will  be  taken  <»  eyery  other  Saturday,  oommenoing  with  Saturday,  January  18th. 


I  hefofe  Ot€  Judg$  in  Cftaiii&«r«.— Justioes  Kbkbwich,  Bybne,  and  Swutfen  Bady  will  sit  in  Court  the  whole  day  os  aieij 
Monday  during  the  Sittings  to  hear  Chamber  Summonses. 
wSMmmowiss  A^dfaumed  into  Oowrt  will  be  taken  as  follows:— Mr.  Justioe  Kekbwioh,  as  stated  in  (the  DaUy  Cause  LUt;  Mr.  Jutioe 
Bybnb,  with  Non-Witness  Actions;  Mr.  Justioe  Swikten  Eady,  with  Non-Witness  Actions. 


SPECIAL  NOTICE  WITS  REFERENCE  TO  THE  CHANCERY   WITNESS  LISTS. 

iHiring  the  Hilary  Sittings  the  Judges  will  sit  for  the  disposal  of  Witness  Actions  as  foUows:— 

Mr.  Justioe  Ebkewigh  will  take  his  Betained  Witness  List  and  any  other  Cases  with  Witnesses  which  it  is  oonyenient  for  Mr.  Jofltiw 
Kbkbwich  to  try  on  days  to  be  announoed  in  the  DaOy  Cause  List. 

Mr.  Justioe  Bybbb  will  take  his  Betained  Witness  List  on  a  day  to  be  announoed. 

Mr.  Justice  Fabwbll  will  take  his  Witness  Actions  as  announced  aboye. 

Mr.  Justioe  Buckley  will  take  Witness  Actions  as  announced  above. 

Mr.  Justioe  Joycb  will  take  his  Witness  Actions  as  announoed  aboye. 

Mr.  Justice  SwumK  Eady  wlU  take  his  retained  Witness  Actions  on  days  to  bo  announced  iu  the  DaUy  Cause  List 


CHANCERY  CAUSES  FOR  TRIAL  OR  HEARING,  Bet  doum  to  December  2Uh,  1901. 


Befoie  Mr.  Justioe  EmwiCH. 
Retained  hy  Order. 
Caubm  roB  Tbial. 


\  wwwtn    fr t^H0vPBe>^ 

LordSittley 

Derns   action 
ofAlderleyo.  Bottomley    adion 

Findlator.  lUckie,  Todd  ft  Go. «.  H.  Kownun  k  Go. 

adion 

Hole 

BawUngi    acttoa 

S    O'Brien 

O'Brien    action 

Homer 

Qomej    action 

Wlllett 

Walker    acUon 

(In  re  Mort 

SIddeley    action 

Cavendieh 

Lake   action 

0    Wynn 

Tottenham    action 

Meroen'  Co. 

Syndicate  Id.    action 

Aahwell 

Aynaley    action 

13    BlAlam 

Critchley    action 

Cause  fob  Tbial. 
iWiihout  Witneeeee.) 

Coortenay'e  WarceBtershire  Saooe  Syndicate  Id.  v. 
Goorteney  actiun  for  trial  re- 
stored to  Non- Witness  List 


AUJOUBNBD  SUICM OVBBS. 

WilliamB    adjd.  somns.  (Jan.  14) 
( In  re  Scott 

( Scott  Langton    a4Jd.  eumne.  (Jan.  14) 

j  In  ns  Mexboroogh 

tNoTiUe  Baring   adjjd.  samne. 

Mao  lutyie        Mao  Intyre  (with  witoeaaes)    a<Ud. 


6    In  re  Haalam  k  Hier  Eraus,  &c.,  Solrs.  ((o  nview 
taxation)    adJd.  sumn». 
( In  re  James 
(Tbomas  Jamei    A'iJ«i.  8u:i.n-». 


jlQ  re  Brown 

tSiooke 

tin  re  Mare 

iMara 

ilnieNowlU 

iNowiU 


Wilson  a4jd.  I 
Howley  a4jd. 
XuWiU   aiUd.i 


..  tin  re  Talbot  Groabie 

^'tPti^ttiaon  Talbot  Groebie    a4Jd.  eomoA. 

In  n  Osborne  k  Wright  k  Y.  k  P.  Aco.  1874 

adjd.snmn8. 
Watson  Mayor,  kc.  of  CardiiT  two  adjd. 

( In  re  Suoey  snmna. 

C  Clarke  Oliver    Aiyi.  sunuis. 

In  re  Leslie's  Settled  Estates  k  Settled  Land*  Acts, 
ISSitolSM    adUd.siimiii. 


,.  (InreNeaTe 
^'  {  Callow 

i  In  re  Gardner 

tEarle 

j  In  re  Jackson 

tBeckwick 

1  In  re  Frith 

(Newton 

)  In  re  Braiehiw 

I  Br<i«lthaw  Brad«hjiw 


Neave    at^d.  sumns. 
Edwatxls    acUd.  samv. 
Jackson    ac^d. 
Bolfe    a4Jd. 


•yd. 
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jlBraBarber 


Jones   a^ii.  sniniis. 
Barber   e^JLenmns. 


]■!«  Drake 
Dnln  Drake    A<^d. 

In  re  Lemurd  ft  Brnigen  end 
M^d.  somas. 


V.  ft  P.  Act,  1874 


f  la  ra  WaltoQ 
1c<wke 
« (In  re  More 

jInrsLaj 
Utom 
ilB  re  Scott 
fScott 
(IsreHlU 


U    . 

(Id  re  Alexander 
Ulcxander 
^fla  re  Sharp 
tVtuwaa 

^^ 
IB 


Axikuld    atiy  1.  snmnii. 
More    adjd.  nimiia. 


Lay 
Qreeu 
Hin 
Sbater 


ajjd.  enmns. 

a4Jd.  Bumns. 
aiUd.  I 


a4Jd. 

Booth    a4Jd. 
(iBieMunon 

(Ikrim  Johnson    aljd.  anmna. 

la  re  Milling,  one,  &c.  (tariitiaD)    a^jd.  snmna. 
R«ralsoD  Kenyon    adJd.  anmna. 

la  re  Green  ft  Coventry  Oorpa.    a^Jd.  aumna. 
as  la  re  Howgate  ft  Oabom  and  Y.  ft  P.  Act,  1874 
adJd.  aumna. 
(In  le  Waring,  the  elder 


Cooper    ad 
Kel8onft( 


Id.  Bomra. 
'<K    adijd. 


Smith    a4Jd. 
Otren    a\Jd.  amnna. 


(Waring 

Filkner 

(la  re  Hall 

fDarenpoct 

(la  re  Owen 

iHnat 

»  lla  le  Rarltt'a  Shl^aildiug  ft  Engineering  Co.  Id. 
^  iBtfcUy  ft  Co.    The  Company    aidjd.  anmn^ 
an  re  C.  Darl  j 
iFoent  Irwell    ailjd.  anmna. 

In  n  The  Bolton  EaUtes  Act,  1863    aljd  aumns. 

(lireBeny 

iButbolomevr     Berry    a'\J>l.  snmns. 

^larePtdson 

l^^the  PolaoQ    adJd.  aomns. 

uibieNemiian 
ftens  Newman    a4Jd.  aomns. 

ilnreDaTldeon 

(DftvUion  Davidaon    a<tjd.  anmna. 

iia  re  The  Anglo- Argentine  Tramwaya  Co.  Tnut 
(Cbrbett  The  Company    adJd.  anmna. 

tlareWameford 
iWaraeford         Hanbozy    adJd.  t 

Tates  Benney    ac^d. 


illInKparUn 


roher  Pdrkin    a4Jd.  anmns. 

In  re  Covllon  ft  Co.  Id.  ft  Oo.'a  Act,  1890    a^^d. 


(InreChlaboIm 

(Goddafd  Broile    adJd.  anmns. 

ilnreHarlind 

(Hariaad  Harland    ad^d.  anmna. 

In  re  Bishop'a  Cestle  By.  Co.  and  By.  Cos.  Act, 
1867    wUd-anmiM. 
uflnreMildied 
""(Mildred  Mildred    a4)d.  aomns. 


FUBTHBB  G0K8IDKBATI(nrB. 


Mtton 


lilnreFleld 
ILoTeiiay 


Keays  for.  oon.  (reserved  by  order 
of  Coozt  of  Appeal,  dated  28tb 
Jan.,  1888) 

Greairex    Air.  con. 


Befoie  Mr.  Jostioe  Btbni. 

STANDIHa  FOB  JUDGHSNT, 

Binnittgbam  Pneumatic  Tyre  Co.  Syndicate  Id.  v. 
The  BeUaace  Tyre  Co.    action 


BeUUned  hy  Order. 

AdJOITBNED  BUICMONSKS. 

lilBreT.S.8eott 

(Somanton       Frieatiey     adjd.   anmna.    pt.   hd. 
(nattfrsd  Dee.  16) 
s|Io MB.  Elliott 

(Haotoar  deLalley   moln.  for  Jodgt.  ft  adJd. 


anmna.  pt.  M.  (i 


for  Jo 

:a.o.5 


.  fin  re  Cnrry'a  Estate 
iThompaon         Catnach    a4jd.  8nmn8.pt.  hd. 

[  In  re  Aldam'a  Settled  EaUte  ft  The  Settled  Land 
Act,  1892  to  1890  to  be  re-argned 
on  one  point  (by  order)     a'tJJ. 


Witness  Action. 
Lord  Radnor      Gordon  Hotela 


1  Monteflore 
„  I  In  re  Little 
^  t  Smith 


PlTlTIONS. 
GnedalU 

Aldridge  (restored  Dec.  17) 


FUBTHSB  OONSIDKBATIQNB. 


.  (In  re  Taylor 

*'  iRobotham  Taylor    ftar.  con 

„  (In  re  Port 

(Lord  Tredegar    Lyne    far.  con. 
,  ( In  re  Wright  ft  Co.  cf  Soothwark  Id, 
^  IGambam  Wright  ft  Co.  of  S 


Soothwark     for. 


Oausbs  roB  Tbial. 

{WUTiout  WUnenf  and  Adjourned 
8ummonte9.) 
.  ( In  re  Weston 

( Bartholomew     Menzlea    adJd.  aomns. 
„  (InreCJ.  W.Babbita 
'  iRabbita  Rabbits    adljd.  anmna. 

«  (In  re  Edward  Cnrtlce 

(Cnrtice  Cnrtice    a4Jd.  aomna.  (s.o.  Feb.  3) 

.  ( in  re  G.  Livens 

I  Li  vena  Livens  ft  «rs.    a^Jd.  aomns. 

.  ( In  re  Peacock 

( Peacock  Dyson    adJJ.  snmna. 

g  llnreDj-er 

*  (Dyer  Dyer    adJd.  anmna. 

f  (Inre  Davis 

(Hansen  HlUyer    ad^d.  anmna. 

g  ( In  re  Cooling 
"(Knowlea  Cooling    adJd.  anmna. 


.  o  5  In  i«  Weotworth 


Tentworth        Wentworth    ad^d.  aomns. 
10    In  re  Fergnsson's  Will  Trnsts  and  The  Trustee  Act, 

1893    adUd.  snmns. 
.".  (In  re  J.  Pearce 

(Roblnaon  Rnssell    a4Jd.  anmna. 


Thomaa   a^jd.  aomna. 


..fin  re  Thomas 

"(Thomas 

,,  jInrePark 

"iCole  Park    »Ud. 

14    In  re  W.  S.  Flake^  a  Solr.,  ftc.    a^Jd.  snmns. 


COMPANIES  (Winding  up). 

Pbtitioks. 

I    LncU  Silver  Minea  IX  (petn.  of  Frank  Jackson 

ft  Co.) 
a    Conaolldated  Exploration  ft  Finance  Co.  11.  (petn.  of 

Official  Receiver) 

3  Light  Bailwaya  Syndicate  Id.  (petn.   of  L.  D. 

Nicholl) 

4  Associated  Bhodealan  Gold  EsUtea  Id.  Tretn.  of 

Hammond'a  Matabele  Gold  Mines 
Development  Id.  by  its  Liqol- 
daior) 
6    King  ft  Mortimer  Id.  (petn.  of  Godfkee,  Felton 
ft  Co.) 

6  Charles  Bright  ft  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  Bright's  Light 

and  Power  Id.) 

7  Schoileld,  Hagomp  ft  Donghty  li.  (petn.  of  H. 

8  Gold  Reefs  of  West  Africa  Id.  (petn.  of  W.  A.  P. 

Syndicate  Id.) 

9  James  W.  Tnbby  Id.  (petn.  of  Fiddes»  Todd  ft 

Cony  id.) 

10  Gresham  Dia^oont  Syndicate  Id.  (petn.  of  London 

Banking  Oorpn.  Id.) 

11  Venner's  Cigarelte  Machine  Co.  id.  (petn.  of  G.  S. 

Howell) 

12  CobeUlck  Dredge  No.  1  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  J.  Cvbel- 

dlck) 


CHANOEBY  DIVISION. 

13    Nitrates  Provision  Sopply  Co.  IL  ft  reduced  (pete. 

ofOmnp&ny) 
11    Yisciya  Santuider  Mining  Co.  Id.  ft  rednoed  (pete. 

of  Company) 

15  Lowestoft  ft  Eart  Coast  Ice  Mannfiutorlng  Oo.  Id. 

and  redoced  (petn.  of  Company) 

16  Oak  Extract  Co.  Id.  ft  redoced  (petn.  of  Company) 

17  Midland  Ry.  Carriage  ft  Wagon  Co.  Id.  (pelo.  of 

Company) 

18  T^nk  Storage  ft  Carriage  ()o.  Id.  (petn.  of  Company) 

19  KoJak  1  J.  ft  relnoei  (p?tn.  of  C  jmpany  and  anr.) 


COMPANIES  (Winding  up). 
Motions. 

1  LiUy  ft  LiUy  Id.  (for  leave  to  leue  writ  of  attach- 

ment agalnat  Mead) 

2  Mottram'a  Brewery  Id.  (for  payment  Into  Co.'a 

Liquidation  accoont) 

3  Birthday  Amalgamated  of  Western  Aoatralia  kL 

(for  removal  (f  Licjnldator) 

4  Same  (to  extend  time  in  making  award  in  arbtn. 

between  the  Co.  ft  E.  R.  Smith, 
&c.) 

5  Paterson,   Lalng  ft   Bruce  Id.    (for  removal    of 

Liquidator) 


COUBT  SUMMONSBB. 

1  Hammond's  Matabele  Gold  Mlnea  Development  Id. 

(for  miafeasanoe— witoeasea) 

2  Sonlight  Incandescent  Gaa  Lamp  Co.  Id.  (lo  fix 

Liqnldator'a  remuneration,  ftc.) 

3  I  Anion  ft  Northern  Bank  Id.  (as  t>  vaUdity  o.^*  Issoe 

of  preference  ahaves— witneadea) 

4  S.  Abrahams  ft  Sons  IJ.  (for  relief  under  Co.*8  Act, 

of  1900  aa  to  extenalon  of  time 

for  reglatratlon  of    Ddteoturss, 

ftc.) 
6    South  Western  of  VenexoeU  (Barquisi  neto)  Ry.  Co. 

Id.  (on  claim  of  D.  Oomfooi  ft 

ore.) 
6    Argentine  Borjx  Co.  la.  (to  vary  Ust  of  contribot^rlea 

— ArMithnot  ft  on.— witoea^ea) 
1    Mineral  Olla  Curpn.  U.  (a^  to  dealing  with  Oil  In 

Co.'a  Tank  at  SUvertoo) 

8  Fenwlck,  Stobsrt  ft  Co.  Id.  (on  clafm  of  Deep  Sea 

Fiahery  Co.  kL— wttnessea) 

9  Lady  Forrest  (Mnrcblson)  Gold  Mine  Id.  (for  mli> 

feasance) 

10  London  ft  We  tminser  Properties  Id.  (on  clalma  of 

MoTitavne  ft  ors) 

11  Warwlck'a  Revolving  Tuwers  Co.  kL  (to  discharge 

Older  giving  liberty  to  commence 
action  agalnat  the  Company,  ftc) 

12  Monotype  Machines  (Britiah  PmtenU)  Syodii«te  Id. 

(OD  claim  of  T.  ft  A.  Cooatabto) 

13  Auglo-Swediah  Steel  Tube  Co.  li.  (on  claim  of 

K.  H.  Soddftu— wltnesseO 


10 


Before  Mr.  Josiice  Fabwmli.. 

Betained  hy  Order. 

Motions. 

Dowle  Harrod'a  Stores 

Brown  Same 

Hammonl         Zalinoff 

Mort  Mort 

Real  Eetatea  Corpn.  v.  Jenkins 

Wallea  Fairbaim 

[InreTomlinsou 
t  Norman  Martin 

(In  re  a  Solicitor 
tEdmonda  A  Solicitor 

Hawkins  Newport  Brewery  Co. 

In  re  Morgan  ft  Bentle/'a  Contract 

Lanyon  Isltt 

In  re  Ansell'a  Brewery 

Dean  ft  Chipter  of  Chester  v.  Smelting  Carpi. 

Bentl^  M  jrgan'a  Cbntiact 


Petition. 


1    In  re  Selot's  Tmsts 


Digitized  by 


Goo^^ 
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Adjourned  SuMMONtJES. 


f  In  re  Gibeon 
(Gibson 
Wiillwell 


(In  re  Rru(% 
iNlcholl  Stepheas 

jIn  re  Whilmore 
jPresrott  HtrriB^ui 

6    I'^ckbam  Hodgson 


Yeo    i»t  bJ. 

F (lu  camera) 


LIVERPOOL  DISTRICT  REGISTRY. 

Dubowski 

Beddones    pt.  hd. 


Court 

Jin  rp  Pryce 

4  Da  vies 


Causes  fob  Tbial. 
{With  Witnewes.} 


apply 
to  fix 
ad«y 


Bnrgoyne  Blgg'e^wade  Rural  District  Comicil 

action  (retained,  pleadlogs  to  be 
delivered) 

Lltwelyn  I^rd  Swansea    action  (retaiiMd) 

CniBoe  Marks    action    pt.    bd.  («.o.,  re- 

tained) 

In  re  Deigbton'a  latent,  No.  16,670 of  1896 

Eetn.  entered  in  WitnesB 
ist. 
In  re  Morrison's  Patent,  No.  4,806  of  1890,  &c. 
pekn.  entered  In  Witness 
LL^t 

Jackson  lauson    action 

Baraside  Bnrnelde    action  (s.o.  until  return 

of  rommission) 
The  American  St-el  k  ^\  ire  Co.  «.  Glover  &  Co.  Id. 

actii»n 
The  %me  Feiten  k  Gullleavme,  ftc    action 

Glover  &  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Anaerlcan  Steel  k  Wire  Co. 
Id.    action 
Harger 
Harger    action 


(De  Falbe 
"J  Taj  lor 
j  In  re  Barber 
I  Dunn 
liancock 
Mftdero 
B    l)avia 


Barber    action  (not  before  Feb.  12) 
Dowse    acUon{PHfr.dead) 
Clark    action  (Pltif.  dead) 
Hilton    action  (not  before  Feb.  20, 
Jf  agreed  to)  prodnce  consent 
Hitchcock  A<iiiinf>(in  k  Co.    action  (pleadings 

to  be  delivered) 
The  Automobile  Mannfacturing  Co.  Id.  v.  Jordan 
action  (plfudiogs  to  be  delivered) 
Yoang  Star  Omnibus  Co.  Id.    act'on 

Hardy  Lambert    action 

20    Henley  Hipgins    action 

Chalmers  CImy  &  Walmsley    action 

lu  re  Jameson  Patent,  No.  15,213  of  1894    pet  tlon 
(6.0.    7    days    alter    particulars 
delivered  and  eecnrity  given) 
North  Akeroyd    action 

Ley  Bagot    action 

--  (In  re  Brown 
"  \  ICeats 


h^eats 

Kvi 


Seward    action 
Porter    action 

1 1n  re  Davenport 

I  I'alairet  Davenport    action 

Parker  W.  F.  SUuley  &  Co.  Id, 

J  In  re  James  Lewis  k  Son  Id. 


30 


IHedgoock 

(In  rt?  Same 
iVickers 
Attorney -Gen 


action 

J.  Lewis  &  Son  Id.  motn.  I    to  be 
forjudgt.  }    tried 

I  together 
Same    action  J 

Hardca^tle    acilon 
Sac.barla  Corpn.  Id.  v.  Daw«.u  (1901—8.-3,455) 

action 
Same  Dawtsoti  (l8fl9~S.  3,257)    Ktlon 

Yates  Hippiu     action  (transferreJ   from 

Byrne,  J.) 
Brooke  Reeves    aciiun 

George   Wilson   k   Co.,   Leicester,   Id.  v.  Wilson 
actiou 


Before  Mr.  Justice  Bucklit. 

detained  by  Order. 

Motion. 
Chl-h  ster  Clarke  (Frl  ay,  Jar.  17) 


PtTiTiOKS. 

1    In  re  The  CarliJe  Carriage  Co.  Id.  k  Co.*e  Acts 

(s.0.  Jan.  18) 
a    In  re  The  Transvaal  Estates  k  Developinent  Co.  Id. 

and  Co.'s  Acts  (s.o.  Jan  11) 


Adjoubked  Summonbes. 

,  (In  re  Gnmey 

^  iGumev  Gnmey    (s.o.  till  after  report) 

«  ( In  re  Trenchard 

'  I  Trenchai d  Trenchard  (s  a  to  add  parties) 

«  <In  re  John  Dnnstan 

'  iPryor  Bapson  (s-o.  to  add  parties) 


1  Fitzgerald 

2  Fitzgerald 

3  Ackerman 
( In  re  Brown 


Causes  fob  Trial. 
TTt'^  Wiimenea. 

Fitzgerald    motn.  treated  as  trial  ^ 

action 
Fitzgerald    motn.  treited  as  trial  of 

action 
Smallpieoe   acti(m(s.o.) 


.  ( In  re  Brown 

*  \  Brown  Brown    actfon  (8.0.  till  after  Pro- 

bate Action  dispose  of) 

5  International  Bank  of  Ixmdon  v.  Rio  de  Janeiro 

Floor  MUls  action  (stayed  until 
deposltioos  filed) 

6  Adler  Joel    action  (stayed  till  10  days 

after  retom  of  oommisston') 
1    Sach  Cottrell    actkm  (stayed  until  retnm 

of  oommlsBion) 

8  The  Welsbach  Incandescent  Lamp  Co.  Id.  v.  Stan- 

dard Incandescent  Gas  Light  Co. 
Id.  action  (stayed  nntil  return  of 
commission) 

9  Dole  Bobbett   action 

10  Grainger  Halford    action  k  motn.  for  Jndgt 

(pleadings  to  be  delivend) 

11  Clarke  Mayor,.  &c  of  Devonport    action 

(wlthont  pleadings)    restored 

12  Patent  Exploration  Co.  Id.  «.  Siemens  Bros,  k  Co. 

Id.    acUon 

13  Attomey.Gen.   Blyth  Shipbuilding  Co.  Id.    action 

14  In  le  The  Guardianship  of  Infants  Act,  1886,  and 

In  the  Matter  of  Annie  Davey 
Whitworth,    an    Infant     (petn. 
entered  in  Witness  List,  by  order 
Dec.  14, 1901) 
16    Balnea  Pearson    action 

16  MacBae  Lane    action 

17  HUl  Rothschild    action 

18  Meyer  Green    action 

19  Blackshaw         York  Cltv  k  Ooantj  Banking  Co. 

20  The  Acetylene  lUnmiiutlng  Co.  Id.  v.  The  United 

Alkali  Co.  Id.    actkm 

21  Fenn  Waller   action 

22  Clark  Hopkins    actkm 

23  Pollard  k  Metcalfe  Id.  o.  Silsden  Urban  District 

Council    action 

24  Uoffbung  Hyde  Park  Court  Id.    action 

25  Balllle  Davles    action 

26  Whittlngham     Fyers    action 


Before  Mr.  Justice  Jotcb. 

Rdaintd  by  Order. 

GArsEs  FOB  Tbial. 

(TTi^ti^  WitfUMM  and  AiJaumed 
Sammomei.') 

Citizen  Property  Co.  «.  Mills    pt  bd.  (Jan.  11) 
( In  re  Benjamiu 
{ Neville  Benjamin 

Martin  Winby  (8.0.  generally) 

Same  Same 

.  (in  re  Waddilove 
•  i  Clarke  Waddilove 

( In  re  Leney 

}  Len-y  Tliompson  (Jan.  13,  2nd  in  Lbt) 

Jin  re  Roberts 

i  Perclval  Robert*  C«o»  generally) 

( In  re.^^'add^ove 
t  Clarke  Waddilove 

Grove  Portal 


.„  (In  re  Gould 
^"  tWoodrulf 

J  In  re  Grace 

iBalfonr 


Gonld 


Crsoe    point  of  law  (set  down  bf 
'order) 

Johnstone  Die  Press  Co.  kL  v.  The  Linotype  Co.  U. 
moa-m  (Jan.  IS) 
IS    BeynoQ  Beynoo    ftor.  con.  (short)  for  Jia. 


Caubm  roB  Tbial. 
(WUhWUmeaeid 

Perkins  Yorwerk    actkm    pi  hd.(re*)ral) 

Attom^-Gen.   Blrmlnghaan,  Tame  It  Bet  DUrict 

Drainage  Board   action 
Harrison  Grade     action    k    coontcr-diiii 

(Pltflr.  Bankrupt) 
Batey  k  Co.  Id.  v.  James  King  fc  Co.  U.  actkn 

(plesdings  to  be  delivered) 
6    Iffadocks  Clark    action 

Fortin  A.  E.  Sowerbntts  k  Co.    actka 

(8.0.  nntil  return  of  OoomiiaicD) 


Belleville  k  Co.  v.  Mandalay,  Sons  and  FIdd  li 

action 
Rowe  Hucklesby    actkm 

10    The  British  Manneemann  Tube  Co.  Id.  v.  Perrins  U. 
actkm  (not  before  Feb.  3) 
Hounsell  Dunning    action 

j  In  re  Gorsed 

(Garsed  Garsed    actkm  (not  befoe  Feb.  37) 

In  re  Letters  Patent,  Ho.  13,699  of  the  year  Iia^ 

granted  to  D.  Kkiber  aod  Patests, 

&c  Acts  petn.  entered  in  WUneM 

List  (flrst  day  of  Wltneai  ictloB) 

Jnbber  Jubber   action 

16    Hansons  Id.        Chambers    actkm 

Mayor,  kc.  of  Devonport  v.  Toier  k  Sen   actin 
Champion,  Sons  k  Hart  v.  Marshall   actkn  (aol 
nnill  3  weeks  after  delivay  ef 
poiiits  of  defence) 
HallCalne         Hickie    actkm 
AVilklnson         Mayor,  kc  of  Newcastle  adn 
20    Avery  k   Wolmeraon  «.  Lewis     actkm  vtUMt 
pleadings 
Baker  Mom    actkm 

In  re  Billings'  Patent,  No.  18.386  of  IStN  pctB- 
entered    in   Witness   List  {vtx 
before  Feb.  1) 
( In  le  NeUer 

iNekier  Fearse    action  (not  befjit  Feb.  1) 

J  In  re  Saunders 

(Saunders  Mee    action  &  motn.  for  Jodgt. 

25    Tbompaon  Adams    action 

Keating  Copl^    action 

Britton  Pondfez    actkm 

Eeles  Mc  Mullen    actkm 

In  re  Charles  Cassell  k  Co.'s  AppUcatkn  for  Begb- 
traUon  of  a  Trade  Mark  a4^l. 
sanms.  entered  in  Wttaees  Lkt, 
Dec.  18, 1901 
30    McConnel  Wright    actkm 

Sutherland         Ilali&z  Commerdal  Banking  Co.  U. 


Tuley  Bramley    actkm  (Hallfkx  D.R.) 

Lewis  Warren    acttoi 

Great  Western  Ry.  Co. ».  The  Trerk*  Chtot  Q^y 
Co.  Id.    motion  (day  to  be  fised) 
36    Walker  Greenbam    action 

Treatt  Sanmelson    actkm  (Jan.  14) 

Wood  Chun  h  of  EngUnd  High  School  fx 

Girls    action 
»B  jln  re  Coppen 
^iLasel  Dingle   actkm 


Before  Mr.  Justice   Swinfen  £ayi>. 

Betained  by  Order. 

Causes  fob  Tbial. 

(TTfi/i  Witne996$.) 

Brooke  Manchester  Ship  Canal   actioB 

Hart  Cha  iter    actton 

L  ind  Securities  Co.  v.  ComTcrcial  Gas  Co.    action 

Morgan  £  lis    action 

6    Hartley  Maiqui^  of  Ailesbury    txiiim 
jlureHarman 

lUarman  Gunter   action 

f    RadclilTe  I'rice    actton 


Digitized  by 


C^oogle 


Jas.  11, 1902.] 


CaUOB  rOB  Tb  AL. 

(WUkoiU  TTOiMMat  and  Adjourned 


(InnAirkj 
IT   ■■ 


(Tttfldd 
jliireSiiiith 


Bvl^   a4Jd.  snmiift.  (restored) 

Smtth    a'^d.  samna. 

(lareHolrDjdB 

{Bolnyde  Walker   adJd.  sumns. 

(breJoDes 

(OrtcHtt  Bunardo   adUd.  enains. 

{JnnBm 

lim  HUl   a4)d.nfflr8. 

rd 

MnrsalmTd    a^d.  sumns. 

Haveloek  Allan    ailjd.  sumns. 

.--«• —  Ingram    a^Jd.  sumns. 

;bniHolmes 


In 

jbrelBgnm 
I' 


(breAUaa 

tHST«l0Gk 


flarBSbepberd 


ill  re 


(breBirkiiMliaw 
IWrtaler 

IlMGi 

iijlan  Fisher 
(bnSidnqr 


MalUnson    a^jd.  sumns. 

Pjer    a^yd.  snmns. 

I 

Munts    a4M.  sumns. 

Holbrooks  Id.    adjd.  sumns. 

w 

Bobineon    adJd.  sumns. 

Isiaci    a4Jd.  sumns. 


Fisher    atl^jd.  sumns. 

IXmphy  Wlgln    a^Jd.  sumns. 

(larBAllum 

(Cli|don  Allum    a4Jd.  sumns. 

ilanMcnTweather 

(MflTTweaflier    Smith    adjd.  snmui. 

llareCoiigreve 

(ftwB  OoDgreve    adJd.  sumns. 
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_  (In  re  Charles 

'"iCbarlee  Charlei    ac^d.  somas. 

jIn  re  Opnenbelmer 

(OppenMimer     Oppenbelmer    adJd.  snrnn*. 
In  re  Norris,  Aw.    two  adjd.  summonses 


( Eraser 

tsteel 

( In  re  Newton 

1  Newton 
4.  5  In  re  Rowland 
"i  Jones 

jInreLeamm 


McLaren 

Fnser   a4jd.  sumns. 

Newton    «4)J.  sumus. 

Rowland    a»Ud.  sumns. 

Read    adJd.  sumns. 
( In  re  John 

I  Byatt  Ingle    adld.  snmns. 

(InieWrightson 

(Cooke  Wrigbtson    a'tJJ.  sumns. 

Gerard  Leigh     Leigu    a^ljd.  sumns. 
30    Davles  Davies    two  a4Jd.  sumns. 

In  re  Chivers  k  Jordan  and  V.  &  P.  Act,  1874 
adJd.  sumns. 


(In  re  Peacock 
iKelcey 
( In  re  Walker 
(Dnnoombe 
'3  In  re  Collins 
tCoUins 
35    Butlin 


Harrison    adJd.  sumns. 
Walker    a'ljd.  snmns. 


Collins    adid.  sumns. 
Hall- Wright    adJd.  sumns. 
In  re  Heaton  (expte.  Kelghlej  Borough  Corpu.) 

a4jd.  sumns.' 
In  re  Same  (.expte.  Kelghlry  Water  Works  Ex 
tension)    oidjd.  feumns. 
)  In  re  Taylor 

I  Clarke  Ward    a<)Jd.  sumns. 

In  re  Braoewell  k  Salpe  k  V.  k  P.  Act  1ST4    aJJJ. 
sumns. 
.J,  (In  ne  Way 

*")  Ellis  Way   aciUd.  sumns. 

( In  re  Trentham 

iTrentbam  W«bb    acUd.  sumns. 

The  Reverelonary  Interest  Soc.  Id.  v.  Money    atJJ. 
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Same 
Whltfiel  I 
J.  j  In  re  Jones 
*'>Jonei 

(In  re  Seymour 
I  Ferrers 
i  In  re  Leigh 
(Preecott 


Oipps    at^d.  sumns. 
Brad.«haw    notion 

Jones   a4JJ.  sumns. 

Carpenter    a4Jd.  snmn.«. 

further  bearing  of  alJJ* 


Em  tt 
su(nn4. 

In  re  The   Tmstees  of  SUnhope  Town    Hall   k 
Durham  County  Council  *  \'.  k 
P.  Act,  mil   a4|d.  snmos. 
(In  re  North 

( Noith  North    adJd.  sumns. 

Andrews  Smith    moTn.  f(»>Jndgt. 

51    Palmer  The  Grand  Junction  Waf^r  Works 

Co.    special  Case 


FUBTBXB  GONamSBATlOHB. 


( In  re  Harvey 

( Harvey  Han-ey     for. 

Jan.  28) 
( In  re  Hutchinson 


con.    (not    before 


(Campbell 

( In  re  Bncknall 
(Tolhurbt 


CLinchy     ftir.  con.  k  »umns.  to 
vary  (restored) 


Gardiner 
.  I  In  re  App!eby 
"( Graham  Pay    tm. 

Spooner 


Bank  of  AnstralasU 

two  adJd.  sumns. 
Walls    ftar.oon. 


fur.  con.  k 


(In  re  Holf^nl 
■<JeirreyB 
(Holford 
8    Richmond 


con.  (restored) 
Burton  lur.  oou.  (a4Jd.  from  Cham- 
bers and  a4Jd.  sumns.) 

HolforJ 

Holford    fur.  con. 

I'arker    fur.  oon. 


SUMMABY  OF  CHANCEBY  CAUSE  LIST. 

1.— Mr.  Jiutioe  Kjckswkth— TTitneM  .^(rftons 13 

Non-WitnesB  Actions       1 

Adjourned  8ummimneB 55 

Further  OonsiderationB 2 

—  71 
2.-Mr.  Jnstioe  BTBirE^TftineM  ilflfMNi 1 

PeUtiona 2 

Further  GoniideratioDS :^ 

Causes  for  Tiial  withoqt  Witnesees  and  Ad^joorued  Suinaioiisea 18 

—  21 
3.— Mr.  Jottioe  Fabwell— >n<iieM  ildibiw         3*) 

Adjourned  Summonses ti 

Petition 1 

Motions       H 

Liverpool  District  Registry        2 

—  50 
4.~Mr.  Jostioe  BucxLET— TTi'/neM  il0eMm«         26 

Adjourned  Summonses «S 

Motion         i 

Petitions 2 

—  32 
5.— Mr.  Jottioe  Joyce — WHmiu  Aclion$ •      3d 

Non- Witness  Actions,  including  Summonses 1'6 

—  51 
d^Mr.  Jnstioe  SwxNrEV  Eady— TFite«M  Aetiom          7 

Causes  fcr  trial  without  Witnessed,  and  Adjouined  Summandes 51 

Further  Considerations 8 

—  6e 

Total  Causes  and  Matters  for  Hearing  in  the  Chancery  DiTision 303 

Companies  {Winding  Up)  Matters  for  Hear'nj  before  Mr,  Justice  B\BNE  and  Mr,  Justice  Buckley. 

PeiiHfm$^Ccm'paniM  {Winding  up)         12 

Petiiionf,  Chancery  Divieion         7 

C<furt  Summonee$f  Companies  {Winding  up) K^ 

MiA^oht        ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         ••         ••         ••         ••         ..         ••  5 
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HIGH    COURT    OF   JUSTICE. 

KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


CBOWN  PAPEB. 

FOB  ABQrMKKT. 

1  rcifibnkrhhlr^.  The  King  v.  Mayor,  &c.  of  Fem- 
1m  ke  nisi  for  mandnmiis  to  ob^  order  of  Local 
Goveiimeni  Board  (ezpte.  Local  OoverDznent 
EoaxY)). 

3  Lom!in.  Yeetry  of  St.  James  and  St.  Joho, 
Cldkecwell  v.  Etids  appl.  agalost  dlamteal  by 
JJ.  cf  c'aim  uader  Mctrordis  Mftcagtment  Act, 

1863. 

3  Ccimty  cf  London.     The  King  «.  Special   Com- 

mlsek'DerB  of  Income  Tax  ntel  for  mandamiis  to 
eute  case  (ezpte.  Wilson  k  ors.). 

4  £ngl«nd.    In  tLe  Matter  of  a  Bolldtor    Ezpte.  In- 

corporated Law  Soc.  nctice  of  motn.  to  strike  a 
Solicitor  oir the  Boll. 

5  Lancashire.    Gee  v.  Taylor,  Esq.  k  ois.,  Licensing 

JJ.  of  Oldham  Quarter  Sessions.  Special  case. 
Respt  sppi.  a  gainst  order  granting  License. 

6  Middlrebroogh.     Anderson  v.  Beid     Magistnte's 

case    appl .  s  raiuet  dif  mittsal  of  information  nnder 
Cutoms  k  IiUand  Bevenue  Act,  1881. 
1    Worcestershire.     Jones   v.    Wsslcy     Magistn^'s 
raie    Conviction  under Tmck  Acts,  183t  to  1896 

8  London.    Chun h wardens,  kc  of  St  Stephen,  City 

of  London  v.  Great  Northern  and  City  By.  Co. 
Magistrate's  case  Dkmiscal  of  ccmplalnt  fbr 
non-paymint  of  rates. 

9  StalTordshtre.    Stonrbiidge  Main  Drairage  Boaid  v. 

SeiBdon  Union  k  on.  Qnaitflr  Sessions  Special 
case.    Bespts.'  appl.    Bating. 

10  Met  Pol.  Dlst.    Hoare  «.  Truman,  Hanbary,  Bnx- 

tonftCo.  Magistrate's  case  dismissal  of  infcnna- 
tlcn  under  Factory  and  Workthopa  Act^  18T8 
(arc.  98> 

11  Carmarthenshire.     Davis  v.   Evans    Magistxate's 

case  conviction  under  86  At  8T  Yle.,  o.  Tl,  sec 
88,  SB.  (a)  A  (4> 

13  Lancashire.    Whittoker  v.  Fomlht  Bros.     Magls- 

tnle's  case  dlEmissal  of  information  under  Sale  of 
Food  k  Drugs  Act,  1899. 
U    Met  Pol.  Dlst    Cox  (on  behalf,  kc)  v.  Bleines 
Magistrate's  case   diatniasal  of  Information  under 
8  Geo.  IV.,  c.  6. 

14  Yorkshire,  W.  B.    Halnsworth  v.  West  Biding  of 

Yorkshire  Bivers  Board  Quarter  Sessions    appl. 
againat  convictfcm  under  W.  B.  of  Yorkshire 
Bivers  Act,  1894. 
16    Same.    Same «.  Same    same 

16  M  olverhamptoo.    Davies  v.  Burnett    Magistrate'a 

case  appl.  against  convlctkn  under  sec  3  of  the 
licensing  Act.  18Y3. 

17  Middleeex.    Middlesex  County  ConncU  «.  Soutball 

k  Norwood  Urtan  District  Conncll  Magtstrate'a 
cafe  appl.  against  dismissal  of  somns.  under 
Middlesex  County  Council  Act»  1898. 

18  Yoikshire,  W.  R.  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire  Blveia 

Board  r.  Halnsworth    Quarter  Sessions  appeal. 

13   Same.    Same  v.  Same    same. 

30  Lancashire.  London,  Edinburgh  k  Glasgow  Assce. 
Co.  V.  McDeimott  Magistrate's  case  order  under 
Collecting  Societies,  &c  Act»  1896. 

81  Bithmond.  Pearke,  Gnnston  k  Tee  «.  Houghton 
Magistrate's  case  appl.  against  oonvictkn  nuder 
Sale  of  Food  k  Drags  Act,  1875. 

21  Met  PoL  Diet  Peppltt  v.  Bodland  Magtstrate'a 
case  appL  against  difmisral  under  I  k  2  Wm. 
IY.,c33,  sec4l. 

3S  Same.  Fiachley  Urban  District  Council  v.  Bogen 
Magistrate's  case  appl.  against  disniispal  of  in- 
formation nnder  Public  Health  Act,  1875. 

U  Parta  of  LIndsey,  Lincolnshire.  The  King  v.  Bev. 
J.  i^hrapnel  Wsrren  k  ors.,  JJ.,  Ac.  nisi  for 
certiorari  for  conviction  (expte.  Jacklln) 

35  York8hir^  W.  B.  Holland  v.  Hall  Magistrate'a 
case  dismtoal  of  Information  under  sec  6,  61  ft 
62  Vic,  c  33. 

3<  Snrrpy.  Jones  v.  Catterall  Magistrate'a  case  dis- 
missal cf  information  under  23  ft  24  Vic,  c  32, 
sec  a. 

37  Cnmberland.  The  King  r.  Justices  of  Cumbeiland 
iiisl  fcr  mandamna  to  hear  appln.  for  costs  of 
liceLsIng  appeal  (expte.  Lord  Carlisle) 

28  Bmx.  Gray  v.  Fordham  Magistrate's  care  con- 
vl<tion  nnder  Public  Health  Act,  1876,  ft  Town 
I'lllie  Clauses  Act,  1847.  sec.  46. 


29  Same.     Somerse*  «.  Pierlwea     Magistrate's  case 

dltmival  of  information  under  Sale  of  Food  ft 
Dings  Acts,  1876  to  1889. 

30  Denbighshire    Jones  ft  on.  r.  Pavies   Magistrate's 

case    conviction  for  taking  Trout 

31  Deibysbire.    Butler  o.  Gregory    Magistrate'a  case 

dismissal  of  infiirmation  under  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Children  Act,  If  94. 

82  Preston.  Darlow  v.  Shuttleworth  ft  Wife  nisi  for 
order  to  Master  of  Crown  Office  to  enter  appl. 
from  Jndgt.  of  Preston  Couit  of  Pleas. 

88  Bonmemouth.  Parker  v.  ^fayor,  Ic.  of  Bourne- 
month  Magistrate's  cafe  conviction  under  Local 
Government  Boards.  Provbional  Orden  Confir- 
mation (No.  10)  Act  1890. 

84  Ipswich.  Brian  «.  Aylward  Magistrate's  case 
dif  missal  if  information  under  6  ft  6  Vic,  c  79, 
fee  13. 

35  London.    London  ft  India  Docks  Co.  v.  Mayor,  ftc 

of  WocUich  Quarter  Sessions  Sptcial  case 
feUted  under  12  ft  13  Yic,  c  45,  Fee.  11  (rating). 

36  Sheffield.    Goodwin  v.  Lord  Mayor,  ftc.  of  Sheffield 

QuaiterSessioDS  Special  case  amount  cf  pension 
grat.ted  to  Applt. 

37  Northumberland.    Tbe  Kirg  v.  Newblggln  Urban 

District  Council  nisi  for  mandamus  to  approve 
plans  (expte.  Taylor  and  ors.). 

88  Yorkahire,  W.  B.    The  King  «.  Licensing  J\.  of 

Harrogate  nisi  for  mandamus  to  hear  appln.  fbr 
licenf  e  (exi  te.  Whitworth). 

89  Harrogate    The  King  v.  Licensing  JJ.  of  Harrogate 

nisi  for  certiorari  for  order  xetaslng  to  grant 
license  (expte.  Whitworth). 
40    England.    In  the  Matter  of  a  Solicitor  v.  Expte. 
Incorporated  Law  Soc    netlre  of  motion  to  strike 
aSoUcitoroiftheRoll. 

.  Hunter  (Officer  of  Inland  Bevenue)  «.  Clark 
JSameo.  Tomlin 
J  Seme  v.  Spurgeon 

(Saroer.wilshin  Magistrate's  case  Infonna- 
tlon  under  Game  Licenses  Act,  1860. 
43    Durham.     Heelop  (on  behalf;   ftc)  v.    Johnson 
Magistrate's  case  information  under  Public  Health 
Act,  1876. 

43  Middlesex.      Homsey  Urban   Distilct  CcnncU  v. 

Kennell  Magistrate'a  case  dismisMl  of  claim  for 
sewering,  ftc  expend  es. 

44  Surrey.     Greenwood  v.   Backhouse    Magistrate's 

caae     appL   against  conviction  for  cruelty   to 


41    Bssfx. 


46  Hnntingdoashlre.  Tbe  King  o.  Huntingdon  County 
Council  niai  to  quash  order  of  County  Council 
(expte  St  Ives  Bnral  District  Council). 

46  (Cardiff.    MoKeniie «.  Spear   Magistrate's  case    in- 

formation under  Licensing  Acts. 

47  Middlesex,  Shoredttch.    The  King  «.  H.  H.  Judge 

French  ft  Nicholson  nld  for  order  to  CouLty 
Couit  Judge  to  hear  and  determine  action  (expte. 
Ehrmann). 

48  Yorkshire,  W.  B.     The  Kfaig  v.  Mayor,  ftc  of 

Bradford  niai  ftyr  certiorari  for  SherUTs  inquiii- 
tion  (expte.  Verity  ft  anr.) 

49  Lancashire.    The  King  c  J.  M.  Yates,  Esq.,  K.C.. 

Beoorder  of  Salford     nisi  for  mandamus  to  Bc- 
corder  to  sUte  case  (expte  Overseen  of  Salford  ft 
ois.) 
60    Surrey.    Ctorham  v.  Brice. 


CIVIL  PAPER. 

VOB  ARSVMKST, 

1  Middlesex,  Brentford.    Salamon  (tradtaig,  ftc)  v. 

Wheatley  (Wheatley  Id.,  Clmts.)  appl  by  Pltff. 
ftx)m  Judge  Bagahawe,  Brentford  County  Omrt, 
for  Jndgt.  or  new  triaL 

2  StalTordshhre,  TunsUlL     Holbrook   v.  Tomklnson 

appL  by  Deft,  trom  Judge  MnlboUand,  Tunstall 
Connty  Court,  for  Jndgt  or  new  trial. 

3  Durham,  South  Shields.    Yale  v.  Harrison    County 

Court  Deft's  appl.  for  Jodgt.  or  new  trial  fi-om 
Judge. 

4  Middlesex,  Cleikenwell.    ^lonk  v.  AmuIJ    County 

Court  Deft.'a  appl.  from  Judge  Edge  for  new 
trial. 


•  6  Middlesex,  CleikcnwelL  Wright  r.  Faiilsln 
County  Court  Deft's  appl.  tnm  Judge  Edge  fer 
Jndgt  or  new  trial. 

6  Derbyshire,   Derby.     Ciewe  «.  Shaidlow  Banl 

District  Conncil  ft  anr.  County  Coort  Phi's 
appl.  fjrcm  Judge  for  Jndgt  or  new  trial 

7  GlamorganshlTP,  Pontypridd.    Newbrldgs  Bhosada 

Brewery  Co.  «.  Evana  County  Oomt  Htfh.' 
appL  frcm  Judge  G.  Williams  for  Jndgt 

8  Warwlckshir^  Birmingham.    In  the  SlaUer«ftlN 

Companies  Acts,  1862  to  1890  and  Intbellstler 
of  the  Handsworth  CTcle  Co.  (hi  liqudatka) 
County  Court  Liquidator'a  ippL  from  Jidge 
Whitehome  for  Judgt 

9  Middlesex,  Westminster.     Matkelyne  k  Oxk  r. 

Smith  (Palmer  ft  on.,  clmts.)  Conaty  Court 
Clmt.  Palmer's  appL  frcm  Deputy  Judga  Uoitos 
Smith,  for  Judgt 

10  Surrey,  Wandsworth.     Harris  «.  CunUfle  (3ani^ 

Court  D(:ft.'s  appl.  from  Judge  BtwcU,  fir 
Jndgt  or  new  trial. 

11  Glamonranshlre,  Pontypridd.     Warbaiton  v.  Tiff 

Yale  By.  0».  County  Court  Pltffb  appL  fha 
Judge  for  Jndgt 

12  London.     Underbill   v.  Lambert    Mayor's  Coot 

Dell.'s  appl.  fiX'm  Ccmmon  Serjeant,  for  oew 

trial. 
18    Lancashire,    Blackpool.       Schofield    v.   Axaktk 

County  Gonrt  DeJt's  appl,  from  Judge  Osffatij, 

for  Jn^  or  new  trial. 
14    Sussex,  Brighton.    Kent  ft  Sussex  Pure  loe  Ooi  a 

North  ft  anr.     County  Court    Daft.  Cntbtat) 

appl.  flram  Judge  Martlceau.  for  Jndgt. 
16    Yorkshire^  Leeds.    Mosley  v.  Laplah  (trmlMk  tc) 

County  Court  Deit'eappLfrrm  Judge  Oreaker 

for  Jndgt,  or  new  trial. 
16    Momnoothahire^  Pontypool.  Whatmon  «.  Wainm 

Coun^  Court    Pltff.^  appeal  fh»n  Jodgs  m 

If  Somenetsblre,  Langport  Cook  v.  Sonlre  k  iff. 
Coontj  Oonrt  Defts'  appL  fhim  Judp  B««»- 
ford,  for  Jndgt  or  new  triaL 

18  Sussex,   HsstingB.     I'roctor  ft  anr.  «.  FltteaiB 

County  Gonrt  Deft.'8  appl.  trom  Judge  ViT' 
tinean,  for  jndgt 

19  Snrr^,  Belgate.    Browne  «.  Brandt   (TomtyOnBt 

Piur.'s  appl.  from.  Judge  Martlneau,  for  Jodgt 
«A    Q— •  I  Hartley  ft  anr.  v.  Balham  Mwfc 

20  ^«g2^  J    HaIl(Wltoonftoi8.,dinti.) 

Wandsworth,  ^^^^  i  ora.,  dmts.  *  Wll»  k 

ors.,    elm  a.   in  laterpkiaen 

County  Gonrt  OalBMBM^  antL 

in  Interpleaders  from  JvV 

Bnssell 

81    Middlesex,  Bow.    Pahner  «.  India  Bi!lito  Gstti 

Ftorcha  Telegraph    Works    Cc     Ooon^  Owt 

Delts.*  appL  from  Judge  French  for  Jndgt 

22  London.     Maeklnder  v.  VIdal     City  of  Lflsta 

Conrt  Deft's  appL  flrom  Deputy  Jtidge  r» 
Lewis  for  Jndgt  ^    . 

23    Eastern  Pioneer  Co.  «.  Morgan  dhUoo  to 

set  aside  award  .  ^^. 

24  London.    Scott  ft  anr.  v.  Hudson   Mayor's  Oofflt 

Pltlb.'  appL  from  Sir  F.  Fnlton,  Beooider,  fcr 
new  trial  ._,.  , 

25  Lancaahlre^   Manchester.      Harwood   i.  4°lS 

Insce.  Cc  County  Court  Delta.'  tppl-^w" 
Judge  Pany  againat  order  reftudng  my  «  ;(»• 
ceedings 

26  Warwickshire  Birmingham.  Smith  »,  Facer  (IW; 

gage  ft  Finance  Syndicate,  cimta.)  Coon^OMit 
Phfll's  appL  against  Jndgt  of  Judge,  BtradngMa 
Connty  Court  «_^_,  iw 

27  Kent,  Greenwich.     O'Donoghne  r.  Deptftrd  DJ 

Docks  Co.  Connty  Oonrt  PltlTs  ap^  *">■ 
Judge  Addison  „ ^ 

28  Smnj,  Wandsworth.  Stringer  c  Oebhardt  ComV 

Oonrt    Deft. 'a  appL  tnm  Judge  Buesell 

29  La]lcashh^   LlverpooL     Humphries  v.Jwm 

Connty  Conrt    I>eft.'s  appl.  from  Jnd«  (Wlw 

80  Lancashire  Haslingden ft  Accringion-/WeM* Art. 

».  Clayton  Le  Moora  Urban  Dbtrict  OojndJ 
Oounty  Court    Pltlfs-'appl.  fnmJudpOoTejJT 

81    Minister  ft  Co.  cApperley  ft  ort.   »»■ 

to  set  aaide  award  of  Offlaal  Beferee.       .  ..^ 

32  Kent,  Maidstone  Hinton  ».  London  ft  we*B"J 
LoanftDlBconntGo.  Connty  Court  l)dL'»m*» 
in  m  Ju(!ge  Kmd<n. 
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9  TorkabJr^  DiiJIteid.    Waiaon  v.  Bingroae 
Court   Ittff.'t  appl.  IJncmi  jQilge  Ralkes. 


(kmaty 


SoBMnei-Urcs,  Cai«rd.    Jaoca  v.  North  Staffordshire 
Rj.  Co.   OoQDty  Coart   FlUT/a  appl.  from  Judge 


S  Yorkshire,  Leada.    Hotham   k  anr.    v.   Loddng 

CooD^r  Court  Ddl. 'a  appU  from  Judge  Oreeohow. 
3t  BtaipihiTe,  Lymingtoo.  Moraot  v.  Godden  Ooontj 

OMrt   ritff.'8  appL  fkom  Jodtte. 
17  Yorkkhire.  Devtlmry.    West  Riding  of  Torkahin 

Siveia  Board  v.  Yurkahin  Indigo  Scarlet  k  Colour 

Slros  ComtT  Court   Fltfla/appL 
»  l\'«ivfckfblr^  Birmiogham.    ^VUkinaon  v.  Smith 

k  agr.   CoanXj  Cotm   Delta.'  appL  from  Jodge 

WUIehoiue. 
»  nertSonkhlrey  Watford.    HarriDgton  (trading,  kc.) 

f.Tike  CoDDtj  Court   Dcft'aappL  from  Judge 

Mr  A.  G.  llardn. 
M  MtoBBonthahIre,  Tredag»r.    lU's  «.  G«ea    Countj 

Court   lAeft.'»  appL  from  Judge  Owen. 
41  Loadoi.    Foater  k  on.  v.  Newman    Major'a  Court 

ML'a  appl.  from  Sir  F.  Fnltuo. 
4]  Sorr^r.  Southwark.    Tbring  v.  Cox  k  anr.    County 

GMrt   Pltff.'a  appL  from  Judge  Addtaoo. 
a  yiddkKx,    GlerkenwelL      Fitzgerald    v.   Barker 

CMDtj  Court    Pltff.'a  appL  from  Judge  G^lge. 
41  SafUk,  Ipawlch.    JPrltty  v.  Child    Count/  Court 

Deft'v  appL  fhmi  Judge  Eaxdlar  Wilmot. 
<S  1ILUlei»x,  Brentford.    Machine  JuiDcry  Co.  «.  B. 

H.  Taykr  (E.   Tayler,   dmt.)    County   Court 

C  flBt.'i  appl.  IVom  Judge  Fltt  I..ewls. 
tt  Wnwlcluhire^  Birmiogham.    Normanaetl «.  Hum- 

pbrja  Oouaty  CMut   Delt'a  appl.  frum  Judge 

Whitefaorae 
4T  Sa-iey,  Cniydoo.    Bradford  v.  Hatch    County  Court 

PU  t.'a  appl.  from  Judge  Ruaaell 
4S  I^Tvu  hhi^  Plymouth  fc  £a->t  Stoaebouae.    Andrew 

r.  Otuve     Count/   Court     Deft 'a  appl.    from 

41  Chnbbe.  Cheaper.     ¥ayhew  k  on.  v.  Grimahaw 

OMmty  Court    Deft.'d  appl.  from  Judge  Lloyd. 
S«  MilUcMx,  We:>ftmiDster.    Ellijt,  Son  *  Boyton  «. 


Da  via    County  Court    Pltff.'a  appL  Drom  Judge 

Horton  Smith. 
51    London.    Credit  Aaace.  iCorpn.  «.  Brown    City  of 

London  Court   Def(.'e  appL  from  Mr.  Commr. 

KentouL 
6S    OkflccBtarBhir^61ouoest«r.   Biickv.Wella  County 

Court    Deft'a  appl.  fhn  Judge  Ellicott. 

53    Lazenby  v.  Pickering    to  aet  aalde  award. 

54  Glamorganahlre.  Neath.    Oriffitha  v.  Eaatmana  Id. 

County  Court    Pltff.'a  appl.  ftom  Judge  Blahop. 

55    In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Knowlea  k  anr. 

and  Underwood  k  Sod     motion  to  sat  aalde 
award. 

b$    Coz  V.  Andanon     motion  to  aet  aside 

award. 
5Y    Mlddleaez,  Brompton.  Jeasop  v.  Hntchisan  County 

Court    Deft.'a  appl.  from  Judge  Stooor. 
58    Boare  k  anr.  v.  Leitch  k  anr.    motn.  to  aet 

aai<*e  award. 
69    In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Batt  k  Co. 

and  Eppeiiheim  k  Co.    motion  to  aet  aside  award. 

60  London.  Gardner  v.  Campion  k  anr.  Mayur'a  Court 

PltiL'a  appl.  from  Becorder. 

61    In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Windaor  k 

Green    motion  to  aet  aalde  award. 

62  Middlesex,  Wcctminater.    Hancock  k  anr.  v.  Max- 

well k  Wife   County  Court    PltiEi'  appl.  tma. 
Deputy  Judge  Horton  Smith 

63    Humev.  Tillett    motion  to  set  aside  award. 

64  Lincaahire,    Bvlton.      Northera    Employer'a    In- 

demnity Co.  V.  KniTeton    County  Oourt    Deft.'a 
appl.  from  Judge  Bradbory. 

65  London.      Geiry,   Walker  k  C9,   v.   Moorhottae 

Mayor'a  Court    Pitfb.'  appl.  fh>m. 

66  Middleaez.    Sboreditch.     Janlahevaky    v.    North 

Metropolitan     Tramway    Co.     County    Court. 
IXfta.'  appl.  ftom  Judge  French. 

67  London.    Lamaille  ft  Co.  v.  Kennedy  fc  Co.  County 

Court    Pitffa'  appl.  fimn  Judge  Lumtey  Smith. 
48    Middleaex,  Weetmioater.    laaacaon  k  Wife  v.  New 
Grand    County  Oourt    PltlTs.' appU  firom  Deputy 
Judge  Horton  Smith. 


6a    Mlddlaaax,  Westntaister.    Blind  v.  Alien    motfoB 

to  aet  aside  awanL 
TO    Deronabire,  Exeter.  Dav^  a.  Willey  ft  Cd.  Cooa^ 

Court    Pitffl'a  appL  from  Judge  WojdfalL 
n    Yorkahire,  HaUfiax.    Smith  v.  Ingh  un. 
73    Warwickshire^  Birmiogham.    Joaes  r.  Evans. 


SPECIAL  PAPER. 


In  re  an  Arblttation  between  HacquoU  ft  OOb  M 
L.  Gneret  Id. 


REYENUE  PAPEIL 

OFP06ED  MonoK, 

The  Atloney'^en.  (Inlionnant)  and  Baldwin  Jeha 
Pollexfen  Bastard  (Defendant). 

Enolebh  Infobmatioks. 

The  Attorney-Gen.  (Informant)  and  Lord  Monlign 

(Defond4nt> 
The  Attorney- Gen.  (Sam<*)      and  The  Ber.  Arthur 

Newton  Johnaon  (Def«ndant> 

Speoul  0A8V, 
Attorney-Gen.  v.  The  Mayor,  ftc.  of  LiverpooL 

Case  Stated. 

H.H.  Th'i  Ntsam'a  Guaraate«l  State  Bj.  Co.  U. 
rAppU.)   and   Apthoipe   (Purveyor  of  Taasa). 


Motions  for  Attachment 


Diyil»027AL  LIST.— SUMMARY. 

Olown  Paper        ^ 

avil  Papar           72 

Special  Case          tl 

ReTenue  Paper ••        lo 


Total 


lc8 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

KINGS   BENCH  DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 
Monday,  Januabt  13th. 


The  following  Coatts  wiU  sit  nnta  Saturday,  ISth  January,  for  the  Trial  of  the  foUowing  clasees  of  Acfckmsc- 

TWO  COUBTS  fof  MiDDLSSOL  Special  Juries. 

THBEE  COUBTS  for  Mibdlbskk  Common  Juries. 

ONE  COUBT  for  Coxmbboial  Actions  and  Non-Jaries. 

ONE  COUBT  for  Non-Jary  Actions  (Two  Courts  on  Monda/  and  Three  on  Tuesday). 

Actions  set  down  under  Order  XIV.  will  be  taken  on  Saturday,  18th. January. 


m>VLE8EX  Special  Jury  AMm$. 
^otioBa  bejond  Na  ISl  in  this  List  wiU  not 

^  taken  before  Monday,  2Dth  January. 
^  fcHowisg  Namben  will  be  in  the  List 

'«  Trial  on  Monday,  13th  January— Noa. 

S8Sto20,bothincla8iye. 

^  Btnu  Ovt-ette  Machine  Id.  (Hy  orJer)  r.  Ogdens 
U.  (poodarold 


I  688 

I     88 

IB 
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Lennoz  fty  order)  V.  Steddart  money  reoaived  i 
St.  QntotlQ  V,  Earl  of  Louadale  libel  ^  ^  ^  ! 
Ootumlma  Oik  M.  «.  Morton,  Down  k  Oo.    flraad. 

Bv?9.  ToAahlie  OooeervatlTe  Newapapyr  Oo.  k 

anr.    libel  ^      ,^ 

Wotton  a  Son  «.  Hlraeh    goedaaokl 
Norton  V.  Sparka    pe-a.  InJ. 
Slmpeon  r.  Dnwkina  k  ora.    contract 


^.  «..VItswUllam    werk 

Hammond  «.  Pannell  fc  Co.    contract 


K< 


fa^. 


Float  V.  John  Glavni»a  Soft  fcL 

Walker  «.  Milan   pwa.ini. 

AttfleU  V.  Thompson    breach  of  promiad 

HUbeiy,  G.  «.  HUbary.  II.    oontrACt 

hmgnun  «.  Haaa  k  ore.    libel 

MaldlCaaai  v.  Freeman    trover 

Anderaon  v.  Elwea    oontract 

GraaTea  «.  W.  H.  Hart  k  Co.    d<^la7at!oa 

Preeoe  r.  Tagart    contract 
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21  Knight  0.  Pnke  of  Manchester    breftcfa  of  promise 

31  liasballv.  Frederick  Hotels  Id.    negUgenco 
34  Homsby  v.  Henry  Jc  ors.    mal.  pros. 

60  J.  &  J.  Me  Conaell  Id.  v.  Hurdle    contract 

'29  Jam  8  V.  Howard  &  Co.    contrAct 

39  Bemhard  o.  Erasmlc  Co.  Id.    wrong,  dls. 

4(1  Farro.  Copley    libel 

62  Gnmey  v.  Wilson    libel 

63  Holzapfel  v.  Sbipplng  Ageocy  Id.    fraud,  reps. 

66  Wallace  k  Co.  v.  Posno  £  Wife    note 

67  TruUshawe  v.  Marten  &  Cbristopberson  k  anr. 

fraud,  reps. 

69  Rucker  v.  Du  Croe    money  received 

75  Day  v.  L.  B.  ft  S.  C.  Ry.  Co.    pers.  li^ 

79  H.  Dnttun  &  Co.  v.  Slowbum    money  received 

82  Klogham  v.  Olddy    falde  impt. 
84  Watts  V.  Be  Idiogton    sUnder 

92  Kitsall  V.  Newstead    pers.  ioj. 

93  Blelck  k  Wife  v.  Jenram  &  ors.    contract 
97  Alman  k  ors.  «.  Oppert  k  on.    fraad.  reps. 

3  Yonog,  Son  k  Coles  v.  Hunt    Solicitor's  bill 

4  Morell  k  anr.  «.  New  London  Discount  Co.  Id. 

a»tract 

11  Providenci  Estates  Co.  Id.  o.  Leibrandt  k  anr. 

cheque 

23  Jay's  id.  v.  Orottey    work 

30  Bottomley  v.  Hess  k  ors.    libel 

32  fientham  v,  Erith  Urban  District  CouncU    con- 

tract 

51  Hoskln  V.  Wallace    contract 

54  Webb  &  anr.  V.  Creber    slander 

83  Ashton  V.  Gamage  Id.  k  on.    libel 
99  Yiner  o.  Myring    contract 

.00  Parsons  «.  Gookson    pers.  !nj. 

07  Chivers  v.  Chandler's  Wiltshire  Brewery  U.    pers. 

ItJ. 

.08  Woodroffe  V.  Stanley  Gibbons  Id.  k  anr.    libel 

109  Warren  v.  Aarona    slander 

1 1 0  Absolute  Lit 0  Assce.  Co.  Id,  v.  Warden    calls 

111  Bailey  «.  Helnemann  k  anr.    contract 

117  Bomand  v.  LidUrd,  Son  k  Baker    negligence 

118  Hands  V.  Crisp  &  Co.  Id.    oommiaslon 

123  Folkestone  Water  Works  Co.  v.  Gordon  Hotels,  Id. 

contract 

128  Lnrkman  v.  L.  k  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.    pen.  inj. 

130  LoDg  D.  Powell    wn.  liij. 

131  Schjiffer  o.  J.  Taylor  k  Suns  Id.    pen.  InJ. 


1 32  Murray  v.  Leltch    bre  ich  of  promise 

134  Hickmott  v,  Capron    asiault 

135  HaU£  V.  Midgley    ooiitract 

136  Craig  v.  Harris    mal.  pros. 

138  Grenfell  v.  luvoga  Syndicate  Id.    contract 

139  Boutet  k  anr.  v.  Donkerley  k  Son    goods  sold 
143  Walker  v.  W.  Mcllroy  Id.    wrong,  dls. 

14 1  Forsythe  v.  Law    negligence 

147  Earp  v.  Pearce    sknder 

149  Sandwell  v.  L.  G.  0.  O).  Id.    pers.  li^. 

150  Watkiss  V.  ^jtock6r    pers.  inj. 

Ii2  Martin  v.  Nurdin  k  anr.    pers.  inj. 

154  Sabine  v.  School  Board  for  London    detinue 

158  Simpson  v.  Hess  k  ors.    libel 

160  Jones  At  Wife  v.  Beaumont    warranty 

162  Neale  v.  Lady  Gordon  Lennox    libel 

169  Romaine,  Wardle  k  Co.  «.  Gilbert    contract 

171  Moran  v,  Adamson    slander 

172  Davies  v.  Tree    pers.  inj. 

173  Norman  k  Beard  Id.  o.  Uope^ones    libel 

177  I'raQsatlantlc  Steam  Coal  Co.  v.  International  Coal 
Co.    contract 

180  Crawley  v.  Hudson  Bay  Co.    pers.  inj. 

181  Croucber  v.  N.  Met.  Trams  Co.    pen.  inj. 

182  Smythe  v.  Aubart    commission 

184  Craig  «.  PhUlips  ft  Wife    fhiad.iepa. 

185  Benii  V.  Ledger    libel 

188  Searle  o.  S.  £.  k  C.  Ry.  Co.    mal.  pros. 

189  Bensjn  v.  Same    mal.  pros. 

190  C.  A.  Pearson  Id.  v.  Hall  Caine    contract 

191  Ormsby  «.  S.  E.  fc  C.  Ry.  Co.    pen.  iqj. 

193  Ross  V.  Frith  k  anr.    money  Iwt 

194  Andreae,  Wallace  k  Co.  o.  Hairis    stockbroker's 

aod 

96  Richardson  V.  Dare   possession 

199  AsBodatfoa   of  Diamond  Merchants,   &c.  Id.  v. 

Windsor    cheque 

200  Taylor  o.  Cumbzrbatch    libel 

205  Capital  k  Counties  Bank  Id.  o.  Tlmberlake  guarantee 

306  Webbe  o.  Whitechapel,  &C.  Ry.  Co.  &  anr.    negli- 


208  Brocklesby  V.  WUkin    contract 

209  Duke  of  Bedford  v.  Bromet    possession 
212  Pugh  V.  G.  E.  Ry.  Co.    pers.  inj. 

218  Oxenden  V.  Smith    trespass 

219  Culley  k  anr.  k  on.  v.  Graham    money  paid 
223  Dickinson  v.  Bankes    covenant 

282  Mc  Leod  o.  Wood    contra  t 

240  Mlchell  V.  Wheeler    slander 

341  Medhunst  ti.  Barnes    slander 

243  Forster  0.  Markham    libel 


255    Feam  v.  Ulord  U.  D.  C.    work 

257    Wlghtwick  v.  Pope  k  Abiolute  L'fe  Assce.  Co. 

contract 
260    Browning,  Todd  k  Co.  v.  Hoeniog    stockbroker's 

acct. 
262    Gordon  v.  Hyderabad  (Deccan)  Go.  Id.    work 
264    Cronln  o.  Kensington  Palace  Manskns  Id.    oon- 

tract 

269  Sir  R.  Peel  o.  Hodgson    libel 

270  Kane  v.  L.  G.  0.  Co.  Id.    peri.  Inj. 

271  Ascb  o.  Smith    injanctiou 

279  Wood  k  Co.  «.  du  Cros    contract 

280  Moorey  «.  Hilton  k  Co.  Id.  k  ors.    pers.  Inj. 

281  Tucker  v.  B^ker    contract 
28 1    Hooley  v.  Speak    detinue 

287  Stephens  v.  Comyns  money  received 
292  Forman  v.  Bank  of  England  contract 
291    Slade  v.  Panter    bill 


MIDDLESEX  Commtm  Jury  Aelion$. 

A.otionB  beyond  No.  197  in  this  List  will  not 
be  taken  before  Monday,  20  th  January. 

The  following  Numbers  will  be  in  the  List 
for  Trial  on  Monday,  13th  January— Nos. 
48  to  94,  both  indusiye. 

48  Clark  r.  Jones  k  anr.    bill 

64  Loltos  r.  Roberts    contract 

70  Apthorpe  v.  Mears    money  lent 

73  Kendrick  v.  Myles  k  anr.    contract 

74  Ward  k  anr.  r.  Strickland  k  Sons  k  ors.    pers.  InJ. 

77  Stanley  r.  Hill    trespass 

18    Balis  r.  N.  Mer.  Tram)  Co.    pets.  fa^. 

78  Stone  v.  Lavell    pen.  inj. 

80  Gardiner  k  Co.  v.  Auglo-Amerlcsn  Laundry  negli- 

gence 

81  Kelly  V.  Nicolopulo    money  paid 

85  Jmrbauv.  Smith    biU 

86  May  «.  Rinsom  k  anr.    fraud,  reps. 

87  Delauney  V.  Mortimer  &  anr.    fraod.  reps. 

88  Crowe  o.  Mallud  k  Wde    contract 

9t    Spiegel «.  Allborough    stockbroker's  acct. 


25  Varty  v.  Fea«t    fraud,  reps. 

26  Same  v.  Same    deiinne 
95  Goelett  o.  Bray    slander 

98  Tolman  v.  Borrer    contract 

101  Jeaner  s.  L.  k  S.  W.  Ry.  Co.  Id.    psrs.  inj. 

102  Davis  V.  Stoddart    money  received 

103  Fogerty  &  Wife  V.  Jones    assault 

104  Grant  v.  O'Connor    work 

106  Cbeetham  v.  N.  Met.  Tramways  Co.    pen.  inj. 

118  Jof^bS  9.  Lambert  k  anr.    fraud,  reps. 

116  Meulemln  k  Wife  r.  London  United  lYamways  Co. 
Id.    pere.  inj. 

121  BuUey  v.  Lon.  United  Trams  Id.    pere.  Inj. 

122  Flanagan  v.  Scott  k  anr.    declaration 

125  Gotto  V.  Russell    contract 

127  Hay  ward  v.  Robinson    warranty 

1  Woodward  &  anr.  V.  Sir  E.  Sebright    bill 

6  Marreco  v.  Jx>udon  k  Westminster  Ijoau,  kc.  Co. 

Id.    issue 

9  Citizen  Property  Co.  Id.  o.  Barratt  k  Co.  poesess'on 

10  Same  v.  Same    possession 

lOA  Bailey  v.  Clazon    contract 

28  Mc  Caw  At  Co.  Id.  V.  Welch  Grape  Juice  Co.    goods 
sold 

46  Faulkner  v.  Grayling  k  ors.    trespass 

55  Beckett  k  Co.  v.  Jones  k  Sons  k  ors.    treqia^s 

56  Davis  V.  Joel  k  anr.    contract 
65  Dear  o.  Stevens    contract 

90  Houssart  v.  Armstrong  &  Co.  &  anr.    bill 

91  Foster  o.  Parker    contract 
90  Hart  V.  Senior    detinue 

120  Morton,  Down  k  Co.  o.  Woolls  At  aur.    cheques 

126  Arton  v.  Salberg    deUnue 

129  Northampton  (Marquis  of)  v.  Green    rent 

137  Portier  V.  Larkin    contract 

140  MaUett  o.  Kilby    assanlt 

141  Stracey-Clltherow  v.  Parsons    possession 
220  Hammond  k  anr.  v.  Metcalf  k  anr.    detinue 
146  Hayden  v.  Vercesi  k  ore.    poseewkm 

148  Longstaffe  r.  Haedlnger    slander 

161  Pugh  k  anr.  v.  Motor  Manufacturing  ^Co.    con- 
tract 

156  Vallquet  0.  Swan  &  Edgar  M.    pers.  inj. 

156  Strickland  V.  Banister    hbel 

157  Cotton  k  anr.  o.  Sotmes    contract 

163  Flttv.  Gale    contract 

164  \>^anren  o.  Lawson  k  ors.    f^ud.  reps. 

166  Stewart  v.  Dav.s  ft  anr.    contract 

167  Gardiner  v.  Browne    money  lent 

168  Pxyor  V.  N.  Met.  Tramways  Co.    pere.  inj. 


170  Harden  &anr.  r.  Sutherland    bill 

175  Knight  v.  Hyums    cheque 

176  Duggao  V.  Slmnionds  detinne 
178  Robinson  v.  Reardon  contrut 
183  Fasten  «.  Witbey    pere.  inj. 

186  Nathsii  v.  Swift    money  received 

192  Wbhiney  v.  Dawson    bill 

195  Reynolds  o.  Sillltoe    goods  sold 

197  Louden  v.  Elliott    Issue 


201  Peter  Robinson  Id.  «.  Brooksmlth    goods  ntd 

203  Jackson  v.  Cruickshanks    money  lent 

203  Lane  k  anr.  v.  Cleveland    money  paid 

211  Browne  v.  Lon.  United  Trams  Id.    pen.  iqj. 

221  WUc  ck  k  anr.  v.  BritUh  Mntoscope,  &c  Ooi  U. 

and  anr.    money  received 

226  Hlld  V.  Chamben  &  anr.    diatrev 

'^31  Carver  v.  btanier    work 

234  Evans  k  anr.  v.  Constien    contract 

235  Pritchard  v.  Tupper  k  Son    pers.  ioj. 

236  Kaross  r.  Boyd    note 

243  Hardle  v.  Batanain    contract 

244  Doyle  v.  Holder  k  Son    pere.  iqj. 

46  New  Polyphoa  Supply  Oo.  «.  Jamei   work 

247  Ch.twynd  o.  Ley  land    contract 

248  Heinz  k  anr.  v.  Randall  k  Sons    Issue 

250  Patent  Steam  Carpet  Beating  Co.  Id.  v.  H.  D.  Bsv- 

lings  Id.    negligence 

256  Reitich   v.   The    Newlands   (West   Griqatliad) 

Diamonds  Mines  Id.    detinue 

258  Boehmer  &  Gibbs  v.  Webb    work 

259  Mye»  V.  Turquirfse  Syndicate  Id.    contract 
261  Wratten  kWitv.  Ruah    slander 

266  Rubber  Estates  of  Para  U.v.CUrke   money  piii 

267  Cuok  V.  AtlAiitic  Transport  Co.    pen.  iqj. 

273  Carter  k  aur.  v.  Merritt  k  Oo.    pen.  iqj. 

274  Docking  V.  Sports  Motor  Car  Co.    contract 
276  Fearan  v.  S.  E.  k  C.  Ry.    negligence 
276  Raycroft  k  Co.  v.  Sankey    libel 

278  Budden  k  Wife  v.  Lindsey    slander 

283  Rogere «.  Couaens    slander 

286  Smith  V.  Lawrence  fc  anr.    possevion 

286  Foster  r.  Turner    pera.  IqJ. 

293  Ley  k  anr.  «.  Webb  k  Thompson  Id.   yea  ii^ 

296  Ch<»ton  V.  Mac  Callum    note 


NON'JUBT  Aetioms. 


Actions  beyond  No.  35lin  this  List  viU  not 
be  taken  before  Monday,  20th  Janoary. 

The  following  Nomben  will  be  in  the  Lisi 
for  Trial  on  ^Monday,  18th  Januaiy— Nob. 
201  to  249,  both  inclofiim 

204  Monarch  Investment  Building  Soc.  «.  Spriagctt 

possession 

207  He«nley  «.  Fitzwllllam    goods  sold 

210  De  Lanise  e.  Lumley    amimiislon 

22  Taylor  o.  Hollard   Judgment 

213  Homer  «.  G.  Godson  k  Sons    work 

214  Wilkes  Id.  V.  Cooper  &  ors.    goods  sold 

215  Eaton  V.  Crocker   stockbroker's  sect. 

216  Dobuan  v.  Beraiondsey  Wharves  Co.    work 
229  Baron  Aldeiiham  s.  Broi.    covenant 

233    Short  V.  Peace    iiisue  , . 

238    Chennells  v.  Chandler's   Wiltshire  Brewery  U. 

commisslun  „    , 

249    London   k  County   Banking  Co.  Id.  v.  Hanb 


251  Flelling  v.  Bobbis    possession 

252  Tenant  Co-operatore  Id.  «.  Janes   possearioD 

253  Agnew  k  anr.  «.  Lanrence    possesion 

254  Hawkins  r.Ashanil  Gold  Coast  Acquisition  OMl. 

commission 

263  Moore,  v  Holford    goods  sold  .^^ 

265  Countess  de  U  Taille  des  Essarts  v.  Whinney  ant 

268  Partrlck  v.  Gerring    Ihiud.  reps. 

272  Lemon  «.  Hawkins  k  ors.    blil 

2  Howard  v.  Edwards    contract 

6  MlddletoD  V.  MoeUer  k  anr.    goarantee 

12  Kempthorne  v.  Hiukey    rent 

13  Morau  k  anr.  u.  Henry   contract 
40  Tolputt  k  anr.  o.  Nicholls    contract 

70  Parlset  v.  Slade   judgment  .  .^ 

112  Ward  v.  Brandon's  Putney  Bnwvj  Id.  aod  aar. 

114  'W^ltaT  Army  k  Nnvy  Co-openiirt  Soc.   con- 
tract 

116  Nathan  k  anr.  v.  Rofix  k  anr.    contract 

124  Gregory  v.  Buahnell  k  ore.    work 

133  Lvitch  k  anc.  v..  Brown    money  lent 
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lO   RawklM  p.  Abrahams 

lis   Automobile  AaMc  Id.  o.  Twin    detinm 
ICI    Heo«liMtall  V.  Heptinstall    man^Ient 
174   Doka  or  Weabnlnater  •.  Mensta    ioJunctloD 
aji    Bobcrtiv.  Salary    pnwwrtm 
«    Xn.V.L  Leakey  o.Plk^BoMt«id&  Go.   mon^ 
reoeiTed 
an    E.  W.  Leakey  v.  Same    wrong,  dia. 
'S*    Mtjot,  kc  of  Weatminaler  v.  Local  GoTerament 

Moliial  Guarantee  Soe.    goannlee 
SM    aorthera  Aiency.  kc  Odw  v.  Afnew  A  oni.    calls 
S37    WUgham  «.  Moore  k  on.    Mil 
MS    Valler  V.  Esestorff   contract 
9TT    ITi^wliaiy  ei  Acksnoaan  k  on.    detbrae 
t83    HopklDBon  V.  Groyer  k  Grorer  Id.    bill 
■8    BAoBv.  Lewis    note 
V9    Atiw  «.  Watson    poaseaaioa 
»•    Odor  Priating  Syndicate  W.  t».  Noifhern  Prwa  k 

nigiDeering  Co.  Id.    ooi 
»1    Brnh^  k  ocb.  v.  UelBham 
9S    Brown  v.  Simpson    poesesBton 
»T    T,   Wells  k  Oo.  Id.  r.  Smtth  k  anr.     goods 

sold 
318    Robinsan  k  anr.  v.  EUam    pooBessian 
2»f    OioBsoo  V.  Townsend    work 
22    S**™^  *<«.«.  Forater  k  on.    possassioa 
a«    G«i«i}Engineeitag  Co.  M.».And«Mon.  Anderson 

and  Andeison  Id.    work 
21    5*«!J*«nr.  St  Wallace    covenant 
5?    5?"^^°ra»  SUrllng  k  Ca  M.  y.  Lowenfeld    work 
S14    nnmisv.Beetbam    good  sold 
«»    Wrights.  Smith    oontiact 
nt    Flsnuiiar  s.  Johnson    oovenant 
»    Mc  AskeU  «.  Macnanghten    slander 
W    TBte«.On)thkanp.    declaration 
2   9i^«*  Hodge  kt».Maclntoehk  ore.    bill 
388    Waxdv.Aloock    nmnriMlun 
aj   Ppynderkaar.  «.F«z    ooyenant 
3U    Mosrakanr.v.  IVhtte    oontnu:t 
25   f««tt».Spiller    possession 
»«8   LflodoB  k  India  Docks  Co.  v.  N.  London  Ry.  Co. 

cmmnsation 
3W    aaite^um  City  Gomerles  Syndicate  Id.  v.  Wal- 

^Slon    contract 
w»    C|wrt».Cowd    money  lent 
S94   .AJdoton  «.  Bennett    stockbroker's  acct. 


3St 


V.  Lewis    oQDtra.t 


S57    Sanders  v.  Fanlding   oontract 
361    Lamb  V.  Pine-Colfln    money  paid 
364    Coleman  V.  CardinAll    detlnns 
366    Holten  0.  Hocken    negUgence 

366  Wallace  v.  W.  Rider  k&»ns  Id.    oontmct 

367  BelllDgham  k  Co.  Id.  v.  fiatler   money  paid 
369    Botterlll  v.  Raycrofl  k  Co.    eheqne 

3Y0    Seeley  v.  Blackwell    money  received 
371    Soctter  «.  Randall  k  anr.    work 
37S    Nightiogale  o.  Lobb    poSBession 
373    Robaon  v.  McDoogall    work 

375  Adams  o.  Blake    note 

376  JervlB  v.  Bideford  Westwird  Ho  and  Appledore 

Ry.  Co.    work 
'S77    Doyle  v.  D.  Allen  k  Sons  Id.    issne 
379    Hamilton  v.  Powles    stockbroker's  aoct. 
880    Stevenson  k  ors.  v.  Wmrd    ivae 
381    CoUiDgwood  Goldflelds  Id.  v.  Plambly    bill 
383    Scott  V.  Elmore's  Tmst  Id.    goarantee 
383    Motor  Mannlactoring  Co.  Id.  «.  C.  Mannlogbam  k 

Son    goods  sold 
385    Clifton  V.  Vickery    possession 
888    Randolph  v.  Diamant  k  anr.    poasesslon 

392  Craven  v.  Argles    money  lent 

393  Samuels  o.  Bleckwell    possession 

394  Cniikshank  v.  Sports  Motor  Car  Co.    contract 

395  Stewart  o.  Koley  Mlocs  k  Exploration  Id.    money 

paid 

396  Friedlander  V.  Willoogtaby    bill 

419    J.  k  J.  Lonsdale  .k  .Co.  Id.  v.  Eeevil  and  anr. 

Israe 
398    Bannell  s.  Tillett    dethioe 
404    Kemp  k  anr.  «.  Willjnghby    contract 
416    Lloyd  k  anr.  v.  Harris    stockbroker's  acct. 

431  Morton  v.  RosendoriT   money  lent 
423    Mead  V.  Davles    issue 

433  Saunders  v.  Attrell    posiiession 

434  C.  Webster  Id.  v.  Chapman    possession 
438    Falconer  k  anr.  v.  Mieville    contract 
430    Graham  v.  Robinson  k  anr.    conirAct 

432  Alliance  Deposit  k  Investment  C«.  Id.  v.  Wood 

detinue 

433  Dolby  k  anr.  v.  Lord  Wenlock  work 
436  G.  H.  Bnlbeck  Id.  v.  Harwool  bills 
440    LldfltonekCo.  v.ChUekanr.    bill 

442  Atwater  v.  Bennett    contraci 

443  Long  k  anr.  v.  Hammersley    work 

444  Pollutl  V.  Altman    money  paii 

447    Jones  k  anr.  v.  Mackay  k  aur.    contract 
466    Foley  v.  Mayor,  kc.  of  Batter«ea    contract 


4S7    New  Grappler  PneumaUc  Tyre  Co.  Id.  v.  North 
Cheshire  Rubber  Co.  Id.    goods  sold 

460  Conybeare  «.  Fntdd    money  paid 

461  ^layor,  kc.  of  Lambeth  «.  Sonth  Londoa  Electic 

Supply  Corpn.  Id.    contract 

462  J.  Allen  k  Son  o.  Field  k  Co.    contract 

464    London  United  Breweries  Id.  v.  Stuart  k  anr. 

detinue 
466    Wallace  o.  Lord  Gerard    work 
471    Armstrong  v.  Mitchell    contract 
475    Potter  V.  Branton  k  Co.    contract 

483  Abysrinian  ExploraUon  (Parent)  Co.  Id.  v.  Crowso 

cheque 

484  Barton  v.  Hallam  k  ore.    work 

491    WekbAch  Incandescent  Gas  Li^ht  Co.  Id.  r.  Coa- 

tinental  Gas  Light  Co.  id.    patent 
496    Cubinson «.  Andrews    contract 
496    Rawle  k  ors.  v.  Llldell    contract 
498    Penn^  v.  Hancock  k  anr.    oontnct 
603    Johnson  v.  Myers    possession 
503    Grosvenor  Mansion'*  Co.  Id.  and  &nr.  r.  Sherard, 

Cowper,  Coles  k  Co.  Id.    nuiaance 

506  Elaou  k  anr.  v.  Herridge    covenant 

507  Moody  k  anr.  v.  Pattereon    poseession 
514    Broadbdot  o.  London  Brick  Co.    goods  sold 
615    Crlchton  Bros.  v.  Victor  k  Llddou    detinue 
516    Andrews  k  Son  v.  The  Riveralde  Clnb    work 
618    Catty  k  anr.  v.  Ptrklns    covenant 

620    Moorhead  v.  Furwoo-i  k  on,    oontract 

683    Brown  V.  Egypt  k  Sudan  Mining  Syndicate  l.l. 

contract 
630    Metere  Id.  v.  London  k  Manchesier  Sjuiitary  Paten  ^s 

Co.    contract 
531    Freund  v,  Whieldon    injunction 
633    Gripper  v.  Hall    contract 

536  Lennox,  Reynoldi  k  Fyfe  Id.  «.  Yule  k  anr.    work 

537  SAtchwell  o.  Husain    brrach  of  promise 
639    Brown  o.  Russell    oontract 

643    Great  Grimsby  Coal,  Salt  and  Tanning  Co.  IJ.  r>. 

Marshall    detinue 
519    Danlop  Pneumatic  Tyre  Co.  e.  Oitrich  Tyre  (  a.  k. 

ore.    patent 
661    John  H.  Hackman  Id.  v.  Turner    work 

552  Heasman  v.  Slmmonds  k  Wife    possession 

553  Meyer  v.  Begbie    note 

555    BUhop  of  Southwell  &  anr.  v.  Scott    ii^unctkiii 

669    Procter  v.  Mayor,  kc.  of  Islington    money  pi  J 

560    Ellen  V.  Uiggs    bill 

563    Lloyd's  Bankid.  v.  Roller    guarantee 

568    Bates  «.  Mark,  Bromet  k  Co.    bill 


SUMMARY  OF  ACTIONS  ENTERED  FOR  TRIAL  to  6th  JANUARY,  Incl~sivb. 

Special  Jnrioi.    Common  Juries.  Total. 

Middlesex           206        ••        220        ..  426 

NoB-Jaries          197 

Iiondoa ..          3          ..            1        ••  4 

Commeroial  Comes       ••        ..          ..        ••  10 

(Cases  are  only  entered  in  the  Commercial  List  when  the  days  are  fixed  for  Trial) 

Set  down  under  Order  XIV 17 

Assigned  Actions          .  •        •  •        •  •          • .        . .  2 

666 

KoTB.— This  Summary  shews  the  total  numbDr  of  Action3  for  Trial  ap  to  and  inclusive  of  the  above  date. 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 
KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


MASTERS  IN  CHAMBERS  FOB  HILARY  SITTINGS, 
1902. 


Kondays 
Wednesdays  • 
Fridays 

Tuesdays     . 

Thursdays    . 
SatarJays     • 


A  to  F. 

Master  Day. 

Master  Lobd  Dusboyse, 


Mondays 

Wednesdays. 

Fridays 

Tuesdays 
Thursdays    • 
Saturdays     • 


Mondays 

Wednesdays 

Fridays 

Tuesdays 
Thursdays    • 
Saturdays  '  • 


G  to  N. 

Master  Macdonsll. 

I    Master  Chittt. 

O  to  Z. 

Master  Archibald. 


Master 
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HIGH    COURT  OF    JUSTICE. 


KING'S  BENCH   DIVISION. 


HILARY  aiTTlNQS,  1902. 


Dates. 

1 

LobdOhiv 

JOBTIOS. 

1808. 

January  .     . 

11 

Judges* 
Meeting 

18 
14 

Ni»i  PriuB 

M 

15 


16 


WiLLB  J.      Qranthax  J. '  Lawbancb  J.  1    WaiaHX  J.         Bbuge  J. 


Judged*  Judges*  Judges*       i      Judges' 

Meeting  Meeting  Meeting  Meeting 

South  Eastern 
i       Gironit 
Nisi  Pfius  „  I     Nisi  Prins    ;    Nial  Prius 

(Gbaaibcrd 
intervening) 


n 

27 

28 

n 

Northern 
Ciroftit 

Februabt  • 

•    3 

f% 

»9 

» 

12 

r% 

1 

n 

17 

n 

1 

••                      1 

9) 

19 

n 

1 

ff 

20 

n 

»i 

n 

21 

»» 

n 

M 

24 

DiYudonal 
Court 

»> 

)) 

28 

n 

.    J!nA. 

March  .     . 

.     3 

" 

NWFriu* 

>i 

4 

,. 

» 

>» 

7 

H 

H 

)f 

8 

n 

>» 

i» 

10 

ft 

» 

n 

12 

n 

t» 

n 

14 

n 

n 

n 

26 

>» 

n 

North  Eastern! 
Circuit 


End 
Nisi  Prius 


South  Eistem 
Circuit 


Jndges* 
Meeting 

Nisi  Prius 


ICsaifirsDT  J.  {     EmLEtJ. 


Judges* 

Meeting 


South  Wales 
Circuit 


Meeting 


NiiiFita 


Midland 
Circuit 


(Commeroial 

List 
intervening) 


Xorili  Eastern 
Circnit 


(Central     i 
Criminal  Court 
interrening) 


End 


Nisi  Prius 


End 


End 


Commercial 
List 


South  Wales 
Circuit 


End 


End 


Digitized  by 


C^oogle 


Jan.  11,  1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


27 


HIGH    COURT  , OF  JUSTICE. 


KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


EILABY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BiflBAMj. 

DABuve  J. 

Ohamnbll  J. 

Philluiobb  J. 

BvaENnx  J. 

Walton  J, 

Jelp  J. 

Dates. 

« 

1802. 

3IeetiDg 

Judges* 
Meeting 

Judges' 
Meeting 

Judges' 
Meeting 

Jndges' 
Meeting 

Judges* 
Meeting 

Judges' 
Meeting 

Jaxuary,     ...     11 

Commercial 

List 

Nifii  PriTis 

Western 
Circuit 

Nlai  Prius 

NisiPriTig 

North  Wales 
Circuit 

Chambers 

13 

[Revenue  CJasee 
intervening) 

Iff 

n 

>f 

ff 

ff 

If 

14 

m 

» 

n 

» 

♦> 

ff 

(Central 

Criminal  Court 

intervening) 

9 

» 

n 

n 

Northern 
Oiroult 

M 

n 

16 

« 

» 

« 

II 

»» 

ff 

" 

27 

« 

n 

>» 

Oxford  Circuit 

If 

ff 

ft 

28 

» 

^V^esteni 
Circuit 

" 

II 

f> 

(NisiPHns 
interyening) 

It 

Febbvabt      .1,3 

(Central 
Criminal  Court 

iuteiTening) 

» 

If 

(Central 

Criminal  Court 

intervening) 

ff 

n 

If 

12 

ft 

ft 

» 

II 

ff 

Iff 

ft 

IT 

» 

If 

11 

ff 

ff 

ft 

19 

» 

n 

If 

»i 

ff 

ff 

If 

20 

i      n 

End 

End 

II 

If 

ff 

ff 

21 

n 

Divisional 
Court 

Divisional 
Court 

II 

fl 

ff 

M 

24 

m 

n 

n 

II 

Bnd 

ff 

ft 

28 

Jlidhnd 
(Sxeait 

it 

ff 

w 

Nid  Prins 

ff 

ff 

Uarch  ....        3 

« 

n 

» 

11 

Chambers 

»» 

Oxford  Circuit 

4 

D 

n 

If 

11 

n 

If 

ff 

7 

» 

n 

n 

II 

ff 

North  Wales 

ft 

8 

» 

f» 

n 

fl 

f» 

Circnit 
ff 

ft 

10 

» 

s* 

n 

End 

If 

ft 

n 

12 

» 

ft 

11 

Nisi  PriuB 

If 

ff 

ff 

U 

End 

M 

II 

« 

ff 

End 

End 

26 
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HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 


KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


APPEALS   AND   MOTIONS  IN   BANKEUPTOY. 


Apfeau  from  County  Gonrts  to  be  heard 
by  a  DiymoNAL  Ooubt  Sitting  in  Bank- 
rnptoy,  Pending  January  3rd,  1902. 

In  re  Firth  Ezpte.  James  Ltogford  v.  Jubn 
Bowling.  Official  Receiver.  Tmatee 
an  appeal  from  the  Coanty  Court 
of  Yorkshire,  faolden  at  Leeds 

lo  re  T.  Richards  Ezpte.  John  Richards  v.  John 
Francis,  Tmstpe  an  appeal  fh>m 
the  County  Court  of  Glamorgan- 
shbe,  hoiden  at  Neath  &  Aber- 
avon 

InreaDeblor(No.  40of  19on  Ezpte.  The  Debtor 
V.  The  Petitioning  Creditors  and 
The  Official  Receiver  an  appeal 
fhxn  the  County  Court  of  Hamp- 
shire, holdeu  at  Portsmouth 
4  In  re  Keen  k  Keen  Ezpte.  The  Bristol  School 
Board  v.  Edward  Thomas  Collins, 


Trustee  an  appeal  firom  the 
County  Court  of  Somecsetshtre, 
hoiden  at  Bridgwater 


AIonoNS  in  Bankbuftot  for  hearing  before 
the  Judge,  Pending  January  3rd,  1902. 

In  re   Mateo  Clark    Expte.  The   Debtor  r.  The 

Buenos  Ayres  &  Pacific  Ry.  Co. 

1(1.  and  The  Official  Receiver 
In  re  Sir  Robert  Peel    Ezpte.  Salaman,  Tmstee  v. 

Von  der  Hyde  Heydt  and  J.  P. 

Burt 
In  re  De  Paula  Expte.  R.  H.  W.  L.  De  Paula  &  Sir 

Thos.  Taacred  v.  Stone,  Trustee 
In  re  Feldmm   Expte.  Boumer,  Trustee  v.  Levy  k 

Poland 
In  re  a  Debtor  (No.  430  of  1901)    Expte.  The  Mort- 
re   Insoe.   Corpn.  Id.  v.  The 


Dcbio 


In  re  Hander     Ezpto.   The   Offldal  Seodm  r. 

Davis 
In  re  Janssen     Ezpte.  ffanning  v.  Vogler,  Trastt^ 
Id  re  Richardson,  H.  W.    Expte.  E.  W.  Iboopsea 

fc    ors..   The   Ezots.  of  TboL 

RicfaardMXi,     dec    t.    Hnttos,^ 

Trustee 


Ezpte.   The    Board  of  Tnde  i. 

Edgerley,  Tmste* 
Expte.  Trantor  t?.  Gimblett,  Troitet 
Expte.   Haydon,  Tra:^tee  p.  R.  A. 

Smith 
Expte.     Levy    v.   Green,  Trastti 
(restored  to  List  at  Trustee's  is- 
stauoe) 
Expte.  CoUlDgs  k  Co.  v.  BmjM 
Trustee 
lu  re  Scbonplsaer    Expte.  Mason,  Tnistee  v.  W.  H. 

Webb 
In  re  Same         Expte.  .Same  v.  Saml^Jwpte 
In  re  Lamplougli    Expte.  Singleton,  TnMii.Ua. 
Hettle  Lam  plough 


In  re  Parker 


In  re  Prince 
In  re  Gordon 


In  re  Walter 


lu  re  VKlal 


Matties  in  BAKKBUPTOT.^Total  number  of  Appeals  and  Motions 


20. 


COUET  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEGISTBABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 

DATS. 

EMBsonror 
Rota. 

ArPBAL 

CodbtIL 

Mb.  Jdsticb          Ms.  Jubtiob 
ICbkbvioh.               Btbvb. 

Mb.  Justicb          Ma.  Justtcb 

FABWELL.                     BcCBLBt. 

Mk.  Jusnci 
Jotcs. 

Ma.  Jcsma 

Saturday,    Jan. 

11 

Mr.  Real 

Mr.  Pemberton 

Mr.  R.  Leach         Mr.  Carrington 

Mr.  Church             Mr.  Greswell 

Mr.  Godfrey 

:    Mr.  U'.  t^f^ 

Moniay 

13 

„    Famer 

„    Pngh 

„    Oodftey 

,.    R.  Leach 

„    Greswell           „    Pemberton        „    Church 

..   Jicboo 

Tuesday        „ 

14 

,.    Church 

„    Carrington 

„    Fanner 

«    Beal 

M    W.  Leach         .,    Jackson             .,    King 

„    PtabertS 

M-ednesJay  „ 

16 

„    W.  LsMh 

..    Pngh 

„    Qodtnj 

„    B.  Leach 

„    Greswell            „    Pemberton        „    Church 

j      „   CtrrtalW 

Thursday      „ 

IS 

„    areswall 

„    Carrington 

„    FaniMr 

„    Beal 

„    W.  Leach        „    Jackson 

.p    King 

..    P^ffh 

FriJay 

17 

„    King 

M        PUgh 

M    Godfrey 

..    R.  Leach 

,»    Greswell     !      „    Pemberton 

„    Church 

„    Betl 

Saturday       „ 

18 

..    Oodftrv 

,;    Carrington 

'„    Fanner 

»    Beal 

„    W.  Leach  ,      „    Jackson 

1 

..    King 

„    B.Le»^ 

*.•    The  Raster  Vacation  VfiU  commence  on  F.'ii%y,  the  2%th  day  of  March  and  terminaU  on  Tuesd  ly,  the  Itt  day  qf  April,  1902,  boA  diy*  i^dasi'^" 
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HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE, 

PROBATE,    DIVORCE    AND    ADMIRALTY    DIVISION. 


PEOBATE  ACTIONS  and  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES  to  he  Heard  and  Tried  at  IIILAEY  SITTINGS,' ld02. 

Abbreviations.— P.  Probate— D.  Dissolution  of  Marriage— J", S.  Judicial  Separation— N.  Nullity— I.  Issue— 
R.C.R.  Restitution  of  CJonjugal  Rights— A.  Act  on  Petition. 

When  preceded  by  "  H."  suit  brought  by  Husband,  and  "  W."  suit  brought  by  Wife. 


A  iMi  of  Causes  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  set  down  for  Trial  will  he  posted  at  the  Registry,  Somerset  House,  and  Supplemental 

Lists  xvill  he  printed  from  time  to  time. 


Parties  must  he  prepared  to  try  their  Causes  ten  days  aflet*  the  same  have  heen  set  down  for  Trial, 


HAME  OF  CAUSE. 


1 

H.D. 

2 

W.N. 

3 

H.D. 

i 

H.D. 

5 

WJ.8. 

tj 

HD. 

7 

V.D 

8 

W.D. 

jj 

W.D. 

10 

H.D. 

11 

W.D. 

12 

W.D. 

13 

W.t). 

14 

W.D. 

15 

H.D. 

1^ 

W.D. 

17 

W.D. 

18 

W.D. 

Id 

W.D. 

20 

H.D. 

21 

H.D. 

22  W.J.S. 

23 

W.D. 

U 

W.D. 

25 

W.D. 

2h^ 

W.D. 

27 

ao. 

2S 

W.D. 

liJ) 

RD. 

30 

H.D. 

31 

HD. 

32 

HD. 

33 

w;d. 

U 

H.D. 

35 

H.D. 

36 

H.D. 

37 

H.D 

m 

W.B. 

39 

W.D. 

40 

H.D. 

41 

W.D. 

42 

W.D. 

43 

H.D. 

44 

W.D. 

45 

H.D. 

46 

H.D. 

47 

W.D. 

48 

W.D. 

BEFORE  THE  COURT  ITSELF— UN- 
DEFENDED DIVORCE. 

Power  V.  Power  &  Lusoombe  . 

Smith  orse.  Mullinger  v.  Smith 

Halin  v.  Hulin  &  Eyans 

Ohaniiell  v.  Ohannell  &  Sperring 

Turner,  0.  R.  A.  v.  Turner,  S.  B. 

Webb  V,  Webb  &  Woods 

Brawn,  M.  A.  v.  Brawn,  F.  J. 

McCarthy,  A.  v.  McCarthy,  H,  W. 

Howell,  M.  V.  Howell,  G.  S.  • 

Brenton  v,  Brenton  &  Hedges 

Herriot,  M.  H.  v,  Herriot,  J.  . 

Browne,  A.  S.  A.  v,  Browne,  B.  H 

Jones,  E.  J.  v.  Jones,  T.  M.    .         .         .  (stay  sec. 

Fisher,  E.  S.  v,  Fisher,  A.  E.       "   .         .  (stay  com, 

Simpson  v.  Simpson  ft  Watkin 

Riemer,  B.  v,  Riemer,  P.  H.    . 

Maxwell  v.  Maxwell  ft  Crawford 

Lusby,  E.  M.  v.  Lusby,  J.  W. 

Major,  J.  E.  v.  Major,  F. 

Gregory  v.  Gregory  &  Wild    . 

Chennell  v.  Cbennell  ft  Barrett 

Dearling,  M.  v.  Dearling,  J.  H. 

de  Torre  Hermosa,  M.  M.  H.  de  C.  Marqu< 

de  Torre  Hermosa,  A.  de  C.  Marqnes. 
Ball,  M.  F.  M.  V.  Ball,  M.  D. 
Scott,  H.  V.  Scott,  T.      . 
Caidell,  H.  V.  Cardell,  A.  J.  . 
Pierpont,  A.  D.  v.  Pierpont,  F.  M. 
Austin,  M.  H.  v.  Austin,  W.  J. 
Church  V.  Church  ft  Watts    . 
Brown-Constable  v.  Brown-Constable  ft  Ainsworth 
Delbridge  v.  Delbridgc  &  Borlase 
Wray  v.  Wray  ft  D'Almeida  . 
Daniel,  A.  C.  H.  «.  Daniel,  T. 
Waugh  V.  Waugh  ft  Scott      . 
Chapman  v.  Chapman  ft  Godolphin 
Eliot  V,  Eliot,  Raban  ft  Templer 
Ryan  v,  Ryan,  Kerr  ft  Greayes 
Douch,  M.  A.  r.  Douch,  W.    . 
McShee,  K.  v.  McShee,  H.     . 
Wilson  V.  Wilson  ft  Gamell   . 
Skuse,  F.  C.  V.  Bkuse,  J. 
Lo  Ben,  F.  K.  v.  Lo  Ben,  P.  . 
Farley  v.  Fariey  ft  Cummings 
James  A  v.  James,  W.  . 
Atkinson  v.  Atkinson  ft  Aldred 
Rnsker  r.  Rusker  ft  Ryley     . 
Clements,  F.  J.  v.  Clements,  M.  F. 
Davidson,  E.  v.  Davidson,  J. 


soLicrroBS. 


PjAlntir*. 


Goldberg  ft  Co. 
J.  J.  Perrv  ft  Co..  ' . 
Judge  ft  Friestlev 
Marshall  ft  Pridham. 
Smith,  Fawdon  ft  IkSw. 
Robbins,  Billing  ft  Co. 
Miller,  Smith  ft  Bell. 
Millar  ft  Sons. 
G.  A.  King     .     .     . 
J.  E.  Walker. 
T.  H.  Hiscott. 
C.  Russell  ft  Co. 
E.  Fitzgerald       .     . 
Osborn  ft  Osbom. 
Doyle  ft"  Co. 
Lewis,  Margetts  ft  Cb. 
Sayle  ft  Co. 
Collyer-Bristow  ft  Co. 
Amould  ft  Son. 
H.  A.  Sims. 
Lovell  ft  Co. 
Maddisons  ft  Co. 
A.  Westbrook. 

Richardson  ft  Co. 
Farmer,  Rawson  ft  Co. 
Grant,  Bulcrafg  ft  Co. 
Oaborn  ft  Osborn 
Howard  ft  Soir. 
T.  B.  White  .     ,     . 
H.  A.  Wilson. 
S.  Jumes. 
Flux  ft  Co. 
Oswald,  Hanson  ft  Co. 
Marshall,  Dix  ft  Co. 
Law  &  Warssom. 
W.  P.  W.  Ware. 
I  W.  &  W.  Stocken. 
R.  H.  Bentley. 
E.  Morris. 
Godden  ft  Co. 
Doyle  ft  Co. 
Dyson  ft  Co. 
J.  B.  Edwards. 
Downer  ft  Johnson. 
Spencer  ft  Co. 
Murr  ft  Rusby     .     . 
R.  Barnes. 
Clarke,  Rawlins  &  Co. 


DcfendADt's. 


Wootton  ft  Soa 

T.  M.  Richards. 

In  Person. 

H.  Oppeiiheimer. 


A.  C.  Kent. 
!  H.  Clifton. 

Osborn  ft  Osborn 


Judge  ft  Priealcy 


Oo-RaipoDdeiifs. 


Osbom  ft  Osbom. 


Judge  ft  Priestlev. 
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49  H.D. 

50  W.D. 
;  51  H.D. 

52  H.D. 

53  H.D. 

54  W.D. 

55  W.D. 

56  W.J.S. 

57  W.D. 

58  H.D. 

59  H.N. 

60  H.D. 

61  W.D. 

^  Kb.} 

63  W.D. 

64  H.D. 

65  H.D. 

66  H.D. 

67  W.N. 

68  W.D. 

70  W.D. 

71  W.D. 

72  H.D. 

73  H.D. 
fW.  E.) 
\0.R./ 

75  H.D. 

76  ELD. 

77  W.D. 

78  H.D. 

79  W.D. 

80  W.D. 

81  W.D. 

82  W.D. 

83  H.D. 
8i  H.D. 

85  W.D. 

86  H.D. 

87  WJ). 

88  H.D. 

89  W.N. 

90  W  J.S. 

91  W.N. 

92  H.D. 

93  H.D. 

94  W.D. 

95  W.J.S. 


1  W.D. 

2  W.J.8. 

;3:iW.D. 

4  P. 


NAMK  OF  OAUBB. 


Uoyd,  D.  W.  V.  Lloyd,  E.      • 

Brett,  F.  E.  v.  Brett,  E.  P.     , 

Edwards  v.  Edwards  &  Pearson 

White  V.  White  ft  Davis 

Hadden  v,  Hadden  &  Bider   • 

AUeD,  L.  F.  V.  Allen,  J.  E.     • 

Sainsborj,  S.  v.  Sainsbury,  J. 

Stoodley,  M.  r.  Stoodley,  F.  . 

Lambom,  M.  E.  B.  v.  Lambom,  J. 

Gathrie  v.  Guthrie  &  Kilgallon 

Payne  v.  Payne,  orse.  Thompson     .  (in  camer&) 

Fenn-Anstruther  v.  Fenn-Anstruther  &  Moore 

Hnrdman-Lucas,  M.  K.  v.  Hurdman-Lucas,  U.  F. 

Paine,  E.  D.  v.  Pafaie,  C.  H.  . 

Burton,  Annie  v.  Burton,  Alfred 

Turvey  v.  Turvey  &  Lean 

Bothwell  V.  Bothwell  &  Ogdon 

Snook  V,  Snook  &  Davison 

Lane  orse.  Drammond  v.  Lane         •  (in  camern) 

Cook,  A.  V.  Cook,  E.  V. 

Smith,  Emma  v.  Smith,  Edwin 

Salmon,  N.  L.  r.  Salmon,  L.  C. 
Davis,  A.  J.  V.  Davis.  J.  J.  M. 
Davidson  v.  Davidson  &  Clay 
Markham  r.  Markham  ft  Horn 

Bridges,  M.  A.  v.  Bridges,  T. 

Crooke  v.  Crooke  ft  Roberts    . 
Florence  r.  Florence  &  Taylor 
Tomlin,  K.  v,  Tomlin,  A.  D.  . 
Brooks,  T.  J.  v.  Brooks,  E.  A. 
Hampson,  R.  v.  Hampson,  F. 
Elliott,  A.  I.  V.  Elliott,  G.      . 
Robinson,  E.  H.  v.  Robinson,  J.  S. 
Vickers,  S.  E.  v.  Viokers,  W. . 
Gilbert  v,  Gilbert  ft  Newman 
Jackson  v.  Jackson  &  Harris  . 
Raby,  M.  A.  E.  v,  Raby,  A.  J.  A. 
Bown  V.  Down,  Fisher  ft  Vines 
Gough,  J.  M.  P.  V.  Googh,  F.  J. 
Paull  v.  Paull  ft  Brain  . 
Attwood  orse.  Pomcroy  v,  Attwood 


BOUdTOBS. 


Plaintiff's. 


Androutzos,  M.  I.  v.  Androutzos,  N.  I. 
Duff  orse.  Sheridan  v.  Duff    . 
Soskice  v.  Soskice  ft  Kleiman         • 
Cherry  v.  Cherry  ft  Cunningham    . 
Bnllivant,  E.  v.  BuUivant,  E. . 
Tunnicliffe,  E.  M.  v.  Tunnicliffe,  J. 


(in  camera) 


(in  camera) 


H.N. 
H.D. 

H.D. 

W.N. 


BEFORE  THE  COURT  ITSELF— PROBATE 
AND  DEFENDED  DIYOBCE. 

Cooke,  G.  V,  Cooke,  H.  B.       •         •        •        « 

Ashworth,  E.  A.  v.  Ashworth,  P.  G.         • 

Evans,  M.  v.  Evans,  D 

(C.  Worsley,  dec. 

\Vincent  v,  Worsley  ft  ors.       •        •        •        •         • 


Yules  V.  Yules  orse.  Solomon  (stay  sec)  •        •        • 

Holland  v.  Holland,  Clarke  ft  Featherstone     .         . 

Besley  ».  Bcsloy  &  Walters  (stay  sec.)    . 

Leigh  one.  LightoUer  v.  Leigh       •    '     (in  QMiiai6) 


Simpson  &  Co. 
Harsden  ft  Son. 
A.  E.  Woodgate. 
Jaques  ft  Ca 
Wood,  Bigg  ft  Nash. 
Freeman  ft  Son. 
H.  Jacob. 
Baillie  ft  Co. 
Maddocks  ft  Colson  . 
Gibson,  Weldon  ft  Co. 
Walker  ft  Rowe. 
Wainwright  ft  Co. 
BoaidallftCo. 

Norris  ft  Norris  •     • 

Stevens  ft  Co. 
Arkcoll  ft  Co. 
Chester  ft  Co.      .     . 
Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
Spencer  ft  Co.     •     . 
In  Person. 

A.  C.  Crane   .     .     . 

In  Person. 
:  W.  B.  Blackwell. 
I  Cunliffes  ft  Davenport. 

S.  J.  W.  Smith. 

Lewis  ft  Lewis    •     . 

i  A.  C.  Buckmaster     . 
1  Turner  ft  Co.       .     . 
t  Lee,  Ockerby  ft  Co. 
i  Indermaur  ft  Brown. 

T.  D.  Jones. 

Ford,  Lloyd  ft  Co. 

Sandom  ft  Co. 

Collyer,  Bristow  ft  Co. 

E.  Bevir. 

Stow  ft  Co. 

T.  Dutton. 
i  T.  White  ft  Sons. 

Prior  ft  Co.     .     ,     . 

Peacock  ft  Goddard. 

Pritchard,  Englefield 
ft  Co. 

Field,  Rosooe  ft  Co. 

CoUyer,  Bristow  ft  Co. 

Benham  ft  Meyer. 

In  Person. 

Judge  ft  Priestley    . 

Sims  ft  Syms. 


Rollit  ft  Sons .  •  . 
Speechly  ft  Co.  ,  . 
Woosnam  ft  Smith    • 

Gcdgc  ft  Co.  ].     •     • 

Hamlin  ft  Co.,     .     • 

A.  ft  A.  R  Hughes  . 

Avisry  ft  Wolverson  . 
Norriis,  Aliens  ft  Co. . 


DafcDdaofs. 


Allen  ft  Son  •     • 


In  Person. 


Keen,  Rogers  ft  Co. 

Scott,  Spalding  ft  Co. 
H.  B.  Priest. 

J.  A.  Girling. 


In  Person. 

Draper  ft  Son 
C.  Russell  ft  Co. . 


In  Person. 

Hasties  &  Co. 
Morris  ft  Co. 


Buns,  Churchill  ft  CJo. 
Waterhouse  ft  Co. 
Judge  ft  Priestley. 
F.  C.  Matthews  ft  Co. 
Ley  ft  Co. 
Pears  ft  Co. 
A.  Solomon. 


Hamlin  ft  Co.      •     . 
Johnson,  Weatheiall 
ft  Co. 


Os-RaipoBdBBft. 


W.  B.  Styer. 


ScoU,  Spalding  &0i 


Draper  ft  Bos. 
G.  J,  Fowler. 


fiusBellftAiniioltt/ 

Sismey  ft  vOOK  / 
^    Feathec^tope, 
H.  H.  Anatwick. 
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9Wj.a 

10 

HD 

11 

H.D. 

12  WJ.& 

18 

bld: 

14 

H.D. 

15  WJJ3. 

16 

P. 

17 

W.D. 

18  W JA 

19 

W.N. 

SO 

WJ). 

U 

W.D. 

Kwj.a 

23 

P. 

24 

W.D. 

25 

HJ). 

26 

P. 

NAME  OF  CAUSE. 


27  H.D. 

28  P. 

29  P. 

SOLD.  A. 

31  WJ). 

32  P. 

38       P. 

3i        P. 
35    HJ). 

37    HJ). 

88       P. 


1  HJ). 

2  HJ). 


Schoiutadt,  E.  v.  Schonatadt,  M.  H. 

Rosser  v,  Boaser  ft  Milaom 

Atldnflon  V.  Atkinson  &  Hall 

Maraland,  A.  v,  Manland,  F 

Mooney  v.  Mooney  &  Metoalf         .... 
Plarry  v.  Parry,  Harrison  &  Norman 

Day;  H.  r.  Day,  W.  C 

|E.  £.  Handen,  dec. 

\Hughe8  V.  Maraden       ...... 

Qnaife,  A.  v.  Qnaife,  W 

Simonds,  G.  W.  V.  Simonds,  T 

Kranae  orse.  Pietschmonn  Driller  v,  Krause    . 

(in  oamerft) 

Herring,  M.  J.  r.  Herring,  W.  .  (stay  aec.) 

Soathall,  E.  V.  Sonthall,  H.  W 

Ball,  J.  L.  M.  V,  Ball,  E.  E 

{R.  Arthington,  dec. 
Whiting  &  ore.  v.  Jowltt 

Hook,  F.  V.  Hook,  A 

Wales  V.  Wales  &  Fentoa  .         .  (stay  see.) 

E.  J.  Kent,  dec. 

Kent  V.  Rent  ft  ors 


Orme  v.  Orme  ft  Tiibbti . 


rj.  Williams,  dec. 

\WiUiams  orse.  Wibrow  r.  Williams. 

J.  Thomas,  dec. 

Thomas  v.  Mathias  ft  ors. 


Stagg  V.  The  Attorney-Gen.  . 
Wallcn,  F.  E.  M.  v.  WaUen,  T.  E. . 

K.Dakhi.dec. 
^rkinson  ft  anr.  v,  Dakin     . 
E.  Sage,  dec. 

Sage  ft  anr.  r.  Wintle  ft  anr.  . 
/A.  A,  French,  dec. 
(French  v.  French  ft  anr. 
PhilUpe  V.  Phillipe  ft  Campbell 


RD. 


5  H.D. 

«  H.D. 

7  H.D. 

8  P. 

9  HJ). 
r  10  HJ). 

n  HJ). 

12  HJ). 

13  HJ). 
H  H.D. 
15  H.D. 


Welbujn,  F.  v.  Welbom,  W.  O. 
Bennett  v.  Bennett  ft  McKay  . 


(G,  Snowball,  dec. 
IScaife  v.  Eraser 


COMMON  JUBIEa 

McQill  V.  MoGiU  ft  Lees 
Newman  v.  Newman  &  Palk  . 


(sta^  sec.) 


Lacoque  v.  Lucoqne,  Smith  ft  Chamberlain 

/West,  dec 

\Lightbody  o.  West  ft  ors.  (not  before  March  1, 1902) 

Easton  v.  Easton  ft  Robertson 
Crichton  v.  Crichton  ft  Whitehouse 
Comes  V,  Comes  ft  Harding   . 
[J.  Evans,  dec 
I  Jones  ft  anr.  v.  Eyans 
Diirrschmidt  v.  D&rrsohmidt  ft  Fischer 
Bcstwiok  V.  Bestwick  ft  Hadfield    . 
Boardman  v.  Boardman  ft  Wardle  . 
Whitmarsh  v.  Whitmarsh  &  Eggby 
Painter  v.  Painter  ft  Lamborn 
Brooks  t>.  Brooks  ft  Wilson     . 
Lenzi  v.  lionzi  ft  Chapman    . 


soLicrroBs. 


FlalnfcUrs. 


Osbom  ft  Osbom 
Hidden  ft  Co..     .     . 
Heldei;  Roberts  ft  Co. 
Hewitt  ft  Urqnhart . 
Jaqnes  ft  Co. 


DttaidMirs. 


In  Person. 
Ward,  Bowie  ft  Co. 
H.  N.  Paisley. 
Rowoliffe's  ft  Co. 
Robbins,  Billing  ft  Co. 


Oo-] 


H.  Jacob  .     .     .     .     G.  H.  Clennell 
Thomson  ft  Thomson  I  H.  Wilson. 


H.  A.  Sims  .  .  . 
Blyth,DnttonftCo.. 
Wells  ft  Sons  .  . 
Goldberg  ft  Co.    .     . 

AirdftCo.  .  .  . 
Taylor,  Hoaie  ft  Co.. 
Prior  ft  Co.    .     .     , 

Barton  ft  Pearman  . 
Beardall  ft  Co.  .  . 
Hanneft  Son.     .     . 

Kent  ft  Son    .     .     . 

A.  T.  Lawden      .     . 


Rowcliffe*s  ft  Co. 
Ford  ft  Ford. 
Barraud  and  Ju, 
Woosnam  ft  Smii 


1: 


W.  Taylor 


RiddellftCc.  .  . 
Batohelor  ft  Cousina. 
W.  F.  M.  Provis  .     . 


Field,  Roscoe  ft  Co.  . 

Bosk  ft  Cc     .     .     . 

Reader  ft  Co. .     .     . 
Headley  ft  Roberts   . 

Williamson,  Hill  ft  Co. 
Robinson  ft  Bradley . 

Williamson,  HUlft  Co. 


W.  L.  Walter      .     . 
Holder,  Roberts  ft  Co. 

Goodale  ft  Hobson    . 


A.  Howard. 
Ward,  Bowie  ft  Co. 
H.  v.  Tiddeman. 

Andrew  ft  Co. 
Pearce  ft  Aldridge. 
W.  N.  M.  Scutts. 
Le  Brassemr  ft  Oakley. 
Booth  ft  Smee. 
Bums  ft  Co. 
Cartwright   ft    Cun- 
ningham. 

P.  J.  Rutland. 

Downing  ft  Co. 
Treasury  Solicitor. 
Hubbard  ft  Co. 

A.  B.  Betto. 

Meredith  ft  Co. 

Rowcliffes  ft  Co. 
Chapman    ft    Stone- 
house. 

Mihier  ft  Bickford. 

Taylor,  Son  ft  Hum- 
bert 

Clayton,  Sons  ft  Fargus. 


SmUes  ft  Litchfield  . 
Taylor,  Hoaie  ft  Co.  < 

J.  M.  Haslip  .     .     . 


T.      D.     Jones 
Harrison. 


/«■ 


Cartwright  and  Cun- 
ningham. 


J.  E.  ft  H.  8cott. 


W.  H.  Armstrong.        | 

M.  Moseley    .     .     .  I  A.  Rees     .     . 

Hicklin  ft  Co.      .     .  i  Ransom  ft  Co. 


E.  G.  Watkins  .  . 
Lee,  Ookerby  ft  Co.  . 
Gibson,  Weldon  ft  Co. 
Nicholson  ft  Co.  .  . 
In  Person. ' 
Maddocks  ft  Colsou. 
M.  G.  Card  .  .  . 
Minton,  Slater  ft  Co.. 


Woosnam  ft  Smith. 
H.H.Price    .     . 


Stewart  &  Aiuger 
H.  Bamford. 


Smiles  ft  Litchfield. 
Taylor,  Hoare  ft  Co. 
Moon,  Gilks  ft  Moon 

/or  Smith. 
Osbom  ft  Osbom  for 
^    Chamberlain. 


Smith  ft  Co. 
B.  W.  Kemp. 

H.  H.  Price. 
In  Person. 

Saverv  ft  Stevens. 


Digitized  by 


C^oogle 


82 

TAB  WEEKLY  NOTES. 

[Jan.  11, 1902. 

K«u 

NAME  OF  CAUSE. 

SOLICITOES. 

PltintilTe.                1 

Dofendanl*8, 

(>.B-p«i^.. 

16 
17 
18 

H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 

19 

P. 

20 
21 
22 
23 

H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 

24 

P. 

25 
26 

27 

H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 

28 

H.D. 

29 
80 
31 
32 

H.D. 
H.D. 

n.D. 

H.D. 

(W.J.S. 


n 

H.D. 

3 

H.D. 

4{ 

H.D. 
W.D. 

5 

P. 

6 

H.D. 

7 

P. 

8 

H.D. 

9 

P. 

10  W.J.8. 

11  W.J.S. 

12  H.D. 

Gatee  v.  Gates  &  Warner 

Greenhouse  v.  Greenhouse  &  Lie  well  in 

Gorden  v.  Corden  &  Scott 
(Sanders,  doc. 
\  Sanders  v.  Claremont     . 

Scheerer  v.  Scheerer  &  Sargcant     . 

Meares  v.  Meares  &  Danby     . 

Sheen  v.  Sheen  &  Manning    . 

Siegmann  v.  Siegmann  and  Neuyalir 

{M.  Hamphrey,  dec. 
Seal  V.  Wickens    .... 
Blackett  v,  Blackett  &  Trail  . 
Handcook  v.  Handcock  &  Katinakis 
Ford  V.  Ford  &  Grove    . 

Ratcliffo  r.  Ratcliffe  &  De  Reeder  . 

Bray  v.  Bray  &  Allen    . 
Cook  V.  Cook  &  West     . 
Palmer  v.  Palmer  &  Beaufort 
Finder,  E.  v.  Finder,  D.. 


Taylor  &  Co.  .     . 
Bennett  &  Chance. 
Deacon  &  Co. 


Stewart  &  Ainger. 


SPECIAL  JURIES. 

Smith  V.  Smith  &  Browning  . 

Harland  v.  Harland 

Harland  v.  Harland  &  Acheson 

Goodwin  v.  Goodwin,  White  &  Smith 

Bishop  V.  Bishop  &  Withers    . 
Bishop  V.  Bisiiop  .... 

(J.  Heyn,  dec. 
Heyn  v.  Heyn       .... 


(stay  sec.) 
(stay  sec.) 


Whitehonse  v.  Whitehouso  &  Keatinge 
(J.  T.  Holliwell,  dec. 
\Cotton  V.  Cotton    .... 

Fraser  v.  Fraser  &  Firman     . 
(H.  J.  Seropic,  dec. 
\ Middlesex  Hospital  c,  Fisher  &'  ors. 

Preston,  S.  L.  v.  Preston,  D.  C. 

Tute,  H.  E.  0.  Tuti ,  U.  C.      . 

Radley  v.  Radley  k  Palmer   . 


Bell,  Brodrick  &  G  ray 

Lewis,  Margetts  &  Co. 

Pearce  &  Aldridge    . 

Walmsley  &  Stansbary. 

J.  S.  Rubinstein  .     .  | I^wty  &  Co. 


Claremont  &  Haynes. 
Thomson  &  Thomson 
G.  J.  Fowler  .     .     . 


F.  C.  Jlortimer. 

G.  J.  Fuwlcr. 


C.  F.  MartcUi  .  . 
Colly er,  Bristow  &  Co. 
Woodcock  &  Co.  .  . 
T.  D.  Jones    .     .     . 

Bower,  Cotton  &  Co. 

Easton&Carjjill.      . 
H.  M.  Ody. 
T.  D.  Dutton  . 


Crump  <fe  Co. 

C.  Lumley 
'  Wilde  &  Co.   . 
I  Amould  &  Son 
'/Wilkinson  &  Co. 
,\A.  J.  Pitts. 
I  J.  C.  Jackson 

P.  C.  Conwav . 


Woodcock  &  Ox 
Lawford  A:  Co. 
A  mould  it  Sob. 


McDiarmid  &  Hill    .    Steavcnson&Couldwell.' 


In  Person. 
P.  C.  Couway. 


Lumley  &  Lumley  . 

T.  D.  Dutton  .      .  . 

Scott  &  Co.     .      .  . 

Everett  &  Hodgkinson 

Scott  &  Co.     .      .  . 

Humphreys  &  Son  . 

Pritchard,  Englefield 

&Co. 

Flux  &  Co.     .     .  . 

Hare  tt  Co. 

C.  Kussell  &  Co.  .  . 

Hallo wes  &  Co,    . 

C.  R.  Woolley      .  . 
Collins  &  Cooke  . 
Thompson  tS:  Co.  . 


Lewis  &  Lewis    . 

Scott  &  Co. 

T.  D.  Dutton. 
/J.  B.  &  F.  Purchase. 
\L,  Stroud /or  White. 

Huniplireys  -fc  Sou    . 

Scott  &  Co. 

Reed  &  Reed. 


E.  J.  Q.  ^Uxsgs. 
Rowcliftcs  *V  Co.  . 

Scadding  &  Bodkin. 
Cole  &  Jackson, 
Withers  &  Withers. 


Wontner  &  Sods. 


Humphreys  ISoR. 


Cunliffes  k  Ga 


Booty  &  BftjliiTe. 


Fowler  &  Co. 


SOTOIARY  OF  PROBATE  ACTIONS  AND  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES. 

Causes  before  Court  itself— Undefended 95 

Causes  before  Court  itself — Defended         .         .         .         .         ,         .  38 

Common  Juries 82 

Special  Juries 12 


Total  Actions  and  Cansos 


177 


PBOBATE  AOTIONS  and  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES  standing  over  by  Consent  or  otherwise,  or  stayed  by  order:  To  i 
replaced  in  the  List  of  Causes  for  hearing  on  the  Petitioner  giving  Ten  days*  Notice  in  writing  to  the  other  parbai  M 
wnom  an  aiypearanoe  has  been  entered,  and  filing  a  Copy  of  such  Notice  in  the  Registry. 


Ho. 


SOUCITOBS. 


NAME  OF  CAUSE. 


FMllioners. 


Rapaodeufs. 


Oo-SeipaiM^ 


MICHAELMAS,  1899. 

1  WJ.S.     Green,  A.  E,  v.  Green,  E.  W.    469. 

2  H.D.  I  Vizard  v.  Vizard  &  Griffiths.     19978 

3  H.D.  j  Barclay  v.  Barclay  &  Chetwynd 


(def.)     Jennings,      Son      &     C.  W.  Marriott 

Allen. 
(C.J.)  '  Riddell  &  Co.       . 


(S.J.)  ,  Gedge.  Kirby  &  Mil- 
lett. 


Ward,  Bowie  &,  Co. 
Long  &  Gardner. 
Wontner  &  Sons. 
G.  W.  Wallia 
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3 

6 

7 
8 
9 
10 


4  W  J.S. 
/HJL 
ICR., 

WJ). 

H.D. 

H.D. 

W.D. 

H.N. 

11  w.j.a 

12  W  J.S. 

13  WJA 

14  WJ). 

15  W.J A 

16  H.D. 

17  W.D. 
HJ). 
H.D. 
H.D. 

i\  WJ.B. 
22  WJA 
23WJ.a 

25  W.D. 

26  W  JJ8. 
27|W.B,\ 


NAMB  OF  CAUSE. 


Fetitloner'8. 


MICHAELMAS,  1900. 
Graves,  M.  A.  v.  Grayes,  H H.  A.  Sims 


18 
19 
20 


Getty,  W.  r.  Getty,  a  B 

GreaFee.  E.  M.  K.  0.  v.  Greaveg,  0.  J.  .  (stayed) 
Clarke  v.  Clarke  &  Page  .  .  •  (etay  see.) 
Hughes  v.  Hughes,  Tanbfliohen  and  Bayer  (stay  see.) 

Phfllips,  L.  M.  r.  PhUllpa,  A.  B 

Bizoh  V.  Birch  orse.  Howarth .  Qn  oamerft)  (stay  sec.) 
Hawkins,  A.  E.  v.  Hawkins,  J.  S.  B. 

8pnrr«  M.  W.  V.  Spnrr,  M.  B 

White,  M.  F.  r.  White,  F.  J 

Theobald,  E.  E.  v.  Theobald,  A.  G. 
Horton,  A.  Y.  v.  Horton,  S.  H.        .         .   (stay  seo.) 
Crayzner  v.  Craymer  A  Williams     .         .   (stay  sea) 
Campbell,  E.  v.  Campbell,  J.  .         .      (stayed) 

Lines  v.  Lines  &  Thorp.         .         .         .   (stay  see.) 
StorgesB  v»  Stnrgess  &  Laptbome  .         .  (stay  seo.) 
Metherell  v.  Metfaerell  &  Yanderwnlf 
Lloyd-Roberts,  F.  G.  M.  v.  Lloyd-Roberts,  G.  H.      . 

MoAvoy,  V.  r.  McAvoy,  F.  W. 

Dickinson,  M.  v.  Dickinson,  J.  F.   .         .      (stayed) 


Bnsk,  MeUor  &  Co.  • 

W.  L.  Walker      .     . 

Windsor  &  Co.     •     • 

C.  V.  Young  &  Co.   . 

Andrews  &  Andrews. 

E.  Fitz-Gerald    .     • 

Dunns,  Baker  &  Go.. 

In  Person. 

Walker  &Rowe  .     . 

Biggs,  Roche  &  Co.  . 

Field,  Rosooe  A  Co. . 

T.D.Jones    .     .     . 
;  F.  A.  S.  Stern. 
I  Smiles  &  Co. .     .     . 
;  Apps  &  Son   .     .     . 
I  BuBk,Mellor&Korris. 
!  T.  White  &  Sons. 
I  W.  H.  Armstrong 

J.  A.  Whitehead. 


b:/ 
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Grant,  H.  M.  v.  Grant,  J.      . 

Warwick,  J.  F.  v.  Warwick,  G.  J. 
Bennett,  R.  M.  v.  Bennett,  J.  M. 

Armitage,  C.  E.  v.  Armitage,  F. 


.(def.)  !  H.  E.  Moojen.     . 

,  (def.)  !  Turner  &  Co. .     . 
(def.)  >  J.  K.  Torkington. 

,  (def.)  '  Woodcock  &  Co. . 


MICHAELMAS,  1901. 


28    HJ).  Ratherford  v.  Rutherford  A  Jennings  (def.)  stay  seo. 

»   W.D.  Kranse,  M.  J.  F.  E.  v.  Kranse,  J.  G.  W.  (def.)  stayed 

»    H.D.  TitUey  V.  Tittley  &  Walsh     .         .     (def.)  stay  seo. 

51  W.J.8.  Bnmside,  J.  S.  v.  Bumside,  T.  D.  M.  (def.)  stay  com. 

32    H.D.  GocMlwin  V.  Goodwin  ft  Bentley 

53  WJ).  West,  A.  E.  V.  West,  E- J.  W. 

54  WJ).  Wright «.  Wright,  Moutrie  ft  Dark 
^  WJ5.  Hulme,  E.  E.  M.  v.  Hulme,  A.  E. 
36  WJ.8.  Maitin,  J.  H.  v.  Martin,  A.  J. 
W  WJ.a  Lyles,  S.  v.  Lyles,  F. 
38    W.D.  Orton,  F.  v,  Orton,  W.  E. 
»    WJ).  Barry,  K.  Y.  M.  ».  Barry,  J.  H. 

WJ.8.\/Fitagerald,  M.  K.  v,  Fitzgerald,  J.  G. 
HJ).  /\Fitzgerald  v.  Fitzgerald  ft  Hay 

HJ).  ~  .    .     - 

H.D. 


.        .(C.J.) 

(undef.) 
.  (cited  def.) 

(undef.) 
(def.) 
(def.) 
(S.J.) 
(def.) 


.        .  ^  .  (S.J.) 

WUliams  v.  Williams,  Grinstead  ft  Bolton     (pt.  hd.) 
Evans  v.  Evans  ft  Dorling      .         .    (stay  sec.  C.J.) 


Cree  ft  Son  .  .  . 
Goldberg  ft  Co.  .  . 
A.  Syrett  .... 
Poole  ft  Robinson 

OsbomftOsbom.     . 

G.  B.  W.  Digby. 
Colyer  ft  Colyer  .     . 
Prior  ft  Co. 
Osbom  ft  Osbom 
Chester  ft  Co.      .     . 
Lewis  ft  Lewis    .     . 
Booth  ft  Hmec      .     . 
Lewis  ft  Lewis    . 
Free  ft  Winokworth  . 
Shaw,  Tremellen  ft  Co. 
Upton  ft  Britton  .     . 


SOLIGITOBS. 


BespondeDt's. 


Ford  ft  Ford. 

T.  B.  ft  W.  Nelson. 

In  Person. 

R.  P.  H  Watts    .     . 

Lewis  ft  Lewis. 

H.  B.  Sewell. 
Preston,  Stow  ft  Co. 

Blair  ft  Girling. 
Cameron  ft  Co. 
Brooks,  Jenkins  ft  Co. 
Stewart  ft  Ainger. 

H.  A.  Sims    .     .     . 
W.  H.  Curtis. 

Soames  ft  Co. 
Wells  ft  Son. 
Marsden  ft  Son. 

Howard  ft  Shelton. 

Colyer  ft  Colyer. 
F.  A.  8.  Stern. 

Ayrton,  Biscoe  ft  Co. 


Pyke  ft  Parrott 

Woosnam  ft  Smith. 

Stewart  ft  Ainger. 

E.  W.  Essell. 
rH.  Mear. 
iSharpe,  Parkers  ft  Co. 

H.  Rnmncy    .     ,     . 

Plunket  ft  Leader. 
Helder,  Roberts  ft  Co. 
Peaoook  ft  Goddard. 
Hsrcourt  ft  Co. 
Free  ft  Winckworlh. 
Lewis  ft  Lewis. 

Stewart  &  Ainger. 


Go>Ra8])oodeiit's. 


J.  Merley. 


H.  A.  Sims. 


F.  Cherry /or  Moutrie. 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY  DIVISION. 


ADMIBALT  T.^HIL  ART  SITTINGS,  1902. 


Ship  •ACHITRI" 

n  **  AdvaKCB  " 

n  '•AlDOATB*' 

»  "Amanda" 

»  "Akhandai^b" 

»  '*Arracah" 

y,  •*Aa6iotJT" 

»  "Astabloa" 

9  '^AlIOUBTE  LEGBUBlt^" 

n  ** Balmoral" 


ACTIONS  FOR   TRIAL. 

Ship  "Bauta" 
„    "  Babkiko  *' 

„      "BOTAVIEB  ir." 

„  "  Benbow  " 

15       „  "Bjobn" 

„  •*  Blonde  " 

„  "Border  Knight" 

„  "Boston  Citt" 

„  "Bubnb" 

20       „  "Cadagna" 


Ship  '*  Carthagiklan  " 

„  "Cato" 

„  "  Caprivi  " 

„  "Carmelite" 

25       ♦,  "Ceres" 

„  "  Claudla  ** 

„  **  Clieyeden  " 

„  "  Colbert  " 

„  "Copeund" 

30      „  "  Corsica  " 
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Sbif 

►  "Crown  Ponrr" 

Ship"TiINDFIELD" 

Shii 

>  "  SOOTIAN  " 

n 

"CUIIIRIA" 

60 

„    "Lillian" 

99 

"Riam" 

99 

"  Donovan  " 

„    "Madoe  Ballantyne" 

99 

"SlOYN" 

>» 

^'DuKs  OF  Buckingham  " 

„    "Maestbo" 

99 

"Simeon" 

85 

99 

^'DUNDBE  AND  DOLLT  YaRDBN" 

^    "Mandingo" 

90 

ft 

"Sheikh" 

99 

*<  Edmund  Gustatb" 

„    "  Manzanares  " 

ft 

"Skinningbove" 

99 

**£iHAB  Tambabokjelyer  *' 

65 

„    "Medl^a" 

"Strathmore" 

99 

"Elvira" 

„    "Mereddio" 

"Surrey" 

9f 

**Ellkn  Llovd** 

„    "Merour" 

99 

"SU88EK  Belle" 

40 

99 

**  Emma  " 

„    ••Mn.i^ATE" 

95 

"Tanoabville" 

9» 

"Eubopa»' 

„    "Margaret" 

tt 

"Tom  John  Taylor" 

, 

91 

"Friary" 

70 

„    "MoNTAUK  Point" 

99 

"  Treasury  " 

99 

"Gibonde" 

„      "MOUTBARS" 

9f 

"Trevabbook" 

99 

**  GORDELIAMO  " 

„    "Mersey" 

45 

99 

•'Hanover" 

„      "N.  S.  DEL  BOflOHBTTO" 

100 

"Tynepield" 

»9 

"Harvest  Queen" 

„     "OlapKyrre" 

t1 

"Tynesideb"              3 

99 

"Homland" 

75 

„    "Ormuz" 

n 

"Tuhkab" 

99 

"Hermes" 

„    "Petrel" 

9f 

"Umtati" 

99 

"Jeanne  Ck)NBBiL" 

„    "Polly  and  Emily" 

9y 

"Upupa"                                 , 

50 

99 

"JOUTE" 

„     "POLXENI" 

105 

9t 

"Univbbsal" 

99 

"Jovellalob" 

•*VlBGO" 

99 

"loHA  AND  Supernal" 

80 

;;  "RiNo" 

"  Vdoount  " 

99 

"Irina" 

„    "River  Thames" 

"Vmoount  Castlereaoh" 

99 

"Khartoum" 

„    "Bothertield" 

99 

"Vedra" 

55 

99 

"Le  Nord" 

„    "  Sakuki  Mabu  " 

110 

99 

"Wellounde" 

99 

"Leoia" 

„    "Sabdihia" 

f% 

"Workpield" 

99 

"Ln.TA" 

85 

„    "8o<yr" 

112 

jy 

"  Zwbsna" 

» 

"Lilt" 

APPE 

AL 

S   TO   THB   DIVISIONAL   OOUBT. 

8hip"MTB 

"                                           Ship  "  Sophia  and  Hebbooa^ 

BUMMABT.-Aofcioiis  for  Trial  . 

FTER 

• 

V.  Thomeson"                         „    "Wam 

•wateb" 
.     .    4 

.    112;   Appeals  to Diviiioiua  Court     . 

—Total    .    .     .     lie. 

Memorandum.— No  complete  List  of  AotionB  to  be  tried  in  this  Division  during  Hilary  Sittings  oan  be  given  in  advance,  ai  the  &aawr 
and  order  in  which  thev  will  be  tried  are  necessarily  dependent  npon  the  presence  in  this  Coontry  of  Seafaring  Witnesses  wkM 
movements  are  unavoidably  uncertain.    The  List  will  therefore  be  subject  to  alterations  and  additions. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


HILARY  EDUCATIONAL  TERM,  1902. 


k^ 


A  Count  of  EVENING  LECTURES  wiU  he  deUvwed  hy  T.  E. 
8CRUTT0N,  Esq,,  KC^on  the  "^ LAW  OF  LITERARY  AND 
A  UTISTIC  PROPERTY.'* 

SYLLABUS. 

The  Bubpect-matter  of  the  Gomse  of  Lectores  will  be  dealt  with  in 
the  following  order,  probably  on  the  dates  mentioned : — 

Thursday,  Jan.  16<j^— History   of  the   Law   of  Literary   and 
Artistic  Property  io  England. 

,,  Jan.  28rti.— Unpublished   Works— Oonditional    Pub- 

lication —  Dramatic    Copyright    and 
Playright 

„  Jan.  9(Hh. — ^Musioal  Copyright  and  Performing  Bigh^ 

—Literary  Copyright. 

„  Feb.   6<^— Literary  Copyright— Artistic  Copyright 

^lUigravingB. 

„  Fe&.  13^— Artistic   Copyright— Paintings  —  Photo- 

graphs—Sculpture. 

„  Feb.  20(^.— International  Copyright— The  Berne  Con- 

vention—Copyright  in   the   United 
States. 


The  Lectures  will  be  delivered  in  the  Old  Hai.l,  Likoolx's  In. 
at  8  P.M. 

Members  of  the  Inns  of  Court,  Free;  Gentlemen   Kon-Memlm 
Fee  of  One  Guinea. 

For  further  particulars  apply  to  Qerk  of  the  CouneU  q/  Legal 
Education,  LineobCe  Inn  Hall,  W.C. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


FBOSPBGTUS  OF  IiEOTUBES  AJTD  CLASSBS 

DUBUrO 

HILARY  EDUCATIONAL  TERM,  1902. 


BOMAN  LAW  AND  JURISPBUDBNOB  AND  INTEB- 
NATIONAL  LAW— PUBLIC  AND  PBIVATE. 

Reader J.  Pawlit  Batb,  E0O> 

Assistant  Reader  .    .    a  H.  LlONABP^  Esa. 

During  Hilary  Term  the  Bbadeb  proposes  to  deliver  Lectmes  &i 
follows:— 

L  On   Tuesdays  (at  5   o'dook)  he  will   continue  his  oatu*;/^ 
Lectures  upon  Private  International  Law  (Conflict  of  Laws),  wim 
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especial  refeienco  to  English  doctrine.  The  first  Leotore  will  be 
^ven  on  TnesdAj,  January  14th.  The  following  topics  will  be  dealt 
with  (the  casej  mentioned  being  particularly  considered) : — 

1.  Marriage  Contracts  and  the  effect  of  marriage  on  Property. 

2.  Legitimation  by  snbseqoent  marriage  of  parents. 

3.  Snooesaion  to  moTables  on  death. 

(a)  Wills. 

(6)  Execotion  of  powers. 
(e)  Intestate  saooession. 
{d)  Administration. 
(«)  Death  daties. 

4.  Bankruptcy. 

I L  On  Mondays  and  Wednesdays  (at  2  o'dook)  and  Fridays  (at 
12  o*<dook)  the  Bkadkb  will  continue  his  Coarse  of  Lectnies  on 
Boman  Law  and  Jurisprudence.  The  first  Lecture  will  be  given  on 
!  Moniiay,  January  13th.  This  course  is  so  arranged  as  to  cover  in  the 
c-daeatiofnal  year  the  topics  ordinarily  treated  of  in  oooimentaries 
iupon  the  Institutes  of  Justinian,  more  attention  being  paid  to  the 
developed  Roman  Law  than  to  the  antiquities  of  Koman  Legal 
Hi^fcory.  In  particular  the  Rbadbb  compares  the  Roman  with  Sie 
E  t.^lisb  lisw  and  shows  the  effect  of  Roman  Law  upon  legal  systems 
:  h^  present  day ;  and  in  the  course  of  the  Lectures  the  leading 
u-i  and  terms  of  legal  systems  in  general  will  be  explained  and 
4lyded.     The  following  topics  will  be  discussed  in  Hilary  Term : — 

Ownership.    Possession.    Servitudes.     Emphyteusis.     Intestate 
Sucoession  (to  a  free-bom  person).    Wilis.    Bankruptcy. 

pThe  Bkadkr  is  prepared  to  explain  difficulties  and  give  advice  in 
nectlon  with  any  of  the  subjects  for  which  he  is  responsible,  after 
'  of  his  Lectures. 

During  Hilary  Term  the  Assisr^Nr  Rbadeb  proposes  to  deliver 
ciures  and  hold  Classes  upon  the  following  subjects : — 

Obligations  Quasi  ex  contractu. 

Hie  Transferability  and  the  discharge  of  obligations. 

Obligations  ex  delicto  and  quasi  ex  delicto. 

The  General  principles  of  the  Roman   Law  of  obligations 

Bommarised. 
The  Outlines  of  Roman  Procedure. 
The  Legis  Actiones. 

The  Formular  Procedure  Jus  and  Judicium,  the  con- 
stituent parts  of  the  Formula. 
The  Procedure  extra  ordinem. 

The  Principal  Classification  of  Actiones  in  Roman  Law 
illustrated  by  examples. 


I'he  Aasutant  Readbb's  first  Lecture  will  be  held  on  Monday, 
I3th  January,  at  12  o'clock,  and  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour 
on  ftubeequent  Mondays. 

The  AjaauTAiTT  Rbadbb's  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  14th 
J^n&ry,  «t  3  o'dock,  and  the  Classes  will  be  oontinued  at  the  same 
hour  on  subeeqnent  Wednesdays  and  Tuesdays. 


COXSTITOTIONAL   LAW  (ENGLISH  AND   (X)LONLAL) 
AND  LEGAL  HISTOBT. 


i 


Reader 


A.  T.  Oabtki,  Esq. 


Daring   Hilary  Term  the  Rbadbb  proposes  to  deliver  Lectnres 
I  th*  following  subjects  :— 

Karly  I^wr  and  Custom — The  King  and  his  relation  to  Custom 
— The  Custom  of  the  King's  Court— The  Law  of  the  Land  and 
the  Law  of  the  Sea  —  The  Law  of  the  Land  and  the 
Exempts —The  Law  of  Nature — ^The  Conmion  Law  and  the 
doctrines  of  Ecjuity — The  Residuary  Royal  Power— The  King 
and  local  jurisdiction  —  The  development  of  the  English 
Judicial  System. 

[  The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Monday,  13th  January,  at 
3  o'clc'ck,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on 
mbfieqiient  Thurfldays,  Fridays  and  Mondays. 

In  the  Clasaes  the  Rbadbb  will  treat  of  some  points  in  the  History 
of  the  Lawof  (<i)  Real  Property;  (6)  Contract;  (c)  Wills. 


The  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Friday,  17th  January,  at  11  o'clock, 
and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  ihe  same  hour  on  subsequent 
Fridays. 

The  Rbadbb  will  be  glad  to  see  any  gentleman  who  desunes  to  oon< 
suit  bun  informally  as  to  his  reading  at  the  end  of  the  first  Lectnie  or 
the  first  Class. 


EVIDENCE,  PROCEDURE  (CIVIL  AND  CRIMINAL),  AND 
CRIMINAL  LAW. 

Beader W.  Blaks  Odosbs,  Esa,  K.O. 

During  Hilary  Term  the  Rbadbb  proposes  to  deliver  Lectures  and 
hold  Claisses  as  follows  : — 

Evidbkoe,  Obal  and  Doouxbntaby,  with  especial  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  a  case  at  Nisi  Prius.  The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered 
on  Tuesday,  January  14th,  at  4  p.m.,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  oon« 
tinned  at  the  same  hour  on  subsequent  Tuesdays. 

Cbookal  Law.  The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Wednesday, 
January  15th,  at  5  p.m.,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  oontinued  at  the 
same  hour  on  subsequent  Wednesdays. 

Pbogbdube  in  a  Civil  Aotiok  m  the  King's  Bench  Division, 
fbom  Appearance  to  Judghemt.  The  first  Lecture  will  be 
delivered  on  Thursday,  January  16th,  at  4  p.m.,  and  the  Lectures 
will  be  continued  at  the  sam3  hour  on  subsequent  Thursdays,  with 
practical  illustrations  taken  from  actual  summonses,  pleadings, 
interrogatories,  etc. 

Pbocedubb  Pbbliminaby  to  and  at  the  Tbial  of  an  Obdoiabt 
Indictment.  The  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Saturday,  January  18th, 
at  11  a.m.,  and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on 
subsequent  li^turdays.  An  opportunity  will  be  given  in  the  Class  for 
any  student  to  ask  questions  as  to  any  subject  discussed  in  that  Class 
or  in  the  preceding  Lectures  of  the  week. 

The  Rbadeb  will  be  glad  to  see  any  gentleman  who  desires  to 
consult  him  informally  as  to  his  reading,  at  his  Chambars,  4,  Elm 
Court,  Temple,  E.C.,  on  Monday,  January  13th,  from  5  to  6  p.m. 


THE  LAW  OF  REAL  AND  PERSONAL  PROPERTY  AND 
CONVEYANCING. 

Beader A.  Undebhill,  Esq. 

Aanstant  Beader  .    .    J.  Ahdbbw  SraAHAN,  EsQ. 

During  Hilary  Term  the  Rbadbb  will  deliver  a  weekly  Senior 
Lecture  (on  Fridays),  and  hold  two  Classes  each  week  on  Sales 
and  Leases  of  Land  by  persons  who  are  not  absolute  owners. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Friday,  17th  January,  at 
4  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  homr  on 
subsequent  Fridays. 

The  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  21  st  January,  at  12  o*olook, 
and  the  Classes  will  be  oontinued  on  subsequent  Wednesdays  at 
10  o'clock,  and  Tuesdays  at  12  o'clock. 

He  will  also,  on  Thursday,  the  16th  January,  and  subsequent 
Thursdays,  deliver  a  5  o'clock  Lecture,  intended  primarily,  but  not 
exclusively,  for  gentlemen  who  cannot  attend  at  any  earlier  hour,  on 
the  subjects  set  fr>r  the  Final  Examination  in  Real  and  Personal 
Property  and  Conveyancing.  It  is  contemplated  that  these  Lectures 
will  be  continued  by  the  Reader  throughout  the  legal  year. 

The  Assistant  Rbadbb  proposes  to  cjntinue  his  course  of  Lectures 
and  Classes  on  the  Elements  of  the  Law  of  Real  Property,  dealing 
during  the  term  with  contingent  remainders,  executing  interests  and 
powers. 

The  Assistant  Readbb's  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Monday, 
13th  January,  at  11  o'clock,  and  the  Lectnres  will  be  oontinued  at  the 
same  hour  on  sub^sequent  Mondays. 

The  Assistant  Readbb's  first  Class  will  be  hold  on  Wednesday, 
15th  January,  at  11  o'clock,  and  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour 
on  subsequent  Thursdays  and  Wednesdays. 
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COMMON  LAW. 

Reader Euan  Fbabbb,  Esq. 

Assistant  Reader  .    .    A.  Llswbltn  Datiks,  Esq. 

During  Hilary  Term  the  Reader  proposes  to  continue  his  Lectures 
and  Glasses  on  the  following  subjects : — 

SENIOR  LECTURES. 

The  Law  op  Husband  and  Wipe  in  belation  to  Oontbacts 
AND  Torts. 

Commercial  Contracts,  with  especial  reference  to  Mercantile 
Documents  in  daily  nse.  Forms  of  such  documents  will  be 
distributed  amongst  gentlemen  attending  the  Lectures  and 
explained. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  deli?cred  on  Wednesday,  January  15th, 
at  4  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  on  subsequent 
Fridays  at  10  o'clock,  and  Wednesdays  at  4  o'clock. 

The  Reader  will  endeavour  to  make  the  Lectures  as  practical  as 
possible,  and  opportunities  of  discussing  the  subjects  dealt  with  will 
be  nfTorded  to  gentlemen  attending  the  Lectures. 

JUNIOR  LECTURES. 

Elements  op  the  Law  op  Contract  (continued). 

ConBidcration. 
Capacity,  of  Parties. 

Mistake,  Misrepresentation,  and  Fraud. 
I    Duress  and  Undue  Influence. 

The  first  Junior  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Monday,  January  13th, 
at  10  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  5  o'clock  on  tiie 
same  day,  and  at  10  o'clock  and  5  o'clock  on  subsequent  Mondays. 

The  Reader  will  endeavour  to  make  the  Lectures  as  practical  as 
possible,  and  opportunities  of  discussing  the  subjects  dealt  with  will 
be  alFordod  to  gentlemen  attending  the  Lectures. 

The  Assistant  Reader  proposes  to  continue  his  Classes  on  the 
"Elements  of  the  Law  of  Torts,"  and  to  deal  with  the  following 
subjects : — 

Libel  and  Slander. 

Wrongs  to  Possession  and  Property  (including  Trespass  and  Con- 
version). 
Nuisance. 
Negligence. 

The  Classes  will  be  held  on  Tuesdays,  Thursdays,  and  Saturdays  at 
10  a.m.,  and  the  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  14th  January. 


EQUITY. 

Reader J.  A.  Soullt,  Esq. 

Assistant  Reader    .    .     Waltsb  Abhbubnsb,  Esq. 

During  Term  the  Reader  proposes  to  continue  and  conclude  his 
Lectures  and  Classes  on  Law  of  Partnerahip,  ioclnding  actions  by 
and  against  firms. 

The  first  Lecture  wiU  bo  delivered  on  Monday,  13th  January,  at 
4  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  on  subsequent 
Wednesdays  at  12  o'clock  and  Mondays  at  4  o'clock. 

The  first  Senior  Class  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  14th  January, 
at  2  o'clock,  and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  on  subsequent  Fridays 
at  5  o'clock  and  Tuesdays  at  2  o'clock. 

The  AasisTAKT  Reader  will  continue  his  Chissos  on  the  Principles 
of  Equity.   He  will  deal  with  the  following  subjects : — 
I.  Equities  arising  from — 

(a)  Fraud,  actual  and  presumed. 
(6)  Undue  influence, 
(c)  Abuse  of  a  fiduciary  position. 
II.  Equity  as  enforcing  legal  rights — 

(a)  Injunctions  restraining  trespass  and  waste. 
(5)  Injunctions  protecting  ancient  lights. 


(e)  Covenants  ranning  with  the  land  at  law  and  in  equity. 
Id)  Injunctions  protecting  Common  Law  copyright,  tnd^ 

names,  trade-marks,  etc. 
(e)  Injunctions  to  restrain  nuisance. 
(/)  Protection  of  contracts  by  injunction. 
ig)  Specific  Performance. 


The  first  Junior  Class  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  14th  Jaiinai7,«t 
11  o'clock,  and  the  subsequent  Classes  on  Thursdays  and  Fridays  ti 
2  o'clock,  and  Tuesdays  at  11  o'clock. 


ARTICLED  CLERKS. 


Clerks  serving  under  Articles  of  Clerkship  to  SoUoitors  may  attend 
the  Lectures  and  Classes  on  payment  of  half  the  fees  payable  bf 
other  persons  not  being  Members  of  an  Inn  of  Court,  the  Goanoil  of 
the  Incorporated  Law  Society  having  agreed  with  the  Goancil  of 
Legal  Education  for  payment  of  the  remainder. 

Articled  Clerks  may  obtain  Vouchers  for  Tiokati  by  applioatioa  to 
the  Secretary  at  the  Hall  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  Chasoeiy 
Lane,  W.O. 

Particulars  as  to  Fe^  payable  by  getUlemen,  not  being  MenAen  o/ai 
Inn  of  Court,  may  be  obtained  upon  application  to  the  Qerh  of  tki 
Councily  Lincoln* s  Inn  Hail,  W,C. 

Macnaghten, 

CAatrmati  of  Council  of  Legal  Edueaikin, 

Alfred  G.  Marten, 

Chairman  of  Board  of  Studiet. 
Council  Chaubkb,  Linooln's  Inn. 
December,  1901. 


Before  the  Lectures  for  next  Term  commence,  the  Reidebs  wooid 
be  glad  to  see  any  of  the  Students  who  desire  advice  as  to  their  Btodio, 
and  to  discuss  and  arrange  with  them  which  books  they  should  read, 
and  which  Lectures  and  Classes  they  should  attend.  In  order  to 
afford  an  opportunity  for  this — 

Mr.  Bate  will  be  in  his  Chambers,  11,  New  Square,  LinooUi'B  Ibb, 
on  Monday,  13th  January,  from  11  a.m.  to  1  p.m. 

Mr.  Underhill  wlU  be  in  his  Chambers,  5,  New  Square,  Linoobi'i 
Inn,  on  Monday,  13th  January,  from  4  to  5  p.m. 

Mr.  Scully  and  Mr.  Ashbubneb  will  be  in  the  Chambers  of  the 
former,  15,  Old  Square,  Linooln's  Inn,  on  Monday,  13th  January 
from  3  to  4  p.m.  ^ 

Mr.  Fbaseb  will  be  in  his  Chambers,  4,  Elm  Court,  Temple,  <» 
Monday,  1 3th  January,  from  4  to  5  p.m. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


BEGULATIONS. 

For  the  admission  ef  persons  who  are  not  Members  of  any  /«»  9 
Court  to  Lectures  and  Classes  given  or  held  under  the  dindit^ 
of  the  Council,  (5ee  Note  at  foot  as  to  arrangement  mth  ^ 
Incorporated  Law  Society.) 

Any  gentleman  not  a  Member  of  an  Inn  of  Court  shall  oa  paymtf^ 
of  a  sum  of  Pour  Guineas,  be  entitled  to  attend  all  the  LeotoieB  •» 
Classes  during  any  four  consecutive  Educational  Terms,  *>»  {* 
payment  of  a  sum  of  Six  Guineas  he  shall  be  entitled  to  attend  tw 
Lectures  and  Classes  during  any  eight  oonseoative  EdwsstiOBfl 
Terms. 
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i  Kach  Non-Member  shall,  on  pajment  of  a  fee  of  Two  Guineas,  be 
en  titled  to  attend  all  the  Leotaree  and  Claaseti  for  one  Ednoational 
Term,  or  the  Lectures  and  Classes  on  any  one  subject  for  four 
coosecutive  Educational  Terms. 

Kach  Ticket  of  Admission  to  ran  from  the  date  of  tho  Ticket.  Each 
Ticket  t«  be  dated  on  the  first  day  of  the  Educational  Term  in  or  for 
which  it  la  issued. 

Afternoon  or  E?eniDg  Lectures  on  Special  Subjects,  to  be  from 

to  to  time  announced  by  the  Coimcil,  shall  be  delivered,  and  shall 

open  to  all  Members  of  the  Inns  of  Court  free,  and  to  gentlemen, 

-  ^  on-Members,  on  payment  of  a  fee  of  One  Guinea  for  each  Course, 

ii  to  Articled  Clerks  on  payment  of  lOf.  6d.  for  each  Course. 

The  times,  places,  and  subjects  for  these  Lectures  on  Special  Sub- 
j '^ta  will  be  fixed  by  the  Council. 

I  Tickets  to  be  obtained  at  the  Office  of  the  Council.  Each  Non- 
Member,  on  applying  for  his  Ticket,  to  outer  his  name  and  address 
in  a  bcK)k  to  bet  kept  by  the  Clerk  for  that  purpose,  and  his  fee  to  be 

,|mid  at  the  Office  of  the  Council  of  Legal  Blduoation. 

IHckets  issued  to  any  person,  not  beiug  a  Member  of  an  Ion  of 
irt,  to  attend  any  of  the  Lectures  and  Classes,  shall  declare  that 

shall   bo  subject  to  such  Regulations  as  the  Council  may  &om 

I  to  time  prescribe. 


Ariitied  Cleric: — Clerks  serving  under  Articles  to  Solicitors  may 
attend  the  Lectures  and  Classes,  and  Evening  Lectures,  on  payment 
of  half  the  fees  payable  by  other  persons  not  being  Members  of  an 
Inn  of  Court,  the  Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  having 
uLTaed  with  the  Council  of  Legal  Education  for  payment  of  the 
.alnder. 

MlCNAOHTSN, 


Chairrmm, 


CotaoL  Chambeb,  Lihooln's  Inn. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION, 


LECTURES  AND  GLASSES. 


REGULATIONS  FOR  TERM  EXAMINATIONS. 

1.  There  will  be  an  Examination,  at  the  end  of  each  Educational 
rm,  by  the  Reader  and  Assistant  Reader  in  each  subject 

2.  Tho  Examination  in  any  subject  will  be  open  free  of  charge  to 
persons  who  have  attended  two-thirds  of  the  Lectures  and  Classes 
&e  Term  in  that  subject.    A  person  may  be  examined  in  more 

oa©  eubjecL 

3.  The  Examination  in  each  subject  will  be  conducted  trtra  voce, 
upon  the  topics  considered  during  the  Term  in  that  subject. 

4.  Any  person  intending  to  be  examined  in  any  subject  must  notify 
intention  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Council  of  Legal  Education  at  their 
,oe,  Lincoln's  Inn  Hall,  in  writing,  not  less  than  three  clear  days 
bire  the  time  appointed  for  the  Examination  in  that  subject. 

5.  The  Examination  in  each  subject  will  take  place  at  the  end  of 
last  meeting  in  the  Term  of  the  Class  in  that  subject,  and  in  the 

fame  place,  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

^.  The  Headers  and  Assistant  Readers  will  repoit  the  results  of 
Examinations  to  the  Board  of  Studies  for  the  Council  of  Legal 
^.iucshtion. 

7.  Every  person  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Council  of  Legal  Eduoa- 
ticm,  has  passed  a  satisfactory  examination  in  any  subject  at  the  end 
of  any  Term,  will  be  so  informed  by  a  letter  addressed  to  him  by  the 
Clerk  of  the  Oooncil. 

Macnaghten, 

m  Chairman, 

■  CouscEL  Cbaxbsb,  LnrooiiN's  Inn. 


Council  of  legal  education. 


EASTER  EXAMINATION,  1902. 


The  attention  of  Students  is  requested  to  the/oUomng  Rules:-— 

No  Student  will  receive  a  Certificate  of  Fitness  for  Call  to  the 
Bar  unless  he  passes  a  satisfactory  Examination  in  the  following 
subjects : — 

I.  Roman  Law. 

II.  Constitutional  Law  (Engtiah  and  Colonial),  and  Legal  History. 
nL  Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil  and  Criminal,  and  Criminal  Law. 
rV.  Such  of  the  other  Heads  of  English  Law  and  Equity  menGoned 

in  Rule  28  (4)  of  the  Consolidated  Regulations  *  as  may  bo 

prescribed  by  the  Council. 

Students  have  the  option  of  passing  the  Examination  in  all  or  any- 
of  the  Sul^ects  L,  II.,  and  III.  separately  from  Subject  lY.,  which  is 
reserved  for  the  Final  Examination.  A  Student  exercising  this 
option  will  bo  required  to  pass  in  the  subject  or  subjects  taken  up 
separately  before  presenting  himself  for  the  Final  Examination. 

A  Student  may  present  himself  for  Examination  in  all  or  any  of 
the  Subjects  I.,  II.,  and  III.  at  any  time  after  admission.  Without 
the  special  leave  of  the  Council  no  Student  shall  present  himself  at 
the  Final  Examination  unless  he  has  kept  Six  Terms. 

If  in  the  Final  Examination  a  Student  takes  up  Subjects  I.,  II., 
and  in.,  or  any  of  them,  and  fulls  in  such  subjects,  or  any  of  them, 
he  will  not  be  allowed  any  credit  for  answers  in  Subject  IV.;  but 
though  he  fails  in  Subject  IV.,  he  may  be  allowed  a  pass  in-tiie 
other  subjects,  or  any  of  them. 

A  Student  who  presents  himself  for  any  Examination  and  whose 
papers  show  that  he  had  no  reasonable  expectation  of  passing  wUl 
not  ba  admitted  for  Examination  again  until  the  expiration  of  such 
time  as  the  Council  may  direct 

In  all  Examinations  successful  Students  will  be  classified  according 
to  merit    In  each  class  the  names  will  be  arranged  alphabetically. 

A  Student  who  obtains  a  First  Class  at  the  Final  Examination  in^ 
Subject  IV.,  and  who,  either  before  or  at  such  Examination,  passes 
in  Subjects  I.,  II.,  and  III.,  will  receive  a  Certificate  of  Honour. 

No  Student  will  be  eligible  for  a  Prize  who  is  over  twenty-five 
years  of  age  on  the  first  day  of  the  Examination.  This  limit  of  age 
does  not  apply  in  the  case  of  Honours. 

At  every  call  to  the  Bar  those  Students  who  have  obtained  Student- 
ships will  take  rank  in  seniority  over  all  other  Students  called  on 
the  same  day,  %nd  those  Students  who  have  obtained  Certificates  of 
Honour  will  take  rank  immediately  after  the  holder  of  a  Studentship 
called  on  the  same  day. 

The  Inn  of  Court,  to  which  the  holder  of  any  Studentship  or  of  any 
Certificate  of  Honour  belongs,  may,  if  desired^  dispense  with  any 
Terms  not  exceeding  two  that  mav  remain  to  be  Kept  by  such  Student 
previously  to  his  being  called  to  the  Bar. 

A  Student  who  has  passed  the  Examination  in  any  subject  will 
not  be  allowed  to  present  himself  again  for  Examination  in  that 
subject 

•  NoTB.~Bale  28  (4)  is  as  follows  :— 
4.  EngllBh  Law  and  Equity,  viz. : 

(a)  Law  of  Persons,  inoliiding— 

(  Marriage  and  Divorce. 
Jlnftncy. 
)  Lunacy. 
(Corporations. 

(b)  Law  of  Real  and  Personal  Property  and  Conyeyancing,  indadlng— 

^Trusts;  Mortgages. 

•<  Administration  of  Assets  on  Death ;  on  Dissolution  of  Partoerships ; 
(    on  WindiDg-np  of  Ck>nipanies,  and  in  Bankmptcy. 
Practioal  Instraotion  in  the  preparation  of  Deeds,  Wllls^  and  Contracts. 

(c)  Law  of  Obllgatiooa. 

/Contacts. 

I  Torts. 

{Allied  snl^ects  (implied  or  qnaai  contracts),  estoppel,  &c. 

lOommercial  Law,  with  especial  reference  to  Mercantile  Documents 

\    in  daily  use,  which  should  be  shown  and  explained. 
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LECTURES  and  CLASSES  to  he  hel 
the  IBth  Jamuiryj  and  he  co 

ART  EDUCATIONAL  TERM,  1902. 

1 

i  in  the  Hall  and  Class  Booms  in  Gbay's  Inn,  to  commence  on  Monday^ 
ntinued  according  to  the  subjoined  Time  Table  until  1st  March. 

MONDAY. 

TUESDAY. 

HALL. 

WEDNESDAY. 

HALL. 

0LA8B  BOOM. 

A. 

class  booh. 
B. 

HALL. 

CLASS  BOOM. 
A. 

CLASS  BOOM. 

B. 

CLASS  BOOM. 

A. 

CLASS  KOQX. 
B. 

10-11 

{Law  of  Con- 
tract,) 
Mr.  Hugh 
Fraseb. 
Junior 
Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 
13th  Jan. 

Mr. 

Llewelth 

Davies. 

Class. 

First  Class, 

14th  Jan. 

(Sales  d-  Leases 

of  Land.) 

Mr. 

Underhill. 

Class. 

11—12 

Strahan. 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 

13th  Jan. 

Mr. 

ASHBURNER. 
ClllflS. 

First  Class, 
14th  Jan. 



Mr. 
Stkahab.  . 

Firetaas8,J 
15th  Jm 

ia-1 

Mr. 

Leonard. 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 

13th  Jan. 

(Sales  &  Leases 
of  Land.) 

Mr. 
Undebhill. 

Class. 

First  Class, 

2l8t  Jan. 

Mr.  Scully. 
Lecture. 

2-8 

(Itonmn  Law 

&  Juris- 

prudence, 

Mr.  Bate. 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture 
13th  Jan, 

Mr.  Scully. 

Class. 

First  Class, 

14Ui  Jan. 

(Roman  Late 

&  Juris- 

prudence.) 

Mr.  Bate. 

Lecture. 

8—4 

Mr,  Carter. 

Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 

13th  Jan. 

Mr. 

Leonard. 

Class. 

First  Class. 

14th  Jan. 

Mr. 

LsoNim 

ClMB. 

4-6 

Mr.  Scully. 

Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 

13th  Jan. 

{LavB  of  Con- 
tract.) 
Mr.  Hugh 
Fraseb. 
Junior  Lec- 
ture. 

(Etidence.) 
Mr.  Blake 

Odgers. 

Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 

14th  Jan. 

—  - 

(LawoflTui- 
band  &  Wife  in 
relation  to  Con- 
tracts &  Torts.) 

Mr.  Fraser. 

Sen.  Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 

15th  Jan. 

6-6 

(Private 

International 

Law.) 

Mr.  Bate. 

Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 

14th  Jan. 

1 

(Crimind 
LawoMdtki 

SUior^i 

Mt.BlaU 

ODum 

LectoPB. 

First  Lecture 

15th  Jw.^ 

The  Class  Rooms  are  in  Field  Court 
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Gbay'8  Inn, 
fVme  TcMe  « 

DUCATIONu 

LECTURES  and  CLASSES  to  be  held  in  the  HaU  and  Class  Rooms  in 
the  ISth  January,  and  be  continued  aocording  to  the  subjoined  I 

to  commence  on  Monday, 
ntil  \st  March. 

THUKSDAY. 

hall. 

FRIDAY. 

SATURDAY. 

BALL. 

OUISS  BOOM. 

A. 

CLA88  BOOH. 

B. 

CLASS  BOOM. 
A. 

CLASS  BOOM. 

B. 

HALL. 

CLASSROOM. 

A. 

CLASS  BOOM. 

B. 

air.  Llewelyn 

Daties. 

Class. 

Mr.  Steahan. 
Class. 

(Law?  of  JJm- 
land  and  Wife 
in  relation  to 
Contracts  and 
Tort^.y       ' 
Mr.  Eraser,  t 
Senior        ' 
Lecture,      j 

Mr. 

Llsweltk 

Dayixs. 

Class. 

10—11 

1 

1 
1 

Mr.  Carter. 

Class. 

First  Class, 

17th  Jan. 

• 

{Procedure,) 
Mr.  Blake 

Odgers. 

Class. 

First  Class, 

18th  Jan. 

11-lS 

i 

!  (Roman  Law 
and  Juris- 
prudence.) 
Mr.  Bate. 

1      Lecture. 

1 

18—1 

i 
1 

i 

t 

ilr. 

ASHBl-RNER. 

Class. 

I 

Mr. 

ASHBURNER. 

Class. 

1 
1      ' 

1 

t 

1 

8—8 

Jfr.  Carter. 
Lecture. 

■     ■" 

Mr.  Carter. 
Lecture. 

1 

1 

S— 4 

{Vrocedure.) 
Mr.  Blake 

Odgers. 

Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 

ItJth  Jan. 

Mr.    • 
Underbill. 
Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 
16th  Jan. 

— 

Mr.  SouLLT. 
Class. 

{8ales  &  Leases 

of  Land.) 

Mr. 

Unterhill. 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 

17th  Jan. 

1 
1 

4-« 

1 

1 
1 

6-6 

r 


The  Class  Rooms  are  in  Field  Court. 
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A  Student  who,  at  any  time  previously  to  his  admission  at  an  Inn 
of  Court,  was  a  Solicitor  in  practice  for  not  less  than  five  consecutiye 
years,  either  in  England  or  in  any  CJolony  or  Dependency,  but  who  in 
either  case  was  admitted  in  England,  and  in  accordance  with  Rule  7 
of  the  Consolidated  Kegulations  has  ceased  to  be  a  Solicitor  before  his 
admission  as  a  Student,  may  bo  examined  for  Gall  to  the  Bar  without 
keeping  any  Terms,  and  may  be  called  to  the  Bar  upon  passing  the 
public  Examination  required  by  these  Rules,  without  keeping  any 
Terms ; 

Provided  that  such  Solicitor  has  given  at  least  twelve  months' 
notice  in  writing  to  each  of  the  Four  Inns  of  Oourt,  and  to  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society,  of  his  intention  to  seek  OaU  to  the  Bar, 
and  produces  a  Certificate  that  he  is  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  be 
called  to  the  Bar,  signed,  if  his  practice  was  in  England,  by  two 
Members  of  the  Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  and,  if  his 
practice  was  in  a  Colony  or  Dependency,  by  the  Chief  Justice  of  snch 
Colony  or  Dependency, 

The  Council  may  accept  as  an  equivalent  for  the  Examination  in 
Roman  Law — 

i,  A  Degree  granted  by  any  University  within  the  British 
Dominions,  for  which  the  qualifying  Examination  included 
Roman  Law ; 

ii.  A  Certificate  that  any  Student  has  passed  any  such  Examina- 
tion, though  he  may  not  have  taken  the  Degree  for  which 
such  Examination  qualifies  him ;  and 

iii.  The  Testamur  of  the  Public  Examiners  for  the  Degree  of 
Civil  Law  at  Oxford  that  the  Student  has  passed  the  neces- 
sary Examination  for  the  Degree  of  Bachelor  of  Civil  Law. 

Provided  the  Council  is  satisfied  that  the  Student,  before  he  ob- 
tained his  Degree,  or  obtained  such  Certificate  or  Testamur,  passed 
a  sufficient  Examination  in  Roman  Law. 

An  Examination  will  be  held  in  March  next,  to  which  any  Student 
of  an  Inn  of  Court  will  be  admissible  who  is  desirous  of  passing  the 
Final  Examination,  or  of  passing  any  one  or  more  of  the  Examina- 
tions in  Roman  Law,  Constitutional  Law  and  Legal  History,  and 
Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil  and  Criminal,  and  Criminal  Law. 

At  this  Examination  the  Council  may  award  to  the  Student  who 
passes  the  best  Examination  in  Subject  II.  (Constitutional  Law, 
English  and  Colonial,  and  Legal  History),  a  Special  Prize  of  502.,  and 
a  similar  Prize  to  the  Student  who  passes  the  best  Examination  in 
Subject  in.  (Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil  and  Criminal,  and  Criminal 
Law).  The  Council  will  not  award  the  prize  if  the  result  of  the 
Examination  bo  such  as  in  their  opinion  not  to  justify  the  award. 
Where  Candidatea  appear  to  be  equal,  or  nearly  equal,  in  merit,  the 
Council  may  divide  the  Prize  between  them  equally,  or  in  such  pro- 
portion as  they  conaider  just. 

Each  Student  proposing  to  submit  himself  for  Examination  will  be 
required  to  enter  his  name,  in  /oM,  personally  or  by  letter,  at  the 
Treasurer's  or  Steward's  Office  of  the  Inn  of  Court  to  which  he  belongs, 
on  or  before  Monday y  the  IQth  day  of  March  next;  and  he  will 
further  be  required  to  state  in  writing  whether  his  object  in  offering 
himself  for  Examination  is  to  obtain  a  Certificate  preliminary  to  a 
Call  to  the  Bar,  or  whether  ho  is  merely  desirous  of  passing  the 
Examination  in  any  one  or  more  of  the  su^ects  of  Roman  Law,  Con- 
stitutional Law  and  Legal  History,  and  Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil 
and  Criminal,  and  Criminal  Law. 

The  Examination  will  commence  on  Tuesday^  the  ISth  day  of 
Mun^h  next,  and  will  be  continued  on  the  Wednesday y  Thursday,  and 
Friday  following. 

It  will  take  place  in  the  (> ray's  Inn  HaU;  and  the  doors  will  be 
closed  Ten  Minutes  after  the  time  appointed  for  the  commencement 
of  the  Examination. 

The  Examination  by  Printed  Questions  will  be  conducted  in  the 
following  Order : — 

Tuesday  Morning,  ISlh  March,  at  Ten,  onBoman  Law. 

Tuesday  Afiemoony  \%th  March^  at  Two,  on  Constitutional  Law 

and  Legal  Uistory. 
Wednesday  Morning,  I9th  March,  at  Ten,  on  Evidence,  Proce- 
dure, and  Criminal  Law. 
Wednesday  Afternoon,  1  dth  March,  at  Two,  on  the  Law  of  Beal 

aud  Personal  Property  and  Conveyancing. 
Thursday  Morning,  20lh   March,  at  Ten,  on  Law  and  Equity, 
^v         First  Paper. 
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Thursday  Afternoon,  20th  March,  at  Two,  on  Law  and  Eqoitj* 

Second  Paper. 
Friday  Morning,  21st  March,  at  Ten,  General  Paper  on  the  Law 

of  Heal  and  Personal  Property  and  Conveyancing,  and  Law 

and  Equity. 

The  Oral  Examination,  if  any,  will  be  conducted  in  the  same  order, 
and  at  the  same  Hours,  as  above  appointed  for  the  Examinatioii  by 
Printed  Questions. 

The  EXAMIKEB8  in  Boxan  Law  wiU  examine  in  the  foUowio; 
Subjects : — 

I.  Souroes. 
II.  Shivery— Pa«rid  Potestas—HuBhuid  and  Wiie—TuUia—Om. 

III.  Dominium — Possemo— Servitudes— j^j^Aytouwa— Mortgage. 

IV.  Wills— Legacies — CodiciUi—FidMeommissa. 
y.  Intestacy  and  Insolvency  (in  outline  only). 

VL  Contracts. 
Vn.  Delicts. 
VIIL  The   Formulary  and   Extra-orduoiary    Procedure  (in  oatline 
only). 

The  EzAMiNSRS  in  Constitutional  Law  and  Lbqal  Hibtobt  will 
examine  in  the  following  subjects : — 

L  Constitutional  Law. 

(1)  The  Crown  and  the  Executive. 

(2)  The  Law  and  Custom  of  Parliament 

II.  Legal  History. 


The  ExAxiNEBS  in  Evioknoi,  Pbooedubb  (Oitel  and  OBixiHAL),aBd 
Obihinal  Law  will  examine  in  the  following  Subjects  :— 

The  Elements  of  the  Law  of  Evidence. 

Procedure  in  a  Civil  Action  in  the  King's  Bench  Division. 

Procedure   preliminary  to  and   at  the  Trial  of  an  Oidistry 

Indictment 
The  Elements  of  Criminal  Law. 
The  History  of  the  Criminal  Law,  of  Procedure  aud  of  the  Iav 

of  Evidence  during  the  Kineteenth  Century. 


The  ExAMiNEBS  in  the  Law  of  Real  and  Pebsonal  Pbopebtt  and 
CoNTETANOiNa  will  examine  in  the  following  subjects  :— 

Elements  of  the  Law  of  Beal  and  Personal  Property  and  Con- 
veyancing. 
Vendors  and  Purchasers  of  Land. 

Leases.  , 

The  Legislation  of  the    Nineteenth    Century  with  respect  to 
Conveyancing  and  Settled  Land. 


The  ExAMiNBBs  in  Law  and  Equttt  will  examine  in  the  followioj 
•ubjeots ; — 

FiBST  Pafeb. 

Elements  of  the  Law  of  Contracts  and  Torts. 

Gaming  and  Wagering  Contracts. 

The  Law  of  Husband  and  Wife  in  relation  to  Contract  and 

Torts. 
Defamation. 

Second  Papbb. 
Trusts. 

Principles  of  Equity. 
Administration  of  Assets  on  Death. 
Law  of  Partnership. 


N.B.— The  papers  in  any  of  the  above-named  Examinations  n»y 
contain  questions  in  Jurisprudence  and  Private  Interoational  Uv 
arising  out  of  the  subject-matter  of  such  Examination. 


The  above  Subjects,  except  as  to\the  General  Paper,  wiU  he  l 
upon  $0  far  only  as  treated  in  the  Lectures  and  Classes  sines  Buai 
Term,  1900. 
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The  Awards  npoa  the  Easter  Paaa  Examination  will  be  announced 
at  the  Offioe  of  the  Council,  Lincoln's  Inn  Hall,  on  Tuesday, 
fth  April,  at  5.30  p.m.,  and  will  be  published  in  the  Time$  on 
Wednesday,  9th  April 

Non.— The  Trinity  Examination  will  be  held  in  Lincoln's  Lin 
Hall,  12Ui,  13th,  14th,  and  15th  May. 

Last  day  for  entry  of  names,  Monday,  5th  May. 

Macnaghte>-, 

Chairman  of  Council  of  Legal  Education. 

AuBKD  G.  Marten, 

Chairman  of  Board  of  Studies. 

CocNciL  Chambeb,  Lincoln's  Inn  Hall, 
Ikcemher,  1901. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 

i;  TRINITY  EXAMINATION,  1902, 

3?t<!  attention  of  Students  is  requested  to  the  following  Rules  ;— 

No  Student  will  receive  a  Certificate  of  Fitness  for  Call  to  the 
Bar  unless  he  passes  a  satisfactory  Examination  in   the  following 

itibjecU  :— 

L  Roman  Law. 

IL  Constitutional  Law  (English  aud  Colonial)  and  Legal  History, 
ni  Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil  and  Criminal,  and  Criminal  Law. 
,     Vt.  Such  of  the  other  Heads  of  English  Law  and   Equity  men- 

?tioned  in  Rule  28  (4)  of  the  Consolidated  Regulations  *  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  Couacil. 

Students  have  the  option  of  passing  the  Examination  in  all  or  any 
of  the  Subjects  L,  IL,  and  HL  separately  from  Subject  IV.,  which  is 
rcterred  for  the  Final  Examination.  A  Student  exercising  this 
option  will  be  required  to  pass  in  the  subject  or  subjects  taken  up 
aeparately  before  presenting  himself  for  the  Final  Examination. 

A  Student  may  present  himself  for  Examination  iu  all  or  any  of 
the  Subjects  L,  IL,  and  III.  at  any  time  after  admission.  Without 
^  special  leave  of  the  Council  no  Student  shall  present  himself  at 
tte  Final  Examination  unless  he  has  kept  Six  Terms. 

If  in  the  Final  Examination  a  Student  takes  up  Subjects  L,  IL, 
Ma  Iir^  or  any  of  them,  and  fails  in  such  subjects,  or  any  of  them, 
he  will  not  be  allowed  any  credit  for  answer  in  Subject  IV. ;  but 
though  he  fnils  in  Subject  IV.,  he  may  be  allowed  a  pass  in  the  other 
wbjects,  or  any  of  them. 

A  Student  who  presents  himself  for  any  Examination  and  whose 
ppere  show  that  ho  had  no  reasonable  expectation  of  passing  will  not 
w  admitted  for  Examination  again  until  the  expiration  of  such  time 
M  the  Council  may  direct. 

In  all  Examinations  successful  Students  will  be  classified  according 
tomerit.    In  eacli  class  the  names  will  be  arranged  alphabetically. 

'  N'o«.-Ral8  28  (4)  is  a«  follows  :— 
4-  EogUsh  Law  and  Equity,  rli. : 
(a)  Law  of  Persons,  Incloding— 
f  Marriage  and  Divorce. 
)  loiancj. 
j  Lunacy. 
(Corporations. 

Cb)  Law  of  Real  andtPersonai  l>roperty  aud  Conveyancing,  including— 

{Tmsts;  Mortgages. 

<  Administration  of  Assets  on  Death ;  on  Dissolution  of  Partnerships ; 

(    on  VVinding-np  of  Companies,  and  in  Bankruptcy. 
Practlcai  instruction  in  the  preparation  of  Deeds,  Wills,  and  Contiacts. 
(c)  Lawof  0^"— "'     - 


Contracts. 

Tarts. 

Allied  Bul^ects  (implied  or  quasi  contracts),  estoppel,  &c 


Commercial  Law,  with  eq>caal  reference  to  Mercantile  Documents 
\  whkh  should  he  shown  and  explained. 


tadailyi 


A  Student  who  obtains  a  First  Class  at  the  Final  Examination  in 
Sabjeot  IV.,  and  who,  either  before  or  at  such  Examination,  passes  in 
Subjects  I.,  II.,  and  III.,  will  receive  a  Certificate  of  Honour. 

No  Student  will  be  eligible  for  a  Prize  who  is  over  twemty-five 
years  of  age  on  the  first  diay  of  the  Examination.  The  limit  of  age 
does  not  apply  in  the  case  of  Honours. 

A  Student  who  has  passed  the  Examination  in  any  subject  will  not 
be  allowed  to  present  himself  again  for  Examination- in  that  subject. 

A  Student  who,  at  any  time  previously  to  his.  admission  at  an  Inn  of 
Court,  was  a  Solicitor  in  practice  for  iiot  less  than  five  consecutive 
years,  either  in  England  or  in  any  Colony  or  Dependency,  but  who  in 
either  case  was  admitted  in  England,  and  in  accordance  with  Rule  7 
of  the  Consolidated  Beg^olations  has  ceased  to  be  a  Solicitor  before  his 
admission  as  a  Student,  may  bo  examined  for  Call  to  the  Bar  without 
keeping  any  Terms,  and  may  be  called  to  the  Bar  upon  passing  the 

5ubUc  Examination  required  by  these  Boles,  without  keeping  any 
'erms  ; 

Provided  that  such  Solicitor  has  given  at  least  twelve  months*  notice 
in  writing  to  each  of  the  Four  Inns  of  Court,  and  to  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society,  of  his  intention  to  seek  Call  to  the  Bar,  and  produces  a 
Certificate  that  he  is  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  be  called  to  the  Bar, 
signed,  if  his  practice  was  in  England,  by  two  Members  of  the  Council 
of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  and,  if  his  practice  was  in  a  Colony 
or  Dependency,  by  the  Chief  Justice  of  such  Colony  or  Dependency. 

The  Council  may  accept  as  an  equivalent  for  the  Examination  in 
Boman  Law — 

L  A  Degree  granted  by  any  University  within  the  British 
Dominions,  for  which  the  qualifying  Examination  included 
Boman  Law; 
VL  A  Certificate  that  any  Student  has  passed  any  such  Examina- 
tion, though  he  may  not  have  taken  the  Degree  for  which 
such  Examination  qualifies  him ;  and 
iiL  The  Testamur  of  the  Public  Examiners  for  the  Degree  of  Civil 
Law  at  Oxford  that  the  Student  has  passed  the  necessary 
Examination  for  the  Degree  of  Bachelor  of  Civil  Law ; 

Provided  the  Council  is  satisfied  that  the  Student,  before  he 
obtained  his  Degree,  or  obtained  such  Certificate  or  Testamur,  passed 
a  sufficient  Examination  in  Roman  Law. 

An  Examination  will  be  held  in  May  next,  to  which  any  Student 
of  an  Inn  of  Court  will  be  admissible  who  is  desirous  of  passing  the 
Final  Examination,  or  of  passing  any  one  or  more  <MF  the  Exammations 
in  Boman  Law,  Constitutional  Law  and  Legal  History,  and  Evidence, 
Procedure,  Civil  and  Criminal,  and  Criminal  Law. 

At  this  Examination  the  Council  may  award  a  Studentship  of 
One  Hundred  Guineas  per  annum,  tenable  for  three  years,  to  the 
Student  who  passes  the  best  Examination  in  Subject  IV.^  and  obtains 
a  Certificate  of  Honour.  The  Council  will  not  award  a  Studentship 
if  the  result  of  the  Examination  be  such  as,  in  their  opinion,  not  to 
justify  the  award.  Where  Candidates  appear  to  be  equal,  or  nearly 
equal,  in  merit,  the  Council  may  divide  the  Studentship  between 
them  equally,  or  in  such  proportion  as  they  consider  just 

At  every  call  to  the  Bar  those  Students  who  have  obtained  Student- 
ships will  take  rank  in  seniority  over  all  other  Students  called  on  the 
same  day,  and  those  Students  who  have  obtained  Certificates  of 
Honour  will  take  rank  immediately  after  the  holder  of  a  Studentship 
called  on  the  same  day. 

The  Inn  of  Court  to  which  the  holder  of  any  Studentship  or  of  any 
Certificate  of  Honour  belongs  may,  if  desired,  dispense  with  any  Terms, 
not  exceeding  two,  that  may  remain  to  be  kept  by  such  Student  pre- 
viously to  his  being  called  to  the  Bar. 

Each  Student  proposing  to  submit  himself  for  Examination  will  be 
required  to  enter  his  name  in  fully  personally  or  by  letter,  at  the 
Treasurer's  or  Steward's  Offioe  of  the  Inn  of  Court  to  which  he  belongs, 
on  or  before  Monday,  the  5th  day  of  May  next ;  and  he  will  further 
be  required  to  state  in  writing  whether  his  object  in  oflfering  himself 
for  Examination  is  to  obtain  a  Certificate  preliminary  to  a  Call  to  the 
Bar,  or  whether  he  is  merely  desirous  of  passing  the  Examination  in 
any  one  or  more  of  the  subjects  of  Roman  Law,  Constitutional  Law 
and  Legal  History,  and  Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil  and  Criminal, 
and  Criminal  Law. 


The  Examination  will  conmienco  on  Monday  the  12th 
next,  and  will  be  continued  on  the  Tuesday,  Wednesday  and 
following. 


of  May 
'ursday 


Digitized  by 


C^oogle 


42 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[Jan.  11,  1902. 


It  will  takfi  plaoe  in  Limeolm*8  Irm  HaU;  and  the  doors  will  be 
dofled  Ten  Minutes  after  the  time  appointed  for  the  oommenoement 
of  the  Examinatioa. 

The  Ezamination  hj  Printed  Qnestioiis  will  be  oondocted  in  the 
following  Order : — 

Monday  Marmng^  l2Ui  May^  at  Ten,  on  Roman  Law. 

Monday  AfUirnoony  IWi  May,  at  Two,  on  Gonstitational  Law  and 

Legal  History. 
Tuetday  Morning^  I9th  May,  at  Ten,  on  Evidenoe,  Pioccdore,  and 

GnminalLaw. 
IWtiof  Aftemam,  IWi  May,  at  Two,  on  the  Law  of  Real  and 

Personal  Property  and  Oonyeyanoing. 
Wedfnetday  Morning,  lith  May,  at  Ten,  on  Law  and  Eqnity,  First 

Paper. 
Wedneaday  Afternoon,  14th  May,  at  Two,  on  Law  and  Eqnity, 

Seoond  Paper. 
TlKTMlay  Morning,  I5th  May,  at  Ten,  General  Paper  on  the  Law 

of  "ReeA  and  Personal  Property  and  Conveyancing,  and  Law 

and  Equity. 

The  Oral  Examination,  if  any,  will  be  oondactod  in  the  same  order, 
and  at  the  same  Honrs,  as  above  appointed  for  the  Examination  by 
Printed  Questions. 

The  ExAMnrxBS  in  Roman  Law  will  examine  in  the  following 
sulgeots:— 

I.  Souroes. 

IL  Slavery— Pa<na  Po/ettot— Husband  and  Wife^lZVftela— CWa. 
IIL  AnnliitiHii—PoMeiMO— Servitudes — Emphyteu9i9^M.origBkg^ 
lY.  Wm»-Jjeg8MeB—C}odMUi-'Fideieonmi$$a, 
y.  Intestacy  and  Insolvency  (in  outline  only). 
YL  Contracts. 
YIL  Delicts. 
Vni.  The  Formulary  and  Extra-ordinary  Procedure  (in  outline  only). 

The  ExAKnrxBS  in  Conbttfutional  Law  and  Lxoal  History  will 
ae  in  the  following  Subjects : — 

L  Oonstitutional  Law.  * 

(1)  The  Grown  and  the  Executive. 

(2)  The  Law  aod  Custom  of  Parliament 

n.  Legal  History. 


The  ExAMoms  in  EvmiNcn,  Pbooedubb  (Civil  and  Cbimikal),  and 
OBHOxrAL  Law  wiU  examine  in  the  following  subjects : — 

The  Elements  of  the  Law  of  Evidence. 

Procedure  in  a  Civil  Action  in  the  King's  Bench  Division. 

Procedure  preliminary  to    and  at  the  Trial  of   an  Ordinary 

Indictment. 
The  Elements  of  Criminal  Law. 
The  History  of  the  Criminal  Law,  of  Procedure  and  of  the  Law 

of  Evidence  during  the  Nineteenth  Century. 


The  ExAiamBS  in  the  Law  of  Rkal  and  Psbsonal  Propebtt  and 
CoNVETAiroiNO  will  examine  in  the  following  subjects : — 

Elements  of  the  Law  of  Real  and  Personal  Property  and  Con- 
Vendors  and  Purchasers  of  Land. 
Leases. 

The  Legislation  of  the  Nineteenth  Century  with  respect  to  Con- 
veyandng  and  Settled  Land. 

The  BxAMiHSBS  in  Law  and  Equtft  will  examine  in  the  following 
sub|oet8:« 

FmsT  Pafxb. 

Elements  of  the  Law  of  Contracts  and  Torts. 

Gaming  and  Wagering  Contracts.  ,    .      ,     ^    .     . 

The  Law  of  Husband  and  Wife  in  relation  to  Contracts  and 

Torts. 
Defamation. 


Sbookd  Paper. 
Trusts. 

Principles  of  Eqnity. 
Administration  of  Assets  on  Death. 
Law  of  Partnesship. 


N.B.— The  papers  in  any  of  the  above-named  Examinstioos  miy 
contain  questions  in  Jurisprudence  and  Private  International  Lav 
arising  out  of  tiie  subjeot-matter  of  such  Examination. 

The  above  SvbjecU,  except  as  to  the  General  Paper,  vfiR  he  examM 
woon  to  far  only  ae  treated  in  the  Ledwrea  and  daseet  rinee  Esim 
Term,  1900. 

The  Awards  upon  the  Trinity  Pass  Examination  will  be  aDnonneed 
at  the  Office  of  the  Council,  Lincoln's  Inn  Hall,  on  Tuesday, 
27th  May,  at  5.80  p.m.,  and  will  be  published  in  the  Tmt»  on 
Wednesday,  28th  May. 

Note. — ^The  Michaelmas  Examination  will  be  held  in  the  Gray's 
Inn  Hall,  14th,  15tii,  16th,  and  17th  October. 

Last  day  for  entry  of  names,  Monday,  6th  October. 

Maonaohtev, 

Chairman  of  CouneU  of  Legal  EdutoiUm. 

Alfred  G.  Mabteh, 

Chairman  of  Board  of  Studies. 

CouNoiL  Chamber,  Linooln's  Inn  Hall, 
Deeevuber,  IdOl. 


APPOINTMENT. 


January  3.  The  King  has  been  pleased  to  give  directions  fur  (he 
appointment  of  Anthony  Michael  Coll,  E*q^  M.A.,  B.C.L.  (At- 
torney General),  to  bo  one  of  His  Majesty's  Counsel  for  the  City 
and  Garrison  of  Gibraltar. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


John  Albert  Farnfield  and  Herbert  Henry  Pamfield  (J.  A  &  H.  R 
Famfield),  Solicitors,  20  Lower  Thames  Street,  by  mutual  coment  m 
from  December  31,  1901,  the  said  J.  A.  Famfield  retiring  fw" 
practice.  The  said  H.  E.  Famfield  wiU  continue  the  said  basiae* 
under  the  said  style  of  J.  A.  &  H.  £.  Farnfield. 

Albert  Gibson,  Arthur  WiUiam  Weldon,  and  Bdwtfd  Poww 
Bilbrough  (Gibson,  Weldon  &  Bilbrough),  SolicUora,  }^^^ 
Chambers,  27  Cliancery  Lane,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  DooeBwr 
31,  1901.  The  said  A.  Gibson  and  A.  W.  Weldon  will  cany  w 
business  as  Solicitors  at  Lonsdale  Chambers  aforesiid,  voder  m 
style  of  Gibson  &  Weldon.  E.  P.  Bilbrough,  in  conjunctum  y» 
W.  L.  Plaskitt.  M.A.,  LL.B.  Cantab,  and  Francii  J.  Plaslritt,  RA- 
Oxon.,  will  carry  on  business  at  8  Old  Jewry,  E.C.,  and  19  Linoonn 
Inn  Fields,  W.(3.,  under  the  style  of  Bilbrough  A  Plaskitts. 

Charles  Robert  Hancock  and  John  Nichols  (Bevan,  Hancock  k 
Nichols),  Solicitors,  Bristol,  by  mutual  consent,  December  31, 1901. 

Montague  KingrforJ,  William  Nurman  Wightwiok  and  Oedl 
Edward  Kinggford  (Kingsford,  Wightwick  &  Kingaford),  SoU^i 
Canterbury,  by  mutual  consent  so  far  as  concerns  VL  Kin^aww, 
December  31,  1901.  The  said  W.  N.  Wightwick  &  0.  E.  KingsRW 
will  continue  the  practice  upon  their  own  account. 

George  Watson  Neiah,  Bulmer  Howell,  and  John  EmWeton  lU- 
faxlane  (Neish,  Howell  &  Macfarlane),  Solicitors,  66  Watling  Stwg 
E.C.,  by  mutual  consent  so  far  as  regards  J.  E.  Mac&rlane,  ww 
retires  from  praotic?,  December  31, 1901. 

John  Edward  Prestage,  Ernest  J.  Scares,  Charles  BWeri<*  ^T 
field,  and  Edgar  Pre»tage  (Allen,  Prestage,  Scares  *  whitiwaA 
Solicitors,  Manchester,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  I>«»n»^»'^» '^d 
so  far  as  regards  E.  J.  Scares,  who  retires  from  the  firm,  ^ne  ijj 
J.  E.  Prestage,  C.  F.  Whitfield  and  E.  Prestage,  will  oontinne  ow 
I  practice  under  the  s^le  of  Allen,  Prestage  &  Whitfield. 
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CIRCUITS    OF   THE   JUDGES. 


The /Mowing  Judge  wiU  remain  in  Town: — Thb  Lobd  Chief  Justice  of  England,  during  the  whole  of  the 
Circuits;   the  other  Judges  tUl  their  respective  Commission  Days. 

NOTICE, — In  cases  where  no  note  is  appended  to  the  names  of  the  Cironit  Towns  both  Civil  and  Criminal  Bosiuess 
mnst  be  ready  to  be  taken  on  the  first  working  day;,  in  other  cases  the  note  appended  to  the  name  of  the  Circuit 
Town  indicates  the  day  before  which  Ciyil  Business  will  not  be  taken.  In  the  case  of  Circuit  Towns  to  which 
two  Judges  go  there  will  be  no  alteration  in  the  old  practice. 


Wbitar 

AmImi, 

1902. 


NOKTHUtir. 


S.  E^ncKS.   ,   N.  EA«TUur. 


MlBLAMD. 


Ihffs, 


musj. 

BuekmllJ, 


OfwUh'im  J. 
Wnght  J. 


Lawrance  J, 
Ridley  J, 


Sit,  Jon.  11 
MoodiT  13 
TutiMj  14 
WfdMidftj  15  * 

Tkondij     16 

t 

17  ' 

18  , 

20  j 

21  '■ 


Hantingdon 


Bnuse  J. 
Bighorn  J, 


OXIOBD. 


PhiUimore  J. 
JeifJ. 


S.  Waxm 

▲VD 

CBnTuu 


w* 


Cambridge 


▲ppUiy 
Ckriidc 


Kennedy  J. 


Winter 
Aidsot, 

1908. 


Walton  J,    i  J?/^^^?//    I     ^T^^ 
'  ChannellJ.    \         Days. 


HtTerfdwettj  Dolgellj 
•  •         ••     I  Carnarvon 


Larcatter 


Siiordaj 

fffrlurtday  22 
Thandftj     23 

Satnrdaj 

Toe^day 
Friday 

Tuesday 

Stturdaj 

iloD'iay 

ITedneriaj  12      Lirerpool  2 


Ipswich 


24 

25 

27 

28 

31 

3 

4 

8 

10 


Norwich 


lianohMter 

2 


Lampeter 
Carmarthen 


Brecon 


Chelmsford 


Ayletbnry 
Bedford 


I 


Beading 
Oxford 


Presteign 


Beaumaris 
Rath  in 


Mold 


Hertford 


'  Northampton 
I  Leicester       ; 


Woxceeter 


I 


Glonceiter 


Derizes 


Taunton 


Tkanday 

13 

Friiay 

14 

MoDday 

17 

rrilay 

21 

Nondaj 

24 

Tneidaj 

25 

SaL,  Mar. 

I 

Moodav 

3 

Tateday 

4 

Wedttcilay 

5 

Friiiv 

7 

Stturday 

8 

Tue*iay 

U 

TKufMiay 

13 

Saurlay 

15 

Lewes. 


. .     I  Oal^ham 
Newcastle  2     Lincoln 


•  •            •  • 

•  ■               •  • 

Maidstone 
•  •          •  • 

1     ..         .. 
1  Durham  2 

•  •          •• 

(End) 

Qnildford 

Vork  2 

K«ttiiigluun 

uth 
Hereford 


Shrewsbury 


Warwick 


Stafford  2 


(End> 


Leeds  2 


Birmiogham  2 
(End) 


Chester  2 


Weloesday  26 


CEii.I) 


Cardiff  2 
(End) 


Sat.,  Jan.  11 

Monday  13 

Tuesday  14 

..  '  I  Wednesday  15 

..     !  Thursday  16 

Dorchester     .  Friday  17 

..     I  Saturday  18 

..     I  Monday  20 

,.     I  Tue«lay  21 

,  Wednesday  22 

Thursday  23 

!  Friday  24 

I  Saturday  25 

'  Monday  27 

;  Tuesday  28 

I  Friday  31 

I  Mon.,  Feb.  3 

Tuesday  4 

Saturday  8 

Winchester  2    Monday  10 

Wednesday  12 

..     I  Thursday  13 

Friday  14 

Monday  17 

'  Friday  21 

I  Monday  24 

I  Tuesday  2 

Sat.,  Mar,       1 
I 
Monday  3 

I  Tuesday  4 

'  Wednesday  5 

!  Friday  7 

I  Satunlay  8 


Bodmin 
Exeter  2 


I 


Bristol  2 
(End) 


Tuesday  1 1 
Thursday  13 
Saturday  15 
Wednesday  26 
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Second  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  8yo.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postagre,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THE 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS    BJRJETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,   Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Uniirersity;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  CoUege, 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;    Holder  of  ue  First  Certificate  of  Honour,   Michaelmas,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Brett's  Comreyancine  Acts ;   Author  of  Brett* s  Bankruptcy  Act,  x88^  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooety. 
*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  ia  to  bring  into  Bpeoial  prominenoe  the  pfresent  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  ifait 
which  is  practically  obeolete,  so  far  as  it  is  neoeasary  to  enable  the  reader  to  undenitand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  carefol 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  oomprehensiye  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
contained  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  armngeo,  and  so 
contrived,  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts^  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
oonvenient  sise  of  the  volumes.*' — Solieiion'  Journal, 

''The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fidly  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  nt 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportanity 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  fte 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  wera  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  irameRW 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  nis  first  editioD,  bees 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legi8latore."n 
Law  Journal, 

"  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  ediiioBli 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  """^^  '*— 
Law  Note$, 


LoNDOir :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publi8HBE8,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 


Seventh  Edition.     Boyal  Svo.^  cloUi,  38s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  inclnding  the  Law  nnder  the 
Acts,  1888  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887  ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bilte  of  I 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  ArrangementB  1 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Ordeis  1 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,    Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

« In  spite  of  rivals,  Rcbson'i  Law  and  Praetute  in  Batiftrwpfoy— an  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  posittoii  ia  M 
litecatnre.  It  haa  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  tp«  ^rt  «» 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  BUla  of  Bale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  ttawj 
axe  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  np-KHuw 
text-book."— JCow  Time9. 

'•This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  oj^®  "S 
important  cases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  leaned  aotMr  m^ 
wisdom  of  keeping  hia  work  weU  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  ^"^ 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  aocoro  ra»"» 
editions  the  same  praise."— Xaw  Notes. 

Lohdon:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Poblishers,  7,  Fleet  Stbbet.  E.C. 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEGISTRABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


Ikn. 


Boca. 


Aptbal 
CouktIL 


J«o.  20 
»  21 
>.      22 

n  23 
»>  24 
»       25 


Mr.  Godfiraj  I  Mr.  R.  hm^ 

„    Pngh  i  „    B.  LeMh 

„    B.  LcMh  j  „    BmJ 

„    Bttl  ,  „    B.  Leuh 

„    Ywrmm  „    BmI 


Mb.  JusnoB 
Kbkbwioh. 


Mb.  Jdbtiob 
Btbbb. 


Mr.  King 
„    Chonk 
»    King 
ft    Glutroh 
..    King 
„    Ghnroh 


Mr.  Farmw 
„    QodSnf 


Mr.  Justicb 
Fabwbll. 


Godft^ 
Fanner 
Godfrey 


Mr.  jBckMm 
„    PonbertoD 
„    JackMm 
„    Pemberton 
„    jAokion 
„    Fttnberton 


Mr.  Justxob 

BUOXLBT. 


Mb.  Jdbtiob 

JOTOB. 


I     Mb.  JnanoB 

I  SWIXFBir  EXDT. 


I 


Mr.  Carrington 
t.    Pngh 
„    GarrlngtoQ 
»>    Pngh 
„    Garrfngton 
Pngh 


Mr.  W.  Leach 
„    aranraU 
„    W.  Leach 
,,    GreaweU 
„    W.  Leach 
„    Greswell 


Mr.  Ghmch 
.1    King 
„    GreaweU 
„    W.  Leach 
„    Pemberton 
„    Jackaon 


V  3fe  ScuUr  Vaeation  wiU  eomtMnce  on  FHday,  the  Kth  day  of  Marc\  and  terminaU  on  Tuetday,  the  Ut  day  of  April,  1902,  both  day  indutive:. 


SUPREME  COURT  FUNDS  RULE  17a. 


^IitheBij^t  Honoiuable  Hardinge  Stanley,  Earl  of  HaUbnry, 
M  Sgh  ChanooUor  of  Great  Britain,  with  the  conoarrenoe  of  the 
Ms  C<nmiaaioner8  of  His  Majesty's  Treasury,  do  hereby,  in  pur- 
Mneeofthe  powers  contained  in  the  Coort  of  Chancery  Fnnds  Act, 
W8,  Hw  Supreme  Goart  of  Judicature  Act,  1875,  The  Supreme 
tet  of  Judicature  (Funds,  &c.)  Act,  1888,  The  Supreme  Court  of 
•mknie  (Pkooednre)  Act,  1894,  and  every  other  power  enabling  me 
■fiiit  behiJi,  make  the  following  Bule  :— 

ifier  Bide  17  of  the  Supreme  Court  Funds  Bules,  1894,  the 
Hoting  Sole  shall  be  added :-- 

17k  UbImb  the  Court  shall  otherwise  direct,  or  a  Certificate  is 
hoed  from  the  (>>inmissioners  of  Inland  Bevenue  that  no  claim  on 
fnA  in  Court  is  made  bjr  them  in  respect  of  such  Income  Tax,  the 
~tt>ter  ihall  transfer  the  amount  of  tiie  Income  Tax  which  has 
10  deducted,  to  the  proper  Account  of  the  said  Commissioners  at 
fiiBlr,  UQder  the  pioyisions  of  Bule  52. 

Bale  shall  oome  into  operation  on  the  eleyenth  day  of 
■uy,  1902,  and  may  be  cited  as  the  Supreme  Court  Funds  Bule 
B;i7a. 

Rm  27th  of  December,  1901. 

(Signed)        HALSBUBY,  C. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


HILARY  EXAMINATION,  1902. 


ENERAL  EXAMINATION   OP  STUDENTS  OF  THE 
INNS  OF  COUBT, 

Sea  at  the  Middle  TempU  HdU,  llth,  l^h,  l^th  and  ^th 
December,  1901. 


FINAL  EXAMINATION 


CLASS  I. 


(Certificates  of  Honour.) 
^pbeU,  Bobert  Bonald,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Hogg,  Douglas  McGaiel,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

^^Tbs  Studentship  was  not  awarded.    It  would  haye  been 
"""udtoXr.  HoQQ  had  he  not  been  disqualified  by  age. 


CLASS  II. 

Blume,  Lionel,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Camell,  John,  Middle  Temple. 
Cowdell,  Arthur  Sellon,  Middle  Temple. 
Kelsey,  Edward  Lewisrumbell,  Inner  Temple. 
Lloyd,  John  Barclay,  Inner  Temple. 
Prior,  Arthur  Venn,  Inner  Temple. 
Saiyut,  Mom  Bajawongse,  Inner  Temple. 
Terrell,  Courtney,  Gray's  Inn. 

CLASS  III. 

Alexander,  William  Arthur,  Inner  Temple. 

Armitage,  Norman  Charles,  Inner  Temple. 

Bayly,  Francis  Treyelyan  Villiers,  Middle  Temple. 

Bentwioh,  Herbert,  Inner  Temple 

Bickmore,  Harry  (Christopher,  Gray  s  Inn. 

Bonsey,  Harold  Bobert,  Middle  Temple. 

Bray,  Charles,  Middle  Temple. 

Chandra,  Surendra  Nath,  Gray's  Inn. 

Cliffe,  Frederic,  Middle  Temple. 

Cohen,  Elisha  Arakie,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Conyers,  James  Beginald,  Inner  Temple. 

Cox,  Montagn  Hounsel,  Gray's  Inn. 

Ford,  Maurice  Edward,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Fox,  Charles  Vincent,  Inner  Temple. 

Gaskell,  John  Clare,  Middle  Temple. 

Graham,  George  Walford,  Inner  Temple. 

Hartog,  Gustave,  Middle  Temple. 

Hasan,  Syed  Sirajul,  Middle  Temple. 

Haworth,  Harold  Wilfred,  Inner  Temple. 

Heneage,  Claude  Walker,  Inner  Temple. 

Hylton-Foflter,  Harry  Braustyn  Hylton,  Inner  Temple. 

Irvine,  John  Henry,  Inner  Temple. 

Jager,  George  Harold,  Inner  Temple. 

Khan,  Abdul  Majid,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Le  Mesurier,  Cecil  John  Reginald,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Maopherson,  Walter  Charles  Gk)rdon,  Inner  Temple. 

Moran,  Clarence  Gabriel,  Inner  Temple. 

Palmer,  Thomas  George  Francis,  Middle  Temple. 

Payne,  Roger,  Inner  Temple. 

Peirson,  Joseph  Waldie,  Inner  Temple. 

Pierre,  Alexander  Puloherie,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Pirkis,  Frederick  Ohandos  Lyne,  Inner  Temple. 

Prichard,  Herbert  William,  Gray's  Inn. 

Bamsay-Fairfax-Lucy,  Henry  William,  Middle  Temple. 

Raza,  Syed  Alay  Ali,  Middle  Temple. 

Salih,  Syed  MaUomed,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Sen,  Surendra  Nath,  Gray's  Inn.  ^^  j 

Sharma,  Lakshmi  Narain,  Gray's  Inn.       ,     (  -,  O  O  CT I P 

Sheikh,  MonuvwerK)od-Deen,  Middle  TemPfe.^^^^X  *^^ 
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ShivcB,  John,  Middlo  Temple. 
Singh,  Kanwar  Harnam,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Singh,  Kbazan,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Stanley,  Arthur  Lynlph,  Inner  Temple. 
Stringer,  Charles  Edward  Wolfe,  Middle  Temple. 
Stmben,  Charles  Frederick  William,  Inner  Temple. 
Swinbnrn,  George  William  Postans,  Inner  Temple. 
Thompson,  Arthur  Henry,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Tippetts,  Sydney  Atlerbury,  Inner  Temple. 
Unaerdown,  Harry  Charles  Baillie,  Inner  Temple. 
Unwin,  Beg^ald,  Inner  Temple. 
-  White,  Beginald  Julius,  Inner  Temple. 
Williams,  David  (No.  2\  Middle  Temple. 
Wise,  William  Clunie,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Wontner,  Rupert  John  Blanchard,  Inner  Temple. 

Examined,  92.    Passed,  64. 

Note. — Four  Candidates  were  ordered   not  to  be  admitted 
examination  again  until  the  Trinity  Examination,  1902. 


for 


The  following  Students  passed  in  Roman  Law : — 

CLASS  I. 

Mitter,  Brajendra  Lai,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Parry,  Thomas  Henry,  Inner  Temple. 
Pearson,  Herbert  Grayhurst,  Inner  Temple. 

CLASS  IL 

Chryssafinis,  Nicolas  George,  Middle  Temple. 
D'Egville,  Howard  Herret,  Middle  Temple. 
Elliott,  Frederick  Barnard,  Inner  Temple. 
Gwyer,  Maurice  Linford,  Inner  Temple. 
Harnett,  Edward  8t  Clair,  Gray's  Inn. 
Keith,  Arthur  Berriedale,  Inner  Temple. 
Khan,  Mirza  Hussein,  Inner  Templa 
Marks,  Harry  Ceoil,  Inner  Temple. 
Marshall,  Arthur  Harold,  Gray's  Inn. 
Maurice,  Henry  Gascoyen,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Nanco,  Bobert  John,  Gray's  Inn. 
Reyntiens,  Nicholas  Seifie,  Inner  Temple. 
Russell,  Arthur  Claude  Hamilton,  Inner  Temple. 
Rassell,  Earl,  Gray's  Inn. 
Sen,  Harendra  Nath,  Gray's  Inn. 
Solomon,  Lawrence,  Linooln's  Inn. 
SutherUoid,  Donald  Gkorge,  Middle  Temple. 
Trickett,  Wilfrid  Richard,  Middle  Temple. 
Watkin,  Richard  Hughes,  Gray's  Inn. 
Watmough,  Frank  Cuthbert,  Middle  Temple. 
Wood-Smith,  Henry  Stephen,  Lincoln's  Iim. 

CLASS  m. 

Alabaster,  Chaloner  Grenville,  Inner  Temple. 

Alderson,  Ralph  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 

Atkinson,  Robert  Hugh  Montgomery  Buddie,  Middle  Temple. 

Baerlein,  Percy  Herbert  Arthur,  Middle  Temple. 

Bahree,  Amin  Chand,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Benson,  Edward  Lionel,  Grab's  Inn. 

Berkeley,  Henry  Segrave,  Middle  Temple. 

Black,  Charles  Orofton,  Middle  Temple. 

Booth,  Sydney  Russell,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Rose,  Sudhansu  Mohan,  Gra^s  Inn. 

Bralmer,  George  Norman,  Middle  Temple. 

Burgis,  Edwin  Cooper,  Gray's  Inn. 

Bume,  Sambrooke  Arthur  Higgins,  Inner  Temple. 

Byles,  Cecil  Maurice  Barnard,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Channell,  Arthur  Willoughby  Trevelyan,  Inner  Temple. 

Cheron,  Andr^  Linooln's  Inn. 

Church,  John  William,  Inner  Temple. 

Churchill,  Gordon  Seton,  Inner  Temple. 

Clinch,  Frederick  Arnold,  Middle  Temple. 

Copinger,  Harold  Bernard,  Middle  Temple. 

Crawford,  Stanley  Charles  Russell,  Inner  Temple. 


Croysdale,  John  Hawkshaw,  Inner  Temple. 
Dayis,  Orlando  James  Henry,  Gray's  Inn. 
Dorman,  Bedford  Lockwood,  Inner  Temple. 
FarweH,  Charles  Whitbread,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Finn^  James  William,  Middle  Temple. 
Fulton,  Eustace  Cecil,  Middle  Temple. 
Ghose,  Hem  Chandra,  Gray's  Inn. 
Gibbon,  Edward  Llewellyn  Lloyd,  Inner  Temple. 
Hastings,  Patrick  Gardiner,  Middle  Temple. 
Hazlerigg,  Sir  Arthur  Grey,  Bart.,  Inner  Temple. 
HenderMm,  Ian  Macdonald,  Uncoln'f  Inn. 
Howell,  Conrad  Meredyth  Hinds,  Middle  Temple. 
Jenks,  Shirley  Hatton,'Middle  Temple. 
Jones,  George,  Gray's  Inn. 
Jones,  Harry,  Middle  Temple. 
Khan,  Mina  M^di,  Inner  Temple. 
King,  James  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 
Lancaster,  Henry,  Inner  Temple. 
Lewis,  Henry  William,  Middle  Temple. 
Lewis,  Lewis,  Middle  Temple. 
Lloyd,  John  Conway,  Inner  Temple. 
MarshuBdl,  George  McLean,  Inner  Temple. 
Alarshall,  Richard  Lucas,  Middle  Temple. 
Martindell,  Ernest  Walter,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Mattey,  Arthur  Graham,  Middle  Temple. 
Muttylall,  Benoor  Gopan,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Nightingale,  Percy  Athelstan,  Middle  Tempb. 
OBbome,  Ernest  Ronald,  Gray's  Inn. 
Page,  Richard,  Middle  Temple. 
Roundel],  Christopher  Foulis,  Inner  Temple. 
Sharma,  Lakshmi  Chand,  Gray's  Inn. 
Sheriff,  Syed  Mohammed,  Middle  Temple. 
Stephens,  Thomas  Smithson,  Linooln's  Lm. 
Sutlierland-GrsBme,  Patrick  Neale,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Watt,  Ernest  Loraine,  Inner  Temple. 
Weldl,  Matthew  Richard,  Inner  Temple. 
Whitfield,  Allan  Bertrand,  Middle  Temple. 
Zal,  Tehmuras  Dadabhoy,  Middle  Temple. 

Examined,  118.    Passed,  83. 


The  following  Students  passed  in  Comtitudondi  Lav^ 
Legal  History : — 

CLASS  1. 
No  Award. 

CLASS  IL 

Aronson,  Victor  Rees,  Inner  Temple. 
Baker,  Harold  Trevor,  Inner  Temple. 
Belloo,  Hilaure  Joseph  Peter  Reu^  Gray's  Inn. 
Beyan-Petman,  Bertram  Amor,  Inner  Temple. 
Bose,  Sudhansu  Mohan,  Gray's  Inn. 
Chaudhuri,  Amiya  Nath,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Cohen,  George  Hubert,  Inner  Temple. 
Dastur,  Kaikohad  Bhicaji,  Gray's  Inn. 
Goldberg,  Herbert  William,  Inner  Temple. 
Mattey,  Arthnr  Graham,  Middle  Temple. 
Megarry,  Robert  Lindsay,  Inner  Temple. 
Cakes,  William  John,  Gray's  Inn. 
Palmer,  Herbert  Richmond,  Middle  Temple. 
Rciss,  Godfrey  Emil,  Inner  Temple. 
Roberts,  Harold,  Inner  Temple. 
Yanghan,  Percy  Cecil,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

CLASS  III. 

Ahsan-ul-Haq,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
All,  Murtaza,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Andrew,  Edwyn  Silverlock,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Baker,  Gerald  Percival,  Inner  Temple. 
Beachcroft,  Philip  Maurice,  Inner  Templa 
Bentwioh,  Herbert,  Inner  Temple. 
Blake,  Henry  Harvey,  Linool ' 
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Bonham-Carter,  Francis  Hugh,  Inner  Temple. 

Borne,  Sambrooke  Arthur  Biggins,  Inner  Temple. 

GttiT,  Cecil  Thomas,  Inner  Temple. 

Day,  Francis  Henry  Goryton,  Inner  Temple. 

Dibb^  Christopher  Ernest,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Dudley-Ward,  William,  Inner  Temple. 

Falkner,  George  William,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Fulton,  Eustace  Cecily  Middle  Temple. 

Gadgil,  Gk>Yind  Kashinath,  Lincoln's  Iim. 

Gell^  Pierre  Francois  Alfred,  Middle  Temple. 

Ghote,  Hem  Ghandia,  Oray's  Inn. 

GimbleU,  William  Henry,  Middle  Temple. 

Gomez,  Frederick  Isidore,  Middle  Temple. 

Hirtley,  Gedl  Stewart,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Hartley,  David  Harvey  Johann,  Middle  Temple. 

Hepworth,  Gleorge  Maaeraye,  Inner  Temple. 

Hewlett,  John  Efardy,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Holt,  Philip  Doming,  Inner  Temple. 

Horton,  Albert,  Middle  Temple. 

Kershaw,  PhiUp  Southwell,  Inner  Temple. 

Molteno,  Clifford  William  Blenkins,  Inner  Temple. 

Nm&oo,  Robert  John,  Gray's  Inn. 

Nenlle-Bagot,  William  Hugh,  Inner  Temple. 

Nicholls,  Harold  Al&od  Al&rd,  Lincoln's  tun. 

OBbome,  Ernest  Ronald,  Gray's  Inn. 

Fktker,  Sbamrao  Sakharam,  Middle  Temple. 

PearBon,  Herbert  Grayhurst,  Inner  Temple. 

Pile,  Thomas  Arthur  John,  Middle  Temple. 

Ridges,  Edward  Waveli,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Russell,  Arthur  Claude  Hamilton,  Inner  Temple. 

Simpson,  Richard  Jefferson,  Middle  Temple. 

Singh,  Eanwar  Maharaj,  Middle  Temple. 

Stotft,  William  Murray,  Inner  Temple. 

Sutherland-Graeme,  Patrick  Neale,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Thvsfield,  Edwctfd  Philip,  Inner  Temple. 

Tapper,  Geoffrey  William  Henry,  Lincoln's  Inn, 

Williams,  Ralph  Angustin,  Inner  Temple. 

Examined,  95.    Poased,  60. 

One  Candidiite  was  ordered  not  to  be  admitted  for  exaoiinatiou 
igiis  mtil  the  Trinity  Examination,  1902. 


Tiie  foUowing  Siadeats  passed  a  satisfactory  Examination  in 
Evidence,  Procedure  (jOivil  and  Criminal),  and  Criminal  Law : 

CLASS  I. 

Hartley,  Cecil  Stewart,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Hewait,  Gordon,  Inner  Temple. 
I     Lloyd,  John  Barclay,  Inner  Temple. 

I  CLASS  IL 

Bentwich,  Herbert,  Lmer  Temple. 

Biluuma,  Jehsmghr  Cowaqi,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Bretherton,  OyrU  Herbert  Emanuel,  Gray's  Inn. 

Bmoe,  Ihederio  Donnison,  Inner  Temple. 

Oameron,  William  Scott,  Middle  Temple. 

Oohen,  George  Hubert,  Inner  Temple. 

Graham,  George  Walford,  Inner  Temple. 

Hasan,  Syed  Abid,  Middle  Temple. 

Hohnes,  Aubroy,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Home,  Frank  Abinsfleld,  Gray's  Inn. 

Laneworthy,  Geoffrey  Parker,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Le  Conte,  Jules  Louis,  Middle  Temple. 

Hitter,  Brajendra  Lai,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

More,  Jasper  Frederick,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Norvill,  Frederic  Haryey,  Inner  Temple. 

Pickeriog,  Qeorge  Hunter,  Inner  Temple. 

Beisd,  Qod&ey  Emil,  Inner  Temple.  '' 

Soton,  Christopher  Elphinstone,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Todd,  Ernest,  Inner  Temple. 

VTslker,  John  Ewart,  Inner  Temple. 


Wason,  Rigby,  Middle  Tcmplo. 
Young,  Edward  Hilton,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

GLASS  III. 

Azii,  Abdul,  Inner  Tomple. 
Baillie,  George  Edwin,  Linooln'd  Ion. 
Baker,  Gerald  Percival,  Inner  Temple. 
Beachcroft,  Philip  Maurice,  Inner  Temple. 
Boyle,  Edward  Gurney,  Inner  Temple. 
Church,  John  William,  Inner  Tomple. 
.  Cock,  John  Lucius  Astley,  Inner  Temple. 
Cree,  Donald  Charles  Ludlow,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Das,  Harnam,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Deen,  Mohamed  Jalalud,  Inner  Temple. 
Erie,  Christopher,  Inner  Temple. 
Fotheringham,  Alexander,  Middle  Temple. 
Freeman,  Horace,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Gadeil,  Goyind  Kashinathf  Lincoln's  Itni, 
Geddes,  James  Richard  Congreve  Hildebrand,  Inner  Tomple. 
Ghose,  Hem  Chandra,  Gray's  Inn. 
Gtower,  Ivon  Llewellyn  Owen,  Lincoln's  lua. 
Hakim,  Abdul,  Gray's  Inn. 
Hawley,  Henry  Cuaack  Wingfield,  Inner  Temple. 
Henderson,  Arthur  Henry,  Middle  Teraplo. 
Hooper,  Lewis  John  Eric,  Inner  Temple. 
Hughes,  Robert  Percy,  Middle  Temple. 
Hyde,  Edwin,  Middle  Temple. 
Khairaz,  Gnliamhusein  Eahimtula,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Khan,  Ehtesham  Ali,  Middle  Temple. 
Kirlew,  Thomas  Oliver,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Lewis,  John  Percy,  Middle  Temple. 
Lobo,  Paschal  Coustantine,  Gray's  Inn. 
Metzler,  Ernest,  Middle  Temple. 
Moss,  Frederick  Wood  Collins,  Inner  Temple. 
Nayalkar,  Moresh  Warvinayak,  Inner  Temple. 
Page,  Richard,  Middle  Temple. 
Rittner,  George  Hermann,  Inner  Temple, 
Roberts,  Harold,  Inner  Temple. 
Rogerson,  Wi/liam  Drought,  Inner  Temple. 
Rorich,  Charles  WiUiam,  Middle  Temple. 
Sconce,  Herbert  William,  Inner  Tomple. 
Sharma,  Lakshi  Narain,  Gray's  Inn. 
Sherifi^  Syed  Mohammed,  Middle  Temple. 
Singh,  Autar,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Stuart,  William  Murray,  Inner  Temple. 
Thomas,  Arthur  Augustus,  Inner  Temple. 
Tindal-Atkinson,  Edward  Hale,  Middle  Temple. 
Webster,  Thomas  Scott  Cliff,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Williams,  William  Harry,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Examined,  95.         Passed,  70. 

Note. — Two  Candidates  were  ordered  not    to  be   admitted 
Examination  again  until  the  Trinity  Examination,  1902. 


for 


By  Order  of  the  Council, 

(Signed)  Alfbed  G.  Marten, 


Chairm'in  pro  tern. 


Council  Chambbb,  Lincoln's  Inn, 
lie^  January.  1902. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

January  8.  The  King  has  been  ploased  to  give  directions  for  the 
appointment  of  John  Page  Middletou,  Esq.  (Puisne  Judge  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Cyprus),  to  be  a  Puisne  Justice  of  the  Bupremo 
Court  of  the  Island  of  Ceylon. 

January  3.  The  King  has  been  pleased  to  appoint  Mr.  Basil  Scott, 
Barrister-at-Law,  ta  be  Advocate-General  for  tbe  Presidency  of 
Bombay,  in  8UCc:;3sion  to  Mr.  Basil  Laag,  Uarri-ter-at-Law, 
retired. 
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Second  Edition,  tliorouglily  Revised.    Demy  8vo.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  38s. 
Cash  Price,  30s.  Cposta^re,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THE 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS    BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.   London  Universitv;   B.A«,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin ;    Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity ;    Holder  of  ue  First  Certificate  of  Honour,   Michaelmas,  1869 ; 
Joint  Author   of  Gierke   and  Bretf  s  Conveyandnfl^  Acts ;   Author  of  Brett* s  Bankruptcy  Act,   1883,  and  of 
Leading^  Cases  in  Modem  Equity;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  speoial  prominence  the  present  and  liying  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  thit 
which  is  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  pieeent  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
revision.  .  .  .  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
contained  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
contrived,  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  conmiended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
convenient  sisee  of  the  volumes." — Solicitors*  Journal. 

**The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appecutmce,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  .  .  Mr.  Brett  ii 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  oat 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  th% 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  were  m- 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  nnmeiDot 
Acts  which  have,  since  itie  publication  of  his  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legislature."- 
Law  Journal. 

"  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  editioD  ii 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last 
Law  Notei. 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishees,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.G. 


Seventh  Edition.     Royal  Svo.,  doth,  38s. 


ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Contaming  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankrnptcj^ 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  with 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Bules,  Orders  and 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  d;c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON.    Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

**  In  spite  of  rivals,  BobwiCs  Law  and  Practice  in  Bankruptcy — an  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought — maintains  its  position  in  leg 
literature.    It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.    The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  Act  am 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.    The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Bale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.    Beyond  this  ther« 
are  no  changes.    The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  np-to-dfttf 
teix.irhook,**^Law  Times. 

'*  This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  oonsidering  that,  in  consequence  of  the  msnj 
important  oases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  learned  author  on  tne 
wisdcm  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  work  should 
be  withont  it ;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  oonxse  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  sooocd  future 
editiona  tiie  same  praise." — Law  Notes, 


LovDON :  WILLIAM  CLOWES 


&  SOKS|  LmiTBD,  Law  Ptolishbbb,  7,  Fleet  Sxbekt^  E.O, 
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THE   COUNTY  AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-10OO. 

Together  with  the  Special  Constables  Acts;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts 3  the  Lock-up   Houses  Acts;   the  Police 

Rates  Acts ;  the  High  Constables  Act ;  the  Riot  Damages  Act ;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 

Property  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Qovemment  Act. 

With  Introduction,   Notes  and  Index. 

By  XSlTXSlLiinNr  O.  ^Nl.  ClLRiyilCECiLElLi,   ^Nl.S^.  (Oxon.)f 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Gircnit,  Barrister-at-Law. 

"Mr.  GunkliMl  hM  nropUed  «  dftdded  want  In  the  prattnk  ▼olmne.''— £a«o  Tiwut, 

"The  book  will  be  «  T»liiable  addttioii  to  the  Uw  libnoy  of  erery  police  Authority.*'— l\>Uee  Rwiem, 


London:  WILLLAlM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  KO. 
Third  Bdition,  thoroaghly  Beviaed.  Demy  Sra,  eloth,  108. 

THE   LAW  OF  COPYRIGHT, 

XKCLUDIITQ 

The  AMESIOAN  OOFTBIOHT  ACT,  the  BEBNE  CONVENTION,  the  consequent  OBDEB  IN  OOITNOIL 

And  Cases  to  Date.    Also  Reference  to,  and  Explanation  of,  the  Castoms  Act  of  1876  Relatinflr  to  the 
Importation  of  Pirated  Editions  of  En^h  Copyright  Books  by  the  British  Colonies. 

By  THOMAS    EDWARD   8CRUTTON,   M.A.,  LL.B.,   Barrister-at-Law, 

AMior  4^  «2%a  MenkatU  Shiwtng  Act,  1894,"  '' OuurterparUM  and  BOU  of  LoMnQr  ^>  o/nd 
Leeti¥/nr  in  Chmmon  Law  to  the  Ineorporaied  Law  Society. 

"We  think  it  is  not  only  the  easieBt,  bat  the  most  nsefol  and  praotioal  work  on  oopyright." — Law  Quarterly  Bevimo. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 

Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  27s.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date^  1899. 
%*  The  Supplement  can  be  had  separately,  limp  oloth»  28. 0d. 

DJBLRSir    and    SOSAMQUSrr 

ON  THE 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

S3100JTJD    EIDITIOlsr- 
BT 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.C.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCH  ANT,  Barrister-at-Law. 

'*  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqaet's  Treatise  on  the  Statates  of  Limita- 
tioDB.  Bnrinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  having 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  hw  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  the 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  the 
Trnstee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  momfy,  or  settle  manv  points  relating  to 
the  Uinitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  Mr. 
Bonoiqnet.  The  l^al  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examination 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  reliable 
gnide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  follows 
i^nbfitantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  r^urd  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  it  has 
Income  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  lo  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  Quarterly  Review. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitrd,  Law  Publibhebs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.Cj[c 
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NOW  BEADT.    Third  Edition.    Eoj&l  8to.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26«.,  dotih ;  for  cash,  21«.  (postage  7d.). 

THE  RELATIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 


Sy     EDGAR     FOJL, 

Of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barristor-Ai-Law. 


•▲■ItfMlaMtmllMonlhaiiiodtfnlinroritfidlMdand  imanL^-^-aaioUvrt^  Jau/rndk 
^PHluptlliBBioitliBpQrtaiiiirwkantiilttiniicfaaf  OmUwit^^  yttiB."— Imo  r<MCt. 


LoNDOisr:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lnana),  Law  Publishers,  7,  Plmt  Stekbt,  E.O. 

Second  and  greatly  improved  Edition.    Demj  Syo.,  cloth,  6$, 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

A  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Dnties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  nsed  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferences  to  Decisions. 

By     SS.     HARRIS, 

OV  TBI  LMAOT  AMD  BUOOWSIOV  MTTT  DXPABXimT,  BOimSSr  BOITSB. 


*<In  the  Moond  adiiton  ...  we  see  At  «  gUnoe  the  inddeaoe  of  the  English  Death  Duties.  .  .  .  ShouU  prove  of  great  service  for  ready  reftreooa.*— law  Tima. 
"  We  tender  our  shwe  of  thanks  to  Mr.  Hanis,  whose  competence  to  do  the  work  he  has  undertaken  to  tmdoabted."— Jceoimtaia. 
•*  We  oondder  the  work  to  one  of  great  practical  valoe  to  soUdtora."— JricJk  Law  TivMt. 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <k  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Cheap  XSdition.    lUtistrated.    1  voL,  demy  Svo.,  oloth,  IDs. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB,    8EBJEANT   PULLING, 

Containing  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Courts  at  Westminstar 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  legem--the  Iniu 
of  Court — ^the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bendi  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  on 
the  old  Institution. 

«  A  mammient  of  well-digetted  research.  ...  An  important  oontribation  to  the  history  of  the  Bench  and  Bar  of  Kngiand." 

2 — JttiMlrafacI  LtmOm  Nem, 

London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.O. 

Boyal  ISmOb,  olotli*  19b.  6dL 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AlOiNDMENT  AOT,'  1898. 

W  th  Notes  and  Oroa  Befeiences  and  an  Appendix  oontaininff  sooh  existing  Statntes  Qndadinsr  the  FabUo  Health  (Londcn)  Aot,  IS91, 
as  still  alEBQt  building  operations  withhi  the  Admiidstrative  Ooon^  of  London;  also  the  Bye-Uns,  Besnlations  ard 
OideiB  of  the  London  Ckranty  Oooncil  and  of  the  Oommissionen  of  Sewers  of  the  Olty  of  LoMoa. 

By  W.  BTTSSBIiL  OBIFFITHS,  IJ[i.B.. 

*     CyOs^Msr  2^p^  JWfor  o/<«2%6  AfoMssiZsg^ 

FBANOIS   W.   FBMBBB.   BLA., 

Of  IAmoM9  hm,  DrofUmam  rf  ihe  BOL  a§  cHgMOy  Mrod^ued  Mo  Os  Bourn  cf  OommomM. 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Ldotid,  Law  Publiseou^  7.  Fleet  Street,  £.& 
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COUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COtJET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


JUL  AMY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


ROTA  OF  BEGISTSARS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK, 


Din, 


Rota. 


Appeal 
CoxmtlL 


Jan.  27 
»        28 

30 

..    31 ; 

Feb.      I  I 


Ur.  Jackson 
„    Fembertan 
„    King 
„    Cbonh 
,,    W.  Lesch 
„    GresweU 


Mr.  FArmer 
God&ey 
Farmer 
Gkidfrey 
Farmer 
Godfrey 


Ms.  JcrsTicB     I     Mr.  Jcstick 


KXKSWICH. 

Mr.  Qreawell 
„    W.  Leach 
„    GresweU 
„    W.  Jjnych  ' 
„    GrosweU 
.,    W.  Leach 


By  ass. 


Ms.  JcsTtcB     I     Ma.  JusncE 

FaBWBIJU  fiiTCKI.ST. 


-I-- 


Mr.  Church  '    Mr.  Pogh           I  Mr.  Beal 

,,    King  „    CaningtoD  |  „    R.  Loach 

„    Chnrch  „    Pugh  „    Beal 

„    King  I      »    CarringtoD  •  „    B.  Leadi 

„    Church  ,,    Pngh  „    Beal 

„    King  I    "„    CMTlnglon  I  ,.    R.  Leach 


Mb.  Justice 

JOTCI. 


Mr.  FembeTton 
M    Jackaon 
„    Pemhertoa 
„    Jackson 
,,    PemberloD 
„    Jackson 


Mb.  JcflTTc* 
SwisFKs  Eaoy. 


Mr.  Carrlngtoo; 
If    Pngh 
„    R.  Leach 

„    0odfireiy 

„     Farmer 


■FRi 


%•   71^5  Kaster  VacaiionwUl  commence  on  Friday,  the  2^th  day  of  MmcX  and  terminate  on  Taesdat/^  the  lU  day  of  April,  19U3,  both  days  inclusic^:. 


OFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED,      said  J.  W,  Martin  and  F.  W.  Martin  will  continue  to  carry  on  the 

*  -  -  business  under  the  style  of  Martin  &  Martin. 

Alexander  Beale,  John  Wessley  Slartin,  and  Frederick  Wiliam  Albert  Hamilton  Godfrey  and  Bobert  Augustus  Dan  vers  (Jul!, 
Hirtin  (Bcale  &  Martin),  Solicitors,  ReafUng,  Berka,  by  mutual  1  Godfrey  &  Danvers),  Solicitors,  23  Queen  Anne's  Gale,  Westminster, 
cooseiit  as  from  December  31,  1901,  as  far  as  concerns  A.  Bt'alc.    The  \  by  mutual  consent  as  froia  December  31, 1901. 


NOW  READY.     Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  27a.  6i. ;  cash  price,  22«. 
LELY    AND    PEARCE'S    "AGRICULTURAL    HOLDINGS." 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  ACTS,  1883  &  1900, 

AND  OTHER 

I    Agricultural  Statutes,  Including  the  Game,  Distress,  and  Workmen's  Compensation  Acts, 
Arranged,  with  Notes  and  Forms,  by  J.  M.  LELY,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Editor  of  "  WoodfalFs  Law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant";  and 

W.  HANBURY    AGGS,  Barrister  -  at  -  Law. 

BEING  A  THIRD  EDITION   OF  LELY  AND   PEARGE'S  "AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS." 


London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Poblishkbs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.G. 

Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  15s. 

the  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGLAND 


So  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating   Liquors,  including  the   Intoxicating 
Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 


I  WITH   A    FULL   APPENDIX    OF  STATUTES. 

By  JOHN  BRUCE  WILLLAJISON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  Noi-th-Eastern  Circuit,  Barristcr-at-Law. 

^c-tS^^  ^  *  ^^^  ^^^  valuable  contribution  to  the  law  as  to  licences."— /^w 
"Weontboroaghly  recommend  the  book  to  all  pracationera  enptaged  In  llcenslnir 


«r.  nuiumsons  work   tleserTcs   the  highest  commendation  for  the  thorongh 


knowledge  of  hfa  subject  which  the  author  has  andonbtedly  brought  to  his  explanation 
of  ihe  liiw  aad  the  clearness  and  conciseness  of  the  language  In  which  his  elucidation 
is  couched. " — Ma  nchester  Gua  rdian. 

"  The  law  of   licencing   has  neyer  before  been  set  ont  so  dearly  and  compre- 
hensively."— Law  Quarterly  Heview. 


I»0}!rDON; 


WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C, 

Digitized  by  00®¥lC 
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NOW  BEADY.    Demy  Sra,  dotih,  18f. 


THE   COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-1900. 

Togetlier  with  the  Special  Constables  Acts ;  the  Parish  Oonstables  Acts ;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts ;  the  Police 

Rates  Acts;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Biot  Damages  Act;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 

Property  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Goyemment  Act. 

With  IntrodticHonf   Notes  and  Indeoc 

By  XSlTXSlLiinNr  O.  ^NK.  CSJXNOGBLlLmZA.   ^N1.1L.  (Oxon.)f 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Cironit,  Barrtster-at-lAW. 

**lCr.  CiTiBkhfil  hM  nmpUfld  a  decided  want  in  the  preeent  ▼olmne."— 24«o  Timtt. 

"Hm  book  wiU  be  A  Taliuble  addttion  to  the  Uw  Ubnuy  of  erexy  police  Mtharity."— Pli»Uot  Bwiem, 

Lovdon:  WTTJJAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Flbbt  Stubt,  E.O. 
Thizd  Bditlon,  thoroughly  Bavised.  Demy  8vo.,  eloth,  108. 

THE   LAW   OF   COPYRIGHT, 

iNCLUDora 

The  AHESIOAN  OOFTBIOHT  AOT^the  B£BNE  OOlTYEirTION,  the  oonseqtient  OBDEB  IN  OOUNOE 

And  Cases  to  Date.    Also  Referenee  to,  and  ExpUmation  of,  the  Customs  Act  of  1876  Relattng  to  the 
Importation  of  Pirated  Editions  of  Enirlish  Copyright  Books  by  the  British  Colonies. 

By  THOMAS    EDWARD   8CRUTTON,   M.A.,  LL.B.,   Barrister-at-Law, 

AMor  rf  *'n«  Menha$d  SMwhg  JLA,  1894,"  "*  OkofterparHei  and  340$  cf  Lading,'*  ^  and 
Leetwnr  in  Chmmon  Law  to  the  Ineorporated  Law  Socidif. 

«  We  think  it  ii  not  oidy  the  easiest,  bat  the  most  neef ol  and  praotioal  work  on  copyright.'' — Law  Quarterlif  Bmriew, 

London:  WILLLAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Flxet  Stbbibt,  E.O. 

Second  Editionp  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  278.  ed.y  including  Supplement,  with  Casee  to  Date^  1899. 
%*  The  Sapplemeiit  oan  be  had  separately,  limp  dioih,  Ss.  0d. 

DARBir    and    SOSAMQUEX 

ON  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 


IN 


ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SHOOJTD   BiiDia?ioisr- 

BT 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

"  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limita- 
tions. Dmine  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  snbject  of  it  haviog 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitiona  to 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  the 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Real  Prop^y  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  the 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — ^and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opuiion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  manv  points  relating  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  coUeagae  of  Mr. 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examinaiioD 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  of  a  reliable 
guMe  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  follows 
substantially  ttiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  it  htf 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  Quarterly  Bevieta. 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitkd,  Law  Publishsbs,  7,  Fi 


;^Bei§^^- 
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COUfiT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION, 

HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 
BQTA  OF  BEGI8TRAIIS  IN  ATTENDANOE  IN  THE  ENSQING  WEEK. 


DAfB. 


ir«diy,     Feb. 
TtaBKkj     „ 

sitBTdir     „ 


EMEEaKTOT 

BOTA. 


Mr.  Fanner 
„    Godtny 

«,    Chiurb 
.>    Elog 
„    B.  Leadi 


Afteal        ,     Ms.  JusnoK 
GoumT  XL       !       KxKiwioB. 


Mr.  Church 
.,    King 
,t    Church 
»»    King 

„    Church 
M    King 


Mr.  Jackson 
„    Pemherton 
M    Jackaon 
„    Ptenbeitoa 
„    Jackaon 
M    Pemberion 


Mb.  Jubtici 
Btbite. 


Mr.  W.  Leach 
M    Greswell 
„    W.  Leach 
M    OreswttU 
„    W.  Leach 

iM    Gx«iweU 


Mb.  Jcbticb 
Fabwbll. 


Mr.  B.  Leach 
,p    Beal 
„    B.  LeMh 
..    Beal 
„    B.  Ij«ich 


Mb.  Jcsticb 

B0CBLBT. 


Mr.  Godfrey 
M  Fanner 
„  Oodfrex 
„  Fanner 
„  Godfrey 
,t    Farmer 


Mb.  JC0TTCB 
JOTCB. 


Mb.  JcmoB 


Mr.  Carrhigton 
..    Pugh 
H    Carrington 
,.    Pugh 
n    CarrlngloD 
M    pQgh 


Mr.  Oreewell 
..    W.  Leach 
,1    Pembertun 
„    Jackeon 
..    Pngh 
„    Carriugton  i 


•/  The  Easter  Vacation  wiU  commence  oa  Fridaif,  the  2Uh  dajf  of  Marci  and  terminate  on  Taadai^,  the  Ul  day  ^f  April,  I9i«,  boUi  days  incluiive:. 


INNS    OF   OOUET. 


CALLS  TO  THE  BAB. 


HILAMY  TERM,  1902. 


l%eiuder-mcDtioned  gentlemen  have  been  called  to  the  Bar  by  the 
^-I'lQfiBtioned  Honourable  SocietieB ;— 


I 

r 

r  LINCOLN'S  INN. 

*  D.McGarel  Ho^g  (certificate  of  honour,  C.L.E.  Hilary,  1902), 

wcdon  University ;  B.  B.  Campbell  (certiacate  of  honour  C.L.fi. 

ffiltry,  1902X  Ch.  Ch.  Oxford,  M.A. ;  A.  M.  W.  Wells  (certificate  of 
'  honow  CLE.  Michaelmas  term,  1901),  Clare   Coll.,  Camb.,  M.A., 

LLB.;  W.  C.  Wise,  M.D.,  St.  And.,  D.P.H.,  Downing  Coll..  Camb. ; 

uG.GUmore,  St.  Edmund  Hall.  Oxford;  M.  E.  Ford.  Pemb.  Coll., 

Cwnh.  B.A. ;  Pestonjec  Soriibjee  ButliviUa,  Bombay  University,  B.A. ; 

Khizan  Singh  Sun  (admitted  as  Kha»in  Singh) ;  H.  J.  Godley,  Ball. 

ColL,  Oxford,  B.A.;  H.  Plange;  B.  Morilz,  London  Univ..  B.So.; 

I S.  a  Bridge,  New  Coll.,  Oxford,  B.A. ;  C.  J.  B.  Le  Mesuricr. 

I      .  INNEB  TEMPLE. 

y  I.  B.  Lloyd,  B.A..  Oxford ;  H.  A.  Hinkson,  Dublin,  M.A.,  Boyal 
lyniT.  of  Ireland;  G.  W.  Graham,  B.A.,  Camb. ;  B.  Unwin,  B.A., 
ILB.,  Camb. ;  H.  C.  B.  Underdown,  B.A.,  Oxford  ;  L.  E.  Vaughan- 
willUma,  B.A.,  Oxford;  A.  Lyulph  Stanley,  B.A.,  Oxford;  T.  F.  B, 
McDonnell,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  Camb.;  C.  G.  Moran.  B.A.,  Oxford;  F.  P. 
Jaowt,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  Camb. ;  E.  S.  Hart ;  W.  C.  G.  Macpherson ; 
H.  0.  a  Beaaley,  B.A..  Camb. ;  C.  V.  Fox.  B.A.,  Oxford  ;  C.  F.  W. 
J^tmben,  H.A.,  Oxford  ;  H.  L.  Brackenbury,  M. A.,  Oxford ;  F.  B.  H. 
Goldsmith,  B.A.,  Oxford;  G.  L.  MacEwen.  Oxford:  H.  W.  Ha  worth, 
B^A..  LL.B.,  Camb. ;  C.  B.  Hulton,  B.A.,  Oxford ;  G.  U.  Jiiger,  B.A., 
Oifoid;  B.  B.  Watson,  B.A..  Camb.;  H.  A.  Baker,  B.A.,  Oxford; 
T.  X.  Russell ;  H.  O.  Bodfel-Boberta,  Oxford ;  U.  F.  Hargrcavcs, 


B.A..  Oxford;  P.  E.  W.  Thornely,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  CMnb. ;  B.  J.  White, 
B.A.,  LL.B.,  Camb. ;  W.  A.  Paynter,  M.A.,  Camb. ;  and  Herbert 
Bentwich,  LL.B.,  London. 

MIDDLE  TEMPLE. 

C.  E.  W.  Striuger,  British  Vioe-Consul  at  Bangkok;  J.  Camel  1. 
B.A.,  Camb.,  prizeman  in  criminal  law,  &o. ;  C.  Bray ;  F.  Cliffe ; 
G.  Light  foot,  B.A.,  Pemb.  Coll..  Camb.,  first  class  hoLours  Mcchanica, 
Sci^ce  Tripos;  B.  W.  Bentinck,  B.A .  Oxford ;  J.  W.  J.  W.  Boui  ; 
G.  C.  WiUiama  ;  G.  Thomson,  Oxford ;  G.  Hartog,  b.A.,  Cape, 'LL.B'. 
Camb.;  J.  Shives,  M.D.,  Aberdeen  Univ.;  A.  R.  Thomaa,  B.A.. 
Oxon. ;  F.  B.  B.  Shand ;  C.  F.  Doylo,  of  the  Irish  Bar,  M. A.,  Dublin  ; 
aud  A.  S.  Cowdell. 

GRArS  INN. 

H.  C.  Bickmore,  B.A.,  Oxford;  H,  W.  Prichard,  B.A..  Keble  Coll., 
Oxford;  Surendra  Nath  Sen.  New  Coll..  Oxford;  Iiakshmi  Namia 
Sharma;  Eazi  Slrajuddin  Ahmed;  Jangamkote  Krishna  XUu.  B.A., 
Madras  Univ.,  advocate,  of  Bangalore,  India,  and  first  grade  pleader 
of  the  High  Court  of  Madras;  Vanichand  Jhayerchand  Modi,  B.A., 
LL.B.,  Bombay  Univ. ;  A.  H.  Houston,  Trin.  Coll..  Dublin,  a  member 
of  the  Irish  Bar ;  aud  Ratan  Chand. 


APPOINTMENT. 

Mr.  Arthur  William  Brain,  of  the  firm  of  Sharp  k  Brain,  of  Bonthanip- 
ton,  has  been  appointed  a  Perpetual  Commissioner. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


William  Francis  Watson,  senior,  and  William  Francis  Wation 
junior  (W.  F.  Watson  &  Son),  Solicitors,  22  Chancery  Lane,  by 
mutual  consent  as  from  January  21,  W.  F.  Watson,  senior,  will  con- 
tinue the  business  on  his  own  behalf. 


SECOND  EDITION.    Demy  8yo.,  cloth,  IDs.  6cl. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THE    LAW    KEIiATING    TO). 

COMPRISING 

iE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

TogiOitT  tcllh  an  Ajrpendix  containing  Model  Hides,  and  iJie  Forma  ajjpemM  to  the  Treasimj  RegulalMns,  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN    FULLEB,   B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Lavr. 


LoHDos:  TTILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lihited,  Law  Pubi.ihhkbb,  7,  FtiM 
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Second  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  38s. 
Cash  Price,  30s.  ^stagre.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THE 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BRETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Universitv;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  CoUese, 
Dublin;    Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;    Holder  of  ue  First  Certificate  of  Honour,   Michaehnas,  1869; 
Joint   Author   of  Gierke   and  Brett's  Conveyandno:  Acts ;   Author  of  Brett* s  Bankruptcy  Act,   z88^  and  of 
Leading^  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Soaety. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  special  pronunenoe  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  oi  thit^ 
which  is  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  •  .  .  Hr.  Brett  ii 
singidarly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  Imng  oat 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportonitf 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  Mends,  sod  tbi 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  weie  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  inooipooiUing  the  muDerooi 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  nis  first  edition,  bea 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legisUtuFe."' 
Law  Journal. 

«  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  editi^  ii 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last 
JboM  Notes. 


'*  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
revision.  .  .  .  It  is  a  oomprohonsive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
contained  in  a  marvelbusly  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
contrived,  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
oonvenient  size  of  the  volumes." — Solioiton'  Journal, 

*^The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


London:    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <fe  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publibhees,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 


Seventh  Edition.     Royal  Svo.t  cloth,  88s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Banbc] 
Acts,  1888  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Ammgements  wi£ 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.    With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  aoi 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  d;c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,    Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

•  In  spite  of  rivals,  Bolmn^s  Law  and  Pradioe  in  BankrupUsy-^n  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  podtion  in  leg" 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  Act  i« 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Billa  of  8ale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  thii  thd 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  np4(HW 
text-book."— Xai0  Times. 

'*  This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  oanflequenoe  of  the  nui 
important  cases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  ruler,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  learned  author  oo  ta 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  work  mm 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  oourse  of  iasuing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  aUe  lo  acooid  mtoi* 
editions  the  same  praise.**— Xato  N0U9. 

London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS.  Limited,  Law  PoBUflHEBa,  7,  Fleet  Stbbki;  E,0. 
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THE   COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-I90O. 

Together  with  the  Special  Constables  Acts ;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts ;  the  Lock-up   Houses  Acts ;   the  Police 

fiateBActs;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 

Fhyperty  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Government  Act. 

With  Introductianf   Notes  and  Index, 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Ozlotd  Oiioait,  Barrister-at-lAW. 

"Mr.  GmilchMl  hM  sappUed  a  decided  want  In  the  present  Tolmne."— law  Timet, 

"Tin  bodk  wfU  te  A  Tajmeble  addition  to  the  law  Uhrtiy  of  erexy  polJoe  •.uibcfniy.*''-~PoUei  Sntem, 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  PuBUSHSBfi,  7,  Flsbt  Stbbbt,  E.C. 
Third  Bditlon,  thoxoushly  Bevised.  Demy  8to.,  dloth,  108. 

THE   LAW   OF   COPYRIGHT, 


INCLUDING 


Tlie  AHEBIGAH  OOFTBIOHT  AOT.the  BEBNE  OONVENTION,  the  consequent  OBDEB  IN  OOITNOIL 

And  Cases  to  Date.    Also  Reference  to,  and  Explanation  of,  the  Customs  Aet  of  1876  Relating  to  the 
Importation  of  Pirated  Editions  of  EncrUsh  Copyri^rht  Books  by  the  British  Colonies. 

By  THOMAS    EDWARD   8CRUTTON,   M.A.,  LL.B.,   Barrister-at-Law, 

AMor  4^  "The  MenhatU  SMwing  Jot,  1894,"  *< CharUrpaHie$  and  BOU  of  Lading**  <lo.,  and 
Leeiwnr  in  Common  Law  to  (he  Ineorporated  Law  Society, 

"We  think  it  is  not  only  the  eanest,  hot  the  moet  luefal  and  praotloal  work  on  oopyright." — Law  Quarterlif  Bef/iew, 

London:  WILLLAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  PuBusntes,  7,  Flnbt  Stbrbt,  B,C. 

Second  Editioni  demy  Svo..  clothi  27s.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899. 
%*  The  Supplement  can  be  had  separately,  limp  eloth,  Ss.  Od. 

S&RSY    and    BOSANQUSrr 

ON  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

:  F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCH  ANT,  Barrlster-at-Law, 

''Twenty-six  jears  Iiave  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatifle  on  the  Statutes  of  Limita- . 
^^  Ihninff  ihis  period  that  work  lias  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  having 
ken  prodnoed.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
hosmt  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  idtered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  the 
Ptterval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  the 
I^QBtee  Ad,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  moddfy,  or  settle  manv  points  relating  to 
fteliinitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  Mr. 
Bonnqnet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  apon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examination 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  as  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  of  a  reliable 
pHt  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  follows 
Bobstantially  ttiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  r^ard  to  the  caDses  aheady  mentioned,  it  ha« 
wcome  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entue  book." — Law  Quarterly  Beiriew. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitsd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7.  V1.BIT  Stbut,  BLO.     t 
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NOW  SEADT.    Third  Edition.    Boyal  8vo.,  1,000  pp.,  pic3  26».,  doth ;  for  cash,  21».  (postage  U). 

THE  RELATIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 


By     SDOAR     FOiL, 

Of  the  Inner  Temple,  BarrLitor-fti-Law. 


•«▲  lUiidttd  tfMliMoiittie  modflcn  Uw  ofkodlord  and  UunL"— aslMesn'  Jmumdk 

f*PKhai»  the  IIIO0I  ImportAnt  work  op  thii  bcanch  of  the  Uw  which  hae  made  Iti  appeaiaaoe  In  raoeot  yean."— Law  Timet. 


LoNDOisr:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  LiMiriO),  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Second  and  greatlj  improyed  Edition.    Demy  8vo.,  clotb,  6«. 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

A  Table  showing  at  a  glanoe  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Daties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  nsed  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferences  to  Decisions. 

By     X:.     HARRIS, 

OF  TBI  LIOAOT  AHD  SVOOIBBIDV  HUTT  DXPABXimT,  80MEBSET  HOTTSS. 

••In  the  leooml  edlllon  .  .  .  we  aee  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  sreat  service  for  rfcidy  refereuce."-La^   Ti*:- 
*•  We  tMMlsr  our  share  of  thaoka  to  Mr.  Hairlit  wboee  oompetenice  to  do  the  work  he^baa  nndorUken  is  nudoubted.  "—^ocoienfan^. 
*<  We  oondder  the  work  is  one  of  great  practtcal  value  to  solidton.''— /rfiA  Jmw  Timu* 

London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <k  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Cheap  Edition,    niostratdd.    1  toL,  demy  8vt>„  clotb,  lOs. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MR,    SERJEANT   PULLING, 

Oontaining  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Couxts  at  WestminstA 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — the  Apprenticii  ad  l^gem— the  Imw 
of  Court — ^the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bendi  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  tbi 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  L^gal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  oi 
the  old  Institution. 

**  A  monunent  of  weU-digested  reaeaiolL  •  .  .  An  important  oontribation  to  the  history  of  the  Bench  and  Bar  of  England." 

— iWteetrated  Lffmlm  Ntm. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  EC. 

Boyal  ISmOt  oloth.  Us.  OdL 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  ACT,    1898. 

With  Notes  and  Oraa  Befbienees  end  en  Appendix  oontaining  aooh  exiting  Statutes  (Lndudinff  the  Pablio  Health  (Londcn)  Aet.  i^i 
as  stOl  affset  building  operations  within  the  Administralive  Goun^  of  London ;  ftlso  the  Bye-Lam,  Benlaticmi  and 
Olden  of  the  Londm  Ckranty  Ooondl  and  of  the  CoamdisioDers  of  Sewera  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  BTTSSBIiL  OBIFFITHS,  IsL.B., 

Cf  Oe  hmar  Tmik,  Editor  of  ''The  SioMei  SegmlaHng  London  BuUdingr  o/f*d 

FBANOIS   W.   PBMBBB.   M.A.» 

Cy  LheMi  Inn,  Dnrftmmtm  q^  ike  BiU  a$  origimaXly  Mroamoed  inJto  IA0  Bovm  of  Qmmam» 

London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  Ldotid,  Ijlw  Publishsbs,  7,  FLSSf^  Sxbk^|£.C. 
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LIST    OF   BUSINESS 
FOR  THE  JUDICIAL  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  PRIVY  COUNCIL. 


FEBRUARY  and  MARCH,  1902. 


{The  Siltingx  will  commence  on  Wednesday,  t\e  12<A  February,  1902, 'a<  half-past  ten  a.tn.) 


t 

Thanmull  and  Another .     . 
lirAUKhan.     ,     .     , 

I 

\ 

lie  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  in  Council    .      .     . 
p. 
Knikamoui     Gupta     and 

Otijen. 

(Appeal      and      CroM- 
Appeal  consolidated). 

'Bjoy    Hong     Kong      and 

Another  . 
r. 
Baffiaoathan    Gbetty     and 

Others , 

ndra   Nath    Mahata' 
I  utkers      .... 

V. 

»u  Nath  Roy  .      .      .     . . 


mmadevara  Venkata 
simba    Kaidu     and 


INDIAN  APPEALS. 


I  Bommadeyara  Bhash- 
.ikarla  Naidu  and 
Others.     ,     .     . 


'I 


iKoer 


*h  Koer  and  Another .      . 
^a  Singh  and  Others    . 

f. 
*  Koer  and  Another 
,  (Cmfolidated  AppeaU.) 

^    Chelikaai     Venkay-N 
Nima,  representative  of 
pjaChelikana  Appa  Bao, 
^d    .     .     .     . 

V. 

Chelikani  Venkata- 
j  nanayyanuna  .  .  . 
iUppeal  and  Oron- 
I     ^fpetd  eontolidaied.) 


Whence. 


Hyderabad  . 


Bengal 


Ban  goon 


Bengal    .     . 


Madras 


Bengal 


Malraa 


Record  received. 


1  Feb.  1901 


7  Jan.    1901 


I 


11  Feb.  1001 


26  June  1899 
(Dismissed  for 
non-prosecu- 
tion, but  re- 
stored by 
Order  dated 
9  March  1901.) 

17  Jan.  1901 


I  2C  June  and 
10  July  1900. 


9  Jan.  and  1 1 
Sept.  1900. 


Set  down  for 
Hfliilng. 


2  Nov.  1901 


11  Dec.    1901 


30  Deo.  1001 


14  Jan.  1902 


17  Jan.  1902 


22  Jan.  1902 


4  Feb.  1902 


SnlitJect 


Dispute  as  to  the  condi- 
tions on  which  Respond- 
ent was  entitled  to  return 
to  Appellants  certain 
jewellery  he  had  bought 
from  them. 

Claim  to  chnr  lands ;  re- 
formation. 


Action  by  Resi^ndents  on  a 
lost  promissory  note  exe- 
cuted by  Appellants,  who 
allege  payment  thereof. 


Claim  by  Respondent  to 
have  a  decree  and  auction 
sale  set  a^ide  as  fraudu- 
lent. 


In  the  matter  of  the  Zemiu- 
dary  of  Vallur  :  alleged 
impartibility  of  the  whole, 
or  of  part,  of  certain  joint 
family  i>roperty;  1  imita- 
tion. 


Whether  the  High  Court, 
over-ruling  the  District 
Court,  which  heard  the 
Appellants'  suits  on  their 
merits,  rightly  dismissed 
the  suits  on  the  ground 
of  limitation. 

Whether  certain  family 
property  was  held  by 
two  brothers  as  joint 
tenants  or  tenants  in 
common  ;  whether  a  cer- 
tain will  was  revoked, 
and,  if  not,  what  is  its 
true  constxuotiou ;  e8o 
toppel. 


A. 
B. 

A. 
B, 
A, 


R. 


SoUdton. 


A.  . 

JR.  . 
A,  . 

A.  . 
R  . 

A, 

R. 


L.  P.  E.  Pogh. 

White,  Borrett  & 
Co. 


Solicitor,       India 

Office. 
T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 

T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 
Solicitor,       India 
Office. 

Sanderson,  Adkin, 
Lee  iV  Eddis. 

A.  H.  Arnould  & 
Son. 

W.  W.  Box. 


Ex  parf€. 


R.  T.  Taaker. 


I 


Lawford,  Water- 
house  &  Law- 
ford. 

T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 

Dallimore  &  Son. 


R.T  Taaker. 

Lawford,  Water- 
house  and  Law- 
ford. 

Lawford,  Water- 
house  and  Law- 
ford. 

R.  T.  Tnsker. 


<^Od^lt 
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COLONIAL  AND  OTHER  APPEALS. 


Chan  Kit  San  and  Another  ) ;  Hong  Kong  . 

V. 

Ho  Fung  Hang  .     .     . 


The    Eastern    and    South] 

African  Telegraph  Com-  : 

pany,  Limited .     .  .  I! 

«.  / 

The  Cape  Town  Tramway  j 


Cape  of  Good  Hope 


Companies,  Limited 
Knrunaratne 

V, 

Ferdinandas  and  Others 


R60cvd  rooQlTfida 


7  Jan.   1901 


26  Jan.   1901 


Set  down  Ibf 
^Heutaig. 


20  Jane  1901 


31  Oct.    1901 


Covlon 


I  17  Sept.  1900  '    6  Nov.  1901 


Nelson )    Isle  of  Man] 

V. 

Rex 


The  Mayor,  Councillora  and\|  New  Zealand 

Citizens  of   the   City    of| 

Wellington 
r. 
Johnston  and  Another  . 

The  Mayor,  Councillors  and\|  New  Zealand 
Citizens  of   the    City  of| 
Wellington       .     .     . 

V. 

Lloyd  anJ  Another 

Tumhull  and  Company .     .  |    Jamaica  . 

V. 

Diiva 


13  June  1901    '  16  Nov.  1901 


I 


6  Aug.  1901        3  Dec.  1901  ) 


6  Aug.  1901        8  Dec.  19D1 


Whether  it  was  rightly 
held  that  ReBpr»ndent's 
claim  for  an  account  of 
ctrtain  parttiership  deal- 
ings was  not  barred  by 
limitation. 

Alleged  wrongful  interfer- 
ence by  Respondents 
with  tho  working  of 
Appellants*  cables. 


Whether  the  will  of  J.  A. 
'Ferdinandas  was  the  act 
of  a  free  and  capable 
testator  and,  if  it  was, 
whether  it  was  valid  only 
ns  to  the  movubles  nnd 
not  as  to  the  immovables 
comprised  in  it. 

Alleged  unlawful  misap- 
propriation by  Appellant 
of  moneys,  etc.,  belong- 
ing to  the  Dumbell*s 
Banking  Co.  Special 
leave  to  appeal  from  the 
conviction  granted  by  O. 
in  C,  25  March,  1901. 

"WTiether  ihe  Court  of  Ap- 
peal rightly  refund  to 
set  aside  claims  Hied  by 
the  Respondents  for  oom- 
pensatiori  for  lands  com- 
pulsorily  acquired  by  the 
Appellants  nn:ler  the 
Public  Works  Act,  1894. 


JR. 


R, 
A. 
R. 


n. 


I  X. 


R, 
A. 


27  Feb.   1901      13  Jan.  1902 


Whether  Respondent  cxe-  1 
outod  a  certain  mortgage  ! 
with  full  knowledge  of  ! 
its  contents  and  effect,  i 
and  under  proper  advice.  ' 


R. 
A, 


Harston  &  BennctL 
Tr.i88  &  Eoever. 

Blrcham  k  Co, 


A^huret,      Motri.*, 

Crisp  &  Co. 
Chriltnn  Huhknl 

Arthur  Cavler. 


Horos.  Pattissoni? 
BathnRt.  ^ 

Light  AGalbraitlLJ 


Bowcrniftn  A  Fnr- 
wool  I. 


Budtl,  Jolinjom.  k 

Jeckft. 
Bowerman  4  l^^*'  | 

ward. 


I 


Flower  &  FIowm. 
Tippetts. 

Ex  pnri^. 


JUDGMENTS. 


CAOse. 


Rani  Parbati  Kumari  Debi 

V. 

Jagadis  Chunder  Dhabal 
and  Another  .... 
iHeard  12,  13  and  14 
November.ldO].  Pre- 
sent :  Jxyrds  Mae- 
luighterty  Itohertmn 
and  Lindley.) 

Chandika  Bakhsh     .     .     / 

V. 

Mnna  Knar  (representative 
of  Batan  Singh,  deceased) 

and  Other.')       

(Heard  14  and  15  No- 
rember^  1901.  Pre- 
$eni :  Lords  Maenagh" 
ierij  Rdbertton  and 
LindUy.^ 


Wbflooo. 


Record  recelred 


8«t  down  fur 
HeartDg. 


Sabilect. 


Solldton. 


Bengal 


28  April,  1899    24  Pept  1901 


Ondh 


21  Kov.   1899     .%  Aug.  1901 


Whether  tho  succession  to 
the  Raja  of  Jamboni  was 
governed  by  Mitaksham 
or  Dayabhaga  law,  and 
whether  in  any  case  the 
second  Respondent,  as 
the  Rajii's  senior  widow, 
wns  preferential  heir  as 
against  the  Appellant, 
his  other  widow. 

Whether  the  succession  to 
one  Munnu  Singh,  as- 
suming him  to  have  died 
'intestate,  is  governed  by 
the  ordinary  Hindu  law 
or  by  a  special  tribal 
oustora. 


T.  L.  Wilson  4  Oi 


MSller. 
Bell 


Smith  I 


A.  .     Watkins  .iimI  Lrti 


R, 


pneris 
T.L.  Wilson  4  C« 
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Wtafliiot. 


Pngbijai  Singh  .     .     .     / 

tr. 

Bloim  Kuar  (representative 

I    of  Ratao  Singh  deceased) 

I    auil  Others 

{Heard    15    November, 

1901.  Pre9ent:  Lords 

Macmghten,    Bohert- 

ton  and  LincUey.) 

CfoJfray ' 

V. 

The  Constables  of  the  Island 

ofSjirk 

{Heard    20    November,^ 

1901.  Present :  Lords 

Maenaghten,     Shand, 

Davey,  Bobertson  ar^d 

^       lAndley.) 

iKaUguila      Surjanarayanaj 

V. 


Oudh. 


Guernsey 


Bengal 


BAOofd  rM)0lT6d* 


21  Nov.  1899 


31  Dec.  1896 


24  Sept.  1900 


Bengal 


j  Yarlagadda  Naidoo  .     .     .| 

(      {Heard  8,  26,  28  and  29 

[         .Vore»i6er,1901.    Pre-  , 

tent :     Lords     Mac-  \ 

itaghien,  and  Lindley 

nwl  Sir  Ford  North.)   , 

Mohtah  Chunder  Dhal        .: 

V.  I! 

^Imgbin        Dhal        and| 

OihTO ) 

(Heard  29  November 
and2  December,l90l, 
Present:  Lords  Mao- 
naghien  and  Lindley 
and  Sir  Ford  North.) 
The  Hall  Klectrio  Company\|  Quebec 


Seldimnfor 
HMring. 


21  Oct.   1901 


8  Oct.   1901 


18  June  1901 


27  Aug.  1900 


.: 


Ilk'  OttawH  Klectric  Com- 

]^uy  and  The  Corporation  1 1 

i'fllieCitvofHull     .      .) 

{Heard  12  and  11    De-  i 

r^riiier,1901.  Present:  ! 

Jjftds       Macnoghtettf 

iMreifr  liobertitfm  and  ! 

Lindley  and  Sir  Ford 

Xorth.)  ' 


24  Sept.  1901 


27  Juno  1900 


24  Oct.    1901 


SntiJect 


Suit  by  Bespondeuts  to  re- 
cover land.  Whether  Ap- 
pellant is  entitled  to  re- 
tain possession  under 
tribal  custom. 


Alleged  public  right  of  way 
over  a  certain  tunnel  cut 
through  the  Appellant's 
property. 


Whether  a  transfer  of  goods 
from  an  insolvent  debtor 
to  appellant  was  made  in 
fraud  of  the  former's 
creditors. 


Whether  the  custom  of 
lineal  primogeniture  has 
been  proved  to  prevail  in 
the  family  to  which  the 
litigant  parties  belong. 


Whether     the     Appellant 

Company  were  entitled 
to  a  monopoly  to  pro- 
vMo  electric  lighting  for 
the  City  of  Hull  under  a 
by-l;iw  of  the  City  and  a 
Provincial  Statute,  58 
Vict.  cap.  09 ;  whether 
the  said  Statute  is  uUra 
vires;  B.  X.  A.  Act, 
sec.  91. 


B. 


A. 
B. 


B, 


SoUdton. 


Barrow,  Bogers  k 

Nevill. 
T.  li.  Wilson  &  Co. 


G.  Bodman. 

Nisbet,      Daw 
Nisbet. 


Watkins    &    Lem- 

priere. 
T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 


T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 

Miller,    Smith    & 
Bell. 


Norton,  Bose,  Nor- 
ton &  Co. 
Harrison  &  Powell. 


COUHT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE-CHANCKliY  DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEGISTBABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


Bin. 


SKRROSSrCT 


Appeal 

COUBT  II. 


Mr.  JtrsTiCB 

KSKXWIOH. 


Ma.  JcsTics 
BTiurs. 


*«*V.      Feb. 

10 

Mr.  Greawell 

Mr.  W.  Leach 

-              .   I 

Mr.  Pugh 

Mr.  Pemberton 

kiv     „ 

a 

„    W.  Leich 

„    Greawell 

„    C&rrington 

„    Jackson 

'*'6lMii*y  „ 

1 
12  1 

».    J&ckaoa 

„    W.  Leu^h 

»    Pugh           i 

„    Pemberton 

Tteiday     „ 

13 

„    Pemberton 

»,    GresweU 

„    CvTlogton  ' 

..    JtckBon 

^-i^J         » 

u 

M    CaiTlDgton 

„     W.  Leach 

»     Pugh 

„    Pemberton 

SOBTdty          „ 

^»i 

..    Pugh 

„    Greiwell 

t,    C&rrlugtoD 

„    Jwkson 

Mr.  JcsTtcB 
Fabwell. 


Mr.  Farmer 
tf  Qodf^y 
„    Fanner 

„  Godfrey 
„  Farmer 
„    Godfrey 


Mb.  Justiob 

finCKLET. 


Mr.  King 

„    Chnrch 
M    King 
„    Church 
,.    King 
„    Church 


Ms.  Juenaa 
Jotgb. 


Mr.  Beal 
„    B.  Leaoh 
,.    Beal 
„    B.  Leach 
„    Beal 
..    B.  Leach 


Mb.  Jusmcm 


Mr.  R.  Leach 
..    Beal 
„    Gkxlfrey 
„    Farmer 
„    Church 
M    King 


7'4f  Jester   Vacatim  will  coitnicace  on  tVilnj^  the  'ZMk  ^'a;/  qf  Mardi  and  termtmitt  on  Tuesday,  the  Ut  day  qf  Aprils  1903.  both  days  inclnsiir. 
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HIGH   COURT   OF   JUSTICE. 

PROBATE,  DIVOROB,  AND  ADMIRALTY  DIVISION. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  LIST  OF  UNDEFENDED  DIVORCE  CAUSES  AND  DEFENDED  CAUSES  WITHOUT  JURIES 


Abbebviations.— P.  Probate— D.  Dissolution  of  Marriago-^JS.  Judicial  Separation— N.  Nullity— I.  Issue— 
K.O.E.  Kestitution  of  Conjugal  Eights— A.  Act  on  Petition. 

When  preceded  by  "H."  suit  brought  by  Husband,  and  "W."  suit  brought  by  Wife. 


No. 


96 

W.D. 

97 

H.D. 

1 

H.D. 

2 

W.D. 

3 

H.D. 

4 

WD. 

5 

H.D. 

6 

W.D. 

7 

W.D. 

8 

WD. 

9 

H.N. 

10 

H.D. 

11 

W.D. 

12 

/W.R.\ 
l0.R. 

18 

rw.R. 

\  O.R. 

14 

W.D. 

15 

W.D. 

16 

W.D. 

17 

H.D. 

18 

W.D. 

19 

H.D. 

20 

W.D. 

21 

H.D. 

22 

W.D. 

23 

H.D. 

24 

W.D. 

25 

W.D. 

26 

H.D. 

27 

W.D. 

28 

H.D. 

29 

H.D. 

SO 

H.D. 

31 

H.D. 

82 

H.D. 

83  W.J.8. 

84 

H.D. 

85 

H.D. 

36 

H.D. 

87 

H.D. 

88 

H.D. 

39 

W.D. 

40 

W.D. 

41 

H.D. 

42 

W.D. 

43 


/W.R.| 
\  O.R./ 


KJLHS  OF  CAUSE. 


BEFORE  THE  COURT  ITSELF— 
UNDEFENDED  DIVORCE. 

The  following  have  heen  added  to  the  former 
Undefended  List, 

Campbell,  E.  v.  Campbell,  J 

Tnisler  v,  Friuler,  Cubitt  ft  Mitohell 


SUPPLEMENTAL  LIST. 

Cooper  V.  Cooper  &  Harris 
Bishop,  A.  M.  V,  Bishop,  C.     . 
King  V.  King,  Saander  k  Nicholas 
Evans,  J.  v,  Evans,  J.  P. 
Day  V.  Day  &  Eirkbank 


Bowen-Rowlands,  H.  v,  Bowen-Rowlands,  £.  B. 
Pearcy,  H.  t?.  Pearoy,  R.  J.    . 
Howett,  M.  V,  Howett,  E. 
EnBtham  v.  Eastham  orse.  Davies  . 
Staintliorpe  v.  Stainthorpe  k  Birtwistlo 
Bin'cVsloy,  M.  A.  v.  Spicksley,  W.  . 

Lenenberger,  L.  «.  Leuenberger,  A.  F. 

Powell,  B.  V.  Powell,  W.  D.    . 

Penny,  M.  E.  v.  Penny,  F.  J. . 
Lilbam,  E.,  v.  Lilbnm,  W.  H. 
Pethrick,  E.  E.,  v.  Pethrick,  R. 
Herd  V.  Herd  &  Earl      . 
CoUyer,  C.  r.  CoUyer,  W.  T.  . 
Bright,  W.  F.  r.  Bright,  J.  G. 
Megson,  A.  B.  «.  Megson,  C.  H. 
Knight  V.  Knight  k  Ansloy   . 
Pudner,  A.  D.  r.  Pudner,  G.  R. 
Castello  V.  Castello  k  Wood  . 
MuUett.  A.  E.  V,  Mullett,  A.  B.      . 
Soott,  E.  L  V.  Scott,  J.  S. 
Davison  v,  Davison  k  O'Donoghue  . 
Robertson,  C.  v.  Robertson,  J.  F.     . 
Braddock  v.  Braddock  k  Harvey    • 
Wills.  A.  «.  Wills,  B.  S.  A.     . 
Mead  v.  Mead  k  Brackley 
Thompson  v.  Thompson  k  Brown   . 
McEwan  v.  McEwan  k  Robdon 
Baird,  E.  A.  v.  Baird,  R. 
Parridi  o.  Parrish  &  Mansfield 
Allen  V.  Allen  k  Lamond 
Cannell  v.  Connell  k  Crowe  . 
Folding  V,  Folding  k  Craven  . 

Harper  v.  Harper  k  Caldicott 
Polyblank,  B.  M.  v.  Polyblank,  S.  J. 
Tabernacle,  M.  M.  E.  v.  Tabernacle,  G. 
Wiggall  V.  Wiggall  k  Porter  . 
Watson,  E.  E.  v.  Watson,  G.  . 

Boyd,  I.  r.  Boyd,  T.  M. 


soLicrroBS. 


ruintifrt. 


DeteKknt't. 


Oo-ReqMBd«M. 


Paddison  k  Co. 


F.  A.  8.  Stem. 
C.  A.  Elgood. 


In  Perdon. 

Osbom  k  Osbom.     . 
H.  Pouter. 
Rooke  k  Sons. 
Whitehonse  k  Ether- 

ing^on. 
Goldbei^  k  Co. 
Ray  k  Flower-Ellis. 
Paffe  k  Scorer. 
Helder,  Roberts  k  Co. 
i  Walker  k  Rowe. 
Wright,  Onslow  &  Co. 

J.  D.  Langton. 

Munton  k  Morris 

G.  Wellor. 

Oswald  k  Co. 

J.  C.  Jackson. 

Ronth,  Stacey  k  Co. 
,  Hnntley  k  Son    •     • 

F.  A.  S.  Stern     .     . 
.  W.  N.  Ellen. 
:  S.  G.  Skelton. 
,  R.  P.  H.  Watts. 
'  G.  H.  Hall 

D.  Norman  k  Co. 
;  Wild  &  Wild.  j 

Booty  &Bayliflfe.     . 

Reeves  k  Co.  , 

F.  J.  Abbott  I 

i  Radford  &Frankland. 
I  W.  F.  Noakes. 

Satchell  k  Chappie. 

J.  E.  ft  H.  Scott. 
I  Gribbie  k  Co.  I 

Keen,  Rogers  k  Co. 
I  W.  Read.  ! 

Sharpe,  Parker  k  Co. 
'  Pritchard,  Englefield 
&Co. 

Flnx  k  Co. 

A.  L.  Rayner. 

A.  W.  Bartlett. 

Norris,  Aliens  k  Co. 

A.  W.  Mills. 

!  T.  Eggar  ....     A.  Newton  k  Co. 


Sparks  k  Co. 


D.  Forrest. 
J.  S.  Kiog. 


Pomfrey  k  Co. 
Eland  k  Co. 
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KAME  OF  GAUSS. 


BEFORE  THE  COURT  ITSELF.-PROBATE 
I  AND  DEFENDED  DIVORCE. 

'  The  following  have  been  added  to  the  former 

\  Defended  List. 

39  W.J.S.  '  Burnside,  J.  S.  v.  Bumside,  T,  D.  M. 

40  <  q"t»'/  I  Graham,  L.  R.  i%  Graham,  S.  B 


SOLICITOBS. 


FlAlntUTii. 


W.J.S. 

p. 

W.D. 


^0 

11 

12 

13 


]  SUPPLEMENTAL  LIST. 

I  Hogben,  £.  A.  v.  Hogben,  R. 
(RicbardBon,  dec. 

\  Blades  V.  Blades 

Coleman,  E.  v.  Colemau,  E.  W. 

J  Green  wood,  dec. 

\  Bowles  V.  Melhuiah  &  ors. 


H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 


P. 
W.D. 

H.D. 
P. 


J  Homer,  dec. 

t Davis  &  anr.  v.  Gee  &  ors. 
May  V.  May  &  Crouchman 
Booker  v.  Booker  &  Shuttle  worth 

i  Griffiths,  W.  P.  V,  Griffiths,  C. 


I  Plaits  &  Taylor  .     . 

>  Osbaldeston  &  Co.     . 

I  Bell,  Brodrick&  Gray 

I  Wood  &  Sons.     .      , 


(Robison,  dec. 
Rivers  &  ors.  v.  Plater  &  ors.  .         .         .         , 

J  Rose,  dec. 

\Ro8e  V.  Rose 

Sutton,  L.  V.  Sutton,  G.  0.  (King's  Proctor  shewing  ' 

!        cause).  I 

I  Lee  V.  Lee  &  Hamley     ,         «         ,         .         ,         .  | 

UBemer,  dec.  i 

'\Tar8ey  &  anr.  t?.  Hales   .         .         ,         .         .         ,  i 


L.  W.  Byrne 


A.  P.  Rodyk  . 
W.  C.  Williams. 


H.  Dobell       .     . 
Hopwood  (fe  Sous 


Defenduxfi. 


j  Poole  &  Robinson 

'  Boyoe  &  Son  . 

,  Odborn  &  Osboru 

I  Stevens,  Son  &  Parkea 

'  Oswald  &  Co.       .     . 

! 

i  F.  M.  Jeboult      .      . 


E.  W.  EsscU. 
Peacock  &  Goddard, 


Sismey  &  Cook. 

Rowcliffes  &  Co. 
Ill  Person. 

{Lawrence,  Graham  & 
Co. 
Vizard  &  Monro. 
(Soames  &  Co. 
Bobbins,  Billing  &  Co. 
W.  T.  Boydell. 
A.  Toovey       .      .     . 
i  Grant,  Buloralg  &  Co. 

Parish  &  Hickson. 
Prltchard,  Englefleld 

&  Co. 
Booth  &  Smee. 

A.  Blott. 


Law  &  Worssam  . 
Palmer  &  Bull. 


Oo-Bcipondtiift^ 


A.  Toovey. 


Law  &  Worsflaiu. 


INCOlirOEATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


FINAL  EXAMINATION. 

!HE  FOLLOWIXG  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ARE  IN 
AJLPHABETICAL  ORDER)  WERE  SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 
FINAI.  EXAJVIINATION  HELD  ON  THE  13th  and  14th 
JANUARY,  1902:— 


liebard  Hughes  AbelL 
Varies  Egerton  Appleton 
oim  Atkinson 
ioger  Lorimer  Austin 
i^oii  Arthur  Stephen  Baily 

Alfred  Bakor,  B.A.  Lond. 
sy  Thomaa  Baker,  M.A.  Oxon. 
Bartleet,  M.A.  Oxon. 
ler  Beresford 
&lia«y  James  Berry 
Samuel  Walter  Billings 
ftrkest  William  Bird 
Walton  Bishop 
Miles  BoIsDver 
Hatton    Bowes- Wilson, 
B.A.  Oxon. 
Frederick  Charles  Boyes 
Eobert  Breach 
Bdvard     Howard     Brocklehurst, 

B.A.  Cauib. 
5dg«r  Brooke 
?ercj     Wright    Bnindrit,     B.A., 

LIi.B.  Camb. 
^-•orge  Kenelm  Brunner 


Henry  Beauchamp  Butler 
William  Charles  Camra 
Stephen  Aylwin  Cave 
Henry  Robert  Cawdron 
Joseph  Frederick  Chilwell 
William  Louis  Clabburn 
William  Clark 

William  Tyson  Clark,  B.A.  Camb. 
Howell  Lang  Coath 
Harold  Collis,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Hugli  Gordon  Collis,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Alfred  Conolly 
Reginald  Bertram  Cooke 
Maurice  Copland,  B.A.  Camb. 
Harold  Atkinson  Crawford 
Godfrey  Deveril  Crowther 
Arthur  Claud  Dalton 
Arthur  Edward  Cole  Dcjoon 
Horace  Frederick  Denyer 
Charles  Lee  des  Forges 
John  Colin  Dominy 
Frederick  Henry  Dowker 
Arthur  Edward  Dowley 
Herbert  Augufltus  Kaston 


;  Harry  Trevor  Ellis 

I  Septimus  John   Henry  Emerson, 

I      B.A.  Camb. 

Lionel    Edward    Fellows,    B.A. 
Oxon. 

Alexander     Wynaud      Findlay, 
LL.B.  Lond. 

Edward  Lindesay  Fisher 

Percy  Birtles  Fogg 

James  William  Freshfield,  B.A. 
Camb. 

Robert  Howard  Furness 

Frank  Hill  Gaskell 

Walliss  William  Penn  Gaskell 

Maurice  Gaunt 

Stanley  Gerald  Gill 

Hugh    MarshaU    Godfray,    B.A. 
Camb, 

Harry  Scotchmer  Gotelee 

Bertram  Parrott  Gray 

Robert  Wallington  Halo  Green 

Arthur  Fortescuc  Greenwood 
!  Matthew  Theodore  Habershon 
I  Thomas  Hall 

William  George  Harden 
I  William  Jermyn  Harrison,  B.A. 
i      Camb. 

Sidney  Haslett 

Stephen      Heap,     M.A.,     LL.B. 
i      Camb. 

I  Francis     Readc     Hedges,     B.A. 
Oxon. 

Alexander  Guy  Hemsley 

Thomas  John   Dawson  Hendley, 
B.A.  Oxon.  ; 

Edwin  Hrrriu 


I  Tom  Henry  Hoeegood 
Gilbert    Howard,    B.A.,    LL.B. 

I      Camb. 

Ern^t  Walter  Hudson 
'  Thomas  Halme 
I  Philip  Noel  Humphreys 
j  Clifford     Holmes     Hunt,     B.A. 
Camb. 

Edmund  Victor  Huxtable 

William  Simeon  Jerome 
I  Thomas  Jones 

I  Josiah  CornelioB  Hugo  Kilner 
)  Arthur  Francis  King-Stephens 
I  Edgar  Arthur  Kirby,  B.A.  Lond. 
I  Walter  Kinloch  Eitson        1 
'  Hugh  John  Turnley  Mollyeen 

Ronald  Neil  Maoleod 
I  James    Elliott   Mallinson,   M.A. 
I      Camb. 

I  Charles  Bennett  Marshall 
I  Leonard  William  Moore 

Richard  Thomas  Morgan 

Frederick  Murgatroyd 
'  Joseph  Walter  Palmer 
I  Wilkinson  Parker 
I  Kenneth  Templeton  Jerrard  Par- 
'      sons,  B.A.  Oxon. 
I  Stanley  Evan  Paul,  B.A.  Oxon. 
I  George  Colvin  Pearson 
j  Gordon  Tucker  Phillips 

Frank  Pick 
;  Stanley  Piesse 
I  Stirtevant  Piggin 
\  Charles  Bernard  Pinnock 

William  Alfred  Pitt 

Arthur  Pottey 


Digitized  by 


C^oogle 


62 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[Fbb.  8,  1902. 


Donald  Howard  Prynne  | 

Arthur  Quayle  | 

Robert  George  Raper 
James  DadforJ  Rawlings 
Frederick  Adam  Gorrie  Redden, 

LL.B.  Gamb. 
William  AngiutoB  Reeve 
John  Rendall  I 

George  Southern  Ritohie 
Cyril  Maloolm  Spenser  Rowland, 

B  A.  Ozon. 
Alfred  Russell 
John  Ratcliffe  Sampson 
Reginald  Norman  Scotney,  B.A. 

Oxon. 
James  Shaw 
George    Christian    Sitzler,    B.A.  ; 

Ozon. 
James  Pile  Smart  , 

Heury  James  SpeecliL^y 
David  Ewart  Speight 
Archibald  Hope  Spens 
Horace  Yiooent  Stallon 
Hugh  Rutherford  Clunny  Biden  > 

Steele  I 


Walter  Henry  Stoddard 

James  Henry  Sturgees 

Herbert  James  Cecil  Sumpter 

William  Gilbert  Swift 

Charles  Hillsborough  Rimington 
Taylor 

Howard  Taylor 

Thomas  Fielden  Taylor 

Charles  Sydney  Thompson 

Clarence  Watson  Bloomer  Thomp- 
son, B.A.  Camb. 

Howard  Parker  Thompson,  B.A. 
Oxon. 

Raymond  Elliott  Trotter 

George  Herbert  Twist 

Nadirsha  Bamanji  Vakil 

William  Walker 

Frank  George  Wame 

George  Herbert  Watson 

Arthur  Willis 

Arthur  Gerald  Wilson 

Charles  Edward  Wilson,  BA. 
Lond. 

Alfred  Wiltshire 


INTERMEDIATE  EXAMINATION. 


THE  FOLLOWING  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ARE  IN 
ALPHABETICAL  ORDER)  WERE  SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 
INTERMEDIATE  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  THE  15th 
JANUARY,  1902  :— 

FIRST  CLASS. 


jBmes  Ball 

Arthur  Inglis  Barnett 
James  Edward  Beck 
John  Backhouse  Beckton 
Alfred  William  Berry 
Harold  Ephraim  Blaiberg 
Walter  Dyson  Brisoombe 
Herbert  Broadbent 
Hugh  Spencer  Bull,  B.A.  Lond. 
Samuel  Melville  Thomas  Burpitt 
Osborne  Arthur  Butcher 
Leon  Benham  Castelto 
George  Fredtrick  Chalk 
William  Henry  Cbampuess 
Arthur  Thomas  Colman 
Ernest  Charles  Curran 
Thomas  Jenkins  David 
David  Edward  Bowen  Davies 
Henry  Richard   Lubbock  Dyne, 

B.A.  Camb. 
William  Stanley  Eastbum 
Herbert  Ernest  Farror 
Alfred     William     Foster,    B.A. 

Camb. 
Arthur  Leigh  Gaskell 
John  Robert  Glover 
Robert  Oddie  Hargreaves 

SECOND 

Reginald    Francis  Adams,   B.A. 

(Jamb. 
Henry  Stewart  Anderson 
Tltomas  Aspden 
Cecil  Charles  Atkins 
Francis  Eric  Leonard  Baoho 
Henry  Gladstone  Barclay 
Richard  Stewart  Barnes 
William  Bennett 
Romeo  Berry 
Arthur  Onesimus  Bevan 
Arthur  James  Blunt 


Edward  John  Hayward 

Percy  Bernard  Ingoldby 

James  Gordon  Jendwino 

Cyril  Osborn  Jenkyn 

Frank  Birley  Johnson 

James  Wilson  Mitchell 

Walter  Molineux 

John  Ernest  Morris 

Jacob  Michael  Myers 

Ralph  Heather  Psrratt 

Henry  Leonard  Porcher 

Rawsthorne  Procter,  B.A.  Camb. 

Charles  Quinn 

Glceson  Edward  Robinson 

Robert  Towers  S^ffell 

Leofwine  Robert  Gurth  Stewart 

Chambers  Seymour 
Algernon  Smart 
Thomas  Smith 
Arthur  Edward  Sparling 
Francis  Leslie  Sturt 
William  Ralph  Thompson 
Francis  Herbert  Weatherall 
Charles  Webb 
George  Woods 
Edward  Woodward 


CLASS. 

Gerard  Leigh  Dempster  Bonnor 
Oliver  Brogden 
Thornhill  Francis  Broome 
Frederic  James  Brownley 
Stanley   Joseph    Purdy    Calkin, 

B.A.  Camb. 
Cecil  Dacre  Carder 
Alfred  Leete  Carpenter 
G  eorgc  Andrew  BeasleyChampnt^y 
Walter       Thornton       Trevelyan 

Chaunell 
James  Spearing  Clapp 


Charles  Cook 

Edward  Ernest  Conrad  Cooper 

Sidney  Brock  Oosens 

Charles  Edmund  Crane 

Henry  Gilfrid  Baker  Cresswell, 

B.A.  Ozon. 
James  Charles  Wilson  Damant 
Edgar  Davidson,  B.A.  Camb. 
Evan  John  Davies 
Gwilym  Meirion  Davies 
Robert  Brooks  Davies 
William  Henry  Davies 
Herbert  William  RatclifT  Davis 
Thomas  Oliver  Dickinsoi 
Charles  Cecil  Dominy 
Georf^e  Frederick  Downes 
Ivor  Vincent  Downing,  BA.  Oxon. 
Horace  Baker  Drury 
Thomas  Waterworth  Drury 
Henry  Duckworth 
Theodore  Paul  Eldridge 
Ernest  Ellen 
Hubert  Lister  Farrar 
Atthur  Feetham,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Richard  Edward  Fieldhouse 
Godfrey  John  Tilieard  Freeman 
Robert  Gardner 
Herbert  Edwin  Gengo 
Charles  Osborne   Provis  Gibson, 

B.A.  Oxon. 
Wilfrid  Henry  Godfiey 
George  Callender  Gooding,  B  A. 

Oxon. 
Harold  Francis  Grei  n,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Frank  Arnold  Greenwood 
William  York  Groves 
Clement  Henderson  Gurney 
Reginald  Harris 
Frederic  Brewse  Hdrtnoll 
Ronald  Arthur  Charles  Cradock 

Hartopp 
Sidney  Lancelot  Harvey 
Natlianiel  Salmon  Hearle 
Eiic  Bertram  Hibbert 
Vyvyan  George  Hooper  Ilicks 
William  Canning  Hill 
Arthur  Ernest  Hills 
Walter  Charles  Ernest  lludgdou 
Ralph  Ains worth  Holden 
William  Graham  Hooper 
Henry  Oliver  Hope 
Alec  Guy  Houlder 
John  Williams  Hughes 
Arthur  Hunter 
Thomas  Edward  Jesson 
Evan  Jones 
Henry  Oilman  Jones 
Ivor  William  Jones 
John  Haydn  Jones 
Percy  Dale  Kendall,  B.A.  Camb. 
Clement  Bernard  Kitchin 
Robert  Graham  Kitson 
Donald  James  Gordon  Lawson 
Arthur  Neale  Lee,  B.A.  Caiub. 
Norman  Nellist  Lee 
Evan  Idris  Lewis 
Samuel  Lycett  Lewis 
Robert  Allison  Logan 
George  Frederick  Lucas,  B.A. 

Camb. 
Frederick  George  Lupton 


I  William  Arthur  Mahany 
!  Richard  Whinton  Martell 
I  Charles  John  Beech  Masofield 
I  William  Tliomas  Mellows 
I  Edgar  Millar 
:  Ralph  Knowles  Milne 
'  Horace  Charles  Mitchell 
,  Edward  Duke  Moore 
;  Thomas  John  Morgan 
'  Howell  Dawson  Hundell 

William  Pratt  Muuon 
,  William  John  Neild 

Basil  Nelson 
!  Percy  John  Pakeman 

Francis  Cecil  Shirecliffe  Parker, 
B.A.  Camb. 
I  Wykeham  Parry 

Edmund  Julian  Phelps 
I  James  Robert  Phillips 

John  Tharp  Plowman 
,  James  Speakman  Potter 

Charles  Noel  Powell 
I  William  Prest,  B.A.  Camb. 
I  Thomas  Joues  Ramlell 
1  Hugh  Meredith  Roberts 
I  Hugh  Oliver  Roberts 
I  Albert  Henriques  Samuel,  fi.A. 
!      Oxon. 

Malcolm  Robert  Cbarlos  Soott 
I  Herbert  John  Campbell  Sbepard 

Ernest  Simmons 

Arthur  Sidney  Smith 
I  Harry  Leighton  Smith 

John  Henry  Smith 

Joseph  Henry  Smith 

Charles  Burnett  StacpooM  ^^ 
Lond. 

Robert  Thompson  Douglas  8lflM- 
ham 
I  Maurice  Stratton 
I  Herbert  Stnrton  ! 

!  John  GaUienne  Swainson 

Lewis  Meyrick  Thomas 

Charles  Edward  Thompson 

John  Atkins  Tdl 
'  Lionel  Holmes  Wood  Tronglitoi 

Henry  Ddvey  Turner 

Philip  Edgar  Thcimas  Urry 

Arthur  Charles  Thomas  Veawy 

William  Foord  Wallace 

Robert  Fox  Wardle 

Ernest  Cliffoid  Websttr 

Charles  Gtorge  Weld.  B.A.  OudJ^- 

Gilbert  Trevor  Wellington 

Douglas  Wenham,  B.A.  Camb. 

Montague  Middlecott  White,  Bi. 
Camb. 

Reginald  Henry  Hughes  AVbite 
head 

Alfred  Whitworth 
i  Alfred  Sidney  Wilson,  B.A  Oxoft 

Hugh     William    Wilson,    B^ 
Camb. 
i  Henry  Noel  Winterbotham 
,  William  John  Martyn  Wivcll 
,  Eilward  Charles  Wood 

I  Stewart  Boyd  WooUey 

I  Thomas  Holmes  Woosey 

'  Edward    William   Wykes,  B** 

I      Lond. 

William  Giffard  Wynne 


By  Order  of  the  Conncil, 

E.  W.  WiLLIAMdOX, 

Law  Socieiy's  Hall,  Chancery  Laxk, 
January  *M»t,  Wm. 
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APPOINTMENT. 

February  1.  The  King  has  been  pleased,  by  Letters  Patent  under 
the  Great  Seal  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  to  appoint  Henry  Alexander  Giffard,  E^.,  K.G.,  to  the 
office  of  Biiliff  of  tbe  Island  of  Guemsoy,  in  the  room  of  Sir 
Thomas  Qodtrey  Carey,  resigned. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Joeepb  Sidney  Merton  and  Thomas  William  Clarke  (Merton  & 


Clarke),  Solicitors,  11  St.  Martin's  Coart,  St.  Martin's  Lane,  by 
mntnal  consent  as  from  Janueiry  21. 

Charles  Blaokett  Skinner,  William  Christian  Henry  Church,  and 
John  Edward  Soillent  Michael  (Skinner,  Church  A  Michael), 
Solicitors,  Sunderland  and  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  by  mutual  consent  so 
far  as  regards  C.  B.  Skinner,  who  retires  from  the  firm.  The  said 
W.  C.  H.  Church  and  J.  E.  S.  Michael  will  continue  the  aiid  business 
under  the  style  of  Skinner,  Church  &  Michael.    January  30. 

Walter  Oswald  Vizard  an.l  Henry  Tneodore  Monro  (Vizard  & 
Monro),  Solicitors,  10  Norfolk  Street,  Strand,  by  mutual  consent  as 
from  December  31,  1901. 


Second  and  greatly  improved  Edition.    Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  6$. 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

A  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
I  Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  nsed  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
I       Payable,    With  various  useful  Notes  and   References  to  Decisions. 

OF  THE  LEGACY  AND  SUCCESSION  DUTY  DKPABTMENT,  80MEB8IT  H0U8X. 

■In  Utd  aecand  edition  ...  wo  see  at  a  glance  the  Incideace  of  the  •English  Death  Duties.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  great  lervlce  tor  reAdy  reference."— Tiaio  Tiaief, 
"We  tender  our  share  of  thanks  to  ilr.  Harrla,  whose  competence  to  do  the  work  he  has  undertaken  is  undoubted."— ^ocotifitofU. 
"We  ctmslder  the  work  Is  one  of  great  practical  value  to  solicitors."— /rt«A  Law  Timet, 


London  :    WTLLTAM  CLOWES  ik  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.G. 
Cheap  Edition.    Illustrated.    1  voL,  demy  Svc,  oloth,  10b. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

I  By    MB,    SEBJEANT   PULLING, 

Cootaining  the  Elarly  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Courts  at  Westminster 

H&Il  derived  from  it — the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — ^the  lona 

of  Coart — the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 

Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  on 

L      the  old  Institution. 

I  "A  munnment  of  well-digested  research.  ...  An  important  oontribotlon  to  the  history  of  the  Bench  and  Bar  of  England." 

— lUtutrcUed  London  Neum, 

London  :  WILLIAM   CLOWES  <fe  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishkbs,  7,  Flkbt  Street,  KO. 

Boyal  ISmo^  etoth,  19b.  6d. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 


And  the  AMENDBIENT  ACT,    1898. 

ontafaiing  raol 
a«  BtUl  affect  building  operatlonB  within  the  AdminutratiTe  Ooon^  of  London;  also 


^W(h  Notee  and  Croes  Beferenoeg  and  an  Appendix  oontafaiing  rach  existing  Statates  (indaduig  the  Pablio  Health  (London)  A'^t,  1891, 

operatlonB  within  the  AdmiiSitratiTe  Ooon^  of  London;  also  &e  Bye-Lawi, Beffulations  atd 
Orders  of  the  London  County  Oonnoil  and  of  the  OommiBsionert  of  Sewen  of  the  City  of  LoncUn. 


I 


By  W.  RUSSELL  GKCFFITHS,  LL.Bm 

Of  Oa  hvMr  Temple,  Editor  of  **!%•  Skdmtm  BoguhHng  London  Building,''  and 

FRANCIS    W.    PEMBBB.    M.A., 

Of  Lincoln*  $  Inn,  DrafUman  of  M«  JMO  <u  oHgimaUy  inhrodnoed  into  ike  Bourn  of  OommoM, 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  ft  SONS,  Lhotid,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Flbbt  Street,  JE.C.      j 
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BimilWG  OF  THE  LAW  REPORTS  AHD  WEEKLY  NOTES  1901. 

WM.  CLOWES  AND  SONS,  Limited, 
PrlntetiB,  TBimttfi,  mn  ]^utiMer0  to  tbt  Council  of  tm  Eepottin?, 

Beg  to  inform  Subscribers  that  they  are  prepared  to  bind  last  yeai^s  volmnes  according 
to  the  pattern  adopted  by  the  Council,  with  tbe  utmost  possible  despatch,  at  the  following  scale 
of  charges : 

THE    LAW    REPORTS-7  Volumes. 

£     $.  4. 

WHOUB  OALT ,.         ,.         ^         ..        1    18  8 

HALF       Ditto 16  8 

OLOTH        0    16  9 

*«*  GoLOBiAL  SuBSCBiBms  (wn  1)6  Supplied  with  Gaaee  for  Binding  in  the  Office  patton  at  the  following  pricey 

per  owe:— Cal^  U;  Half  Oal^  St.;   Oloth,  1».  64 

THE    CURRENT    INDEX. 

Cal^  4».;  Half  Oal^  8«.;  Cdoth,^. 


«  i  4 

..060 

..060 

0  8  0 

Vhen  bound,  tbo  Lai  Beports,  Current  Index  and  Weekly  Kotes  for  1901  will  consist  of  line  Yolnmes,  Tb.: 


WEEKLY 

NOTES. 

NoU$ 

of  Guea,  or 

JHwoeOoiMoiw. 

ZTofaf  of 

£ 

$. 

i. 

WHOLS  CALX* 

•• 

•• 

•• 

0 

6 

0 

WHOLE  OALF 

HALF 

Ditto 

•• 

•• 

•• 

0 

4 

0 

HALF       Ditto 

OLOTH 

•• 

••         •• 

•• 

— 

0 

2 

0 

OLOTH     .. 

CHANCERY  DIVISIOM— Vols.  L  and  n. 
KING'S  BENCH  DIVXSION— Vols.  L  and  U. 
PBOBATE    DIVISION. 


APPEAL  CASE&         |         8TATUTB& 
THE  CUBBENT  INDEX. 
WEEKLY  NOTES— One  YolnniA. 


The  following  are  required  for  Binding  the  Entire  Series  of  the  Law  Reports  for  1901:" 

APPEAL  OASES,  Parts  L  to  V. 
THE  STATUTES,  Parts  L  to  IIL 


DIVISION  L— CHANCEBY,  Parts  L  to  ZIIL, 
and  the  Index  to  VoL  L,  pubUshed  in  July. 

KINO'S  BENCH  DIVISION,  Ao.,  Parts  L  to 
XIII.,  and  the  Index  to  Vol  L,  pnbUshed  in 
June. 


THE  CUBBENT  INDEX,  in  Pink  Wrapper. 
THE  WEEKLY  NOTES,  Numbers  L  to  UL 


FIVE   PER  CENT.    DISCOUNT   FOR   CASH. 

N.B.—Tke  above  Term  <%p^  only  to  5o<*»  hotmd  aeeording  to  ihe  pattern  adopted  by  Oe  OomwU,  iMA  maf  ht  a* 
at  Uie  FMieUmg  Qfiee.    A»  euMra  charge  wm  he  made  for  any  aUamiionfiromaep(Mer%. 

BEADING  OASES  for  WEEKLY  NOTES,  prioe  4s.  6d.  eaoh. 

William  Clowus  &  Sons,  Limited,  undertake  every  description  of  Law  Printing  and  Binding. 

WILLIAM    OLOWES    AND    SONS,  LmriD, 
Printen  and  Pnblishen  to  the  Ihooilpobatid  OouKcn.  or  Liw  Bipobiiho  fob  Eholabd  ahs  WitWi 
7,  VLBKT  STBIBBT,  H.a  (fufjoirang  MiddU  TmpU  Lome). 
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OOUET  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


EILABT  BITTINaa,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEOISTRABS  IN  ATTENDAKOE  IN  THE  ENSUINQ  WEEK. 


Oats. 

i 

SKXBOBror 

BOZA. 

OoouU. 

MX.  JUIXEOH 

KxnnricH. 

Mr.  Jssnoa 
BTun. 

Ms.  Juancs 
Fabwsll. 

Mb.  JranoB 

Mx.  JusnoB 

JOTOB. 

Mb.  Justicb 

iloalMj,      Feb. 

it! 

Mr.7«r.  L«ch 

Mr.  PembflrtoQ 

Mr.  R.  LeMb 

Mr.  Garrlngtcm 

Mr.Ghunsh 

Mr.  GresweU 

Mr.  Godfrey 

Mr.  Jftck«(m 

TM>d.J 

18  ' 

•1    Cbnrrii 

..      JMkBCm 

.,    Be»l 

„    Pogh 

„    King 

„    W.  LMoh 

,»    Fanner 

1      „    Pemberton 

WcdacsJMj  ., 

19 

»,    King 

M    Pembsitoii 

„    B.L6ioh 

„    OuTiagtan 

M   ChiiTQh 

„    GrwwttU 

..    Godfrey 

J     •..    Pngb 

Tbmdaj      „ 

20 

„    Godfivj 

„     JMkBCm 

»    Bed 

»    Pogb 

„    King 

,.    W.  LMch 

„    Fanner 

„    Canington 

'rtdV 

21 

„    Fiimer 

„    Fonbertoa 

„    B.Le«sh 

„    Guiliigtoa 

„    Chordi 

..    GneweU 

„    Godfrey 

!      „    lical 

fiasozdaj 

« 

„    GzwweU 

,.    jMksoa 

„    B«d 

n     P-ogll 

„    Ki>« 

„    W.  liMoh 

„    Fanner 

„    B.  Leach 

%*    T\6  EasUr  Vacatum  vriU  commence  on  Friday,  the  2»th  day  of  Mardi  and  Uminatt  on  Taetday,  the  Ut  day  of  April,  1902,  both  dajt  indusicc. 


APPOINTMENT. 

Herbert  Parker  Rsed,  Esq.,  K.C.,  has  been  elected  Treasurer  of  the]  Hon.  Society  of  Gray's  Inn,  in  BUccesBion  to  Charles  Montagu 
Lash,  £:iq. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


Henry  Lennox  Hopkinson  and  Albert  Martin  Oppenbeimer  (Hopkinson  A  Oppenheimer),  SolioitorB,  10,  St.  Swithin's  Lane,  by 
matoal  consent  as  from  February  8.  The  said  A.  M.  Oppenheimer  will  continue  to  carry  on  the  business  at  the  same  addre:id  i  i  partner- 
ship with  Walter  Henry  Southern,  under  the  style  of  Oppenheimer  A  Southern. 


Second  Edition,  thorougrlily  Revised.    Demy  8yo.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THE 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBJETT, 

Oi  tlie  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LUB.  London  Uniyersi^;   B.A,  late  Scholar  and  Stadent  of  Trinity  College, 
IMblin ;   Exfaibittoner  in  Real  Property  and  Eqnity ;   Holder  of  the  First  Certificate  of  Honour,   Michaehnas,  1869 ; 
Joint  Author  of  Clerke  and  Brett's  Conveyancing  Acts ;  Author  of  Brett's  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883.  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equi^  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooety. 

*^*  The  nudn  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  that 
vhieh  is  praetically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


■We  are  glad  to  obserre  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarefhl 
rlnon.  .  •  .  It  is  a  oomprehensiTe  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
ecatwined  in  a  manrellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
eontrived  by  the  insertion  of  lllustratiTe  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
Intmorting  instead  of  repulsiYe  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
Efli  of  leading  recent  cases  Ib  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
he  eommended  as  a  yery  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improyed,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
eoorenient  size  of  the  volumes." — Sdioiion*  Jowmat, 

**The^  Buooesa  which  we  predicted   for   this  book   on   its   first 
only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  .  .  Mr.  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  out 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  availiog  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  the 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  were  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  numerous 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  his  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legislature." — 
jLaw  Journal. 

<*  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  session."— 
Law  NoieB. 


LoMDON :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishrbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbbet,  E.C. 
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•Bhlxd  Xdition,  tttorouchly  B«vlaa<L  Demy  8vo.,  eloth,  18a. 

THE   LAW  OF  COPYRIGHT, 

INCLUDIHQ 

The  AMERICAN  OOFTRXGHT  AOT^the  BEBNE  OONVENTION,  the  consequent  ORDER  IN  OOUNGIL 
And  Cases  to  Date.    Also  Referenee  to,  and  Explanation  of,  the  Customs  Aet  of  1876  Relating  to  the 
Importation  of  Pirated  Editions  of  English  Copyright  Books  by  the  British  Colonies. 

By  THOMAS    EDWARD    SCRUTTON,   M.A.,  LL.B.,   Barrlster-at-Uw, 

Author  </  «2%«  Merekami  Shipping  Aet,  1894,**  «« ChaHerpaHie9  amd  BiU$  of  Lading^  &e,,  atyi 
Ledtwnr  in  tSommum  Law  to  iho  Incorporated  Law  Sooietg, 

**  We  think  it  is  not  onl j  the  eftdeet,  bat  the  most  naefdl  and  pnustioftl  work  on  oopyright** — Law  Quarterly  Review,  i 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lihitbd,  Law  Pububhbbs,  7,  Fleet  Steebt,  E.G. 


Beoond  and  greatly  improved  Edition.    Demy  8to.,  oloth,  df. 


THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

A  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of' 
Statates  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  References  to  Decisions. 


or  TBI  LTCAOT  AND  8U00I88ION  DTSTY  DKPABTMEIIT,  SOMSItBIT  HOUSS. 

*'In  the  eeoond  edition  ...  we  see  «t  a  glenoe  the  Incidenoe  of  the  English  Death  Daties.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  gre&t  serHce  for  ready  referenc^"^Li£  TiMi, 
**  We  tender  oar  thare  of  thanki  to  Mr.  Harris,  whose  competence  to  do  the  work  he  has  undertaken  is  vaiaabied.*'— Accountant. 
**  We  consider  the  work  is  one  of  grest  practical  yalne  to  soUdton."— Jritik  Law  Timu, 


1 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.G.  ^ 

Cheap  Bdltion.    lUostrated*    1  voL,  demy  8to.,  oloth,  lOs.  i 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF 

By    MB.    8EBJEANT   PULLING. 

Containing  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis^  and  the  Courts  at  WestmiEster 
Hall  deriyed  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — the  Inni 
of  Court — ^the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  ^ 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  InnoTations  oa 
the  old  Institution. 

**  A  nKmmDent  of  weU-digetted  zeteazoh.  •  •  •  Aq  important  ooatribatum  to  the  history  of  the  Bench  and  Bar  of  England.** 

—lUmirated  London  iSfw* 

Lovdon:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishirs,  7,  Flrbt  Stekkt,  E.C.^ 

Bojal  ISmoi.,  eloth,  IM.  6d. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AlIENDMENT  AOT,    1898. 

Wi  h  Notes  and  Cro«  Befeienoei  and  an  Appendix  oontalnlag  lodh  ezifting  Statntee  (inolndfaig  the  PabUo  Health  CLondon)  Act.  IS 
aa  itm  affBot  boilding  opeiatkaa  within  the  Administntive  Ooonty  of  London;  alio  the  Bye-Laws,  Befulationa  atd 
Ordeia  of  tEe  London  Ooonty  CkyanoU  and  of  the  Oommlw'onwa  of  Sewen  of  the  Oity  of  LoDdcn, 

By  W.  BXJSSBIiL  GRIFFITHS,  LL-B., 

Cf  the  Iwwr  Temple,  Editor  0/  ''The  StaMei  BegnlaHng  London  BnOding,'* 


and 


FBANOIS   W.   PEMBBB,    M.A., 

Of  LineoM$  Imn,  Draftemam  ef  the  BOt  ae  original^  iidrodneed  into  the  Houee  of  Qmmone 

London:   WILLIAM  OLOY'BS  *  SONS,  LnoriD,  Law  Publibhkm.  7.  Fle^ 
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Second  Edition,  thorougflily  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  elotli,  88s. 
Casli  Price,  80s.  Cpostage,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 


ON   THE 


IPRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

j  By    THOMAS    BJRETT, 

Of  tiie  Bfiddle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Universi^;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Stadent  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin ;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity ;   Holder  of  ue  First  Certificate  of  Honour.   Michaelmas,  Z869 ; 
Joint  Author   of  Gierke  and  Brett* s  Conveyancing  Acts ;  Author  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883.  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sodety. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  special  prominence  the  present  and  living  law,  and  onlj  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  that 
'  \  19  praotically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**We  are  glad  to  obserre  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
rariaioD.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensire  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
ectntained  in  a  marvelloiisly  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
aimtri?ed  bj  the  insertion  of  iUustratiye  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
mteresting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
fitated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  cmmQended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  iisproved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  &e  attractive  type  and 
iMTenient  size  of  the  volumes," — Solieitors*  Jowmal, 

"The  Bucceas  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
tppearaTwse,  only  a   year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fdlly  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  .  .  Ifr.  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  out 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  the 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  were  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  numerous 
Acts  which  have,  sinoe  tiie  publication  of  his  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legislature." — 
Law  Journal. 

"  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edition  it 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  1 
Law  Notes. 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <fe  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  B.C. 
Seventh  Edition*     Bayal  8vo»,  cloth,  38s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

I  Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principlea  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  inclnding  the  Law  nnder  the  Bankruptcy 
lets,  1883  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Acts,  1878  and  1882  ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1876  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  with 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  and 
Jorma,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,    Esq, 

Barri8ter-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


*  In  Bpite  of  rivals,  Robmnh  Law  and  Practice  in  Bankrunfdiy—^ax  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintahis  its  position  in  legal 
^tnre.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixtn  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  Act  and 
«^  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  this  there 
m  no  changes.    The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  np-to-date 

^U-hookrJLaw  TimeL      ^  J  J       -— » 

[,_*This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  zeaohed  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  ccmsequenoe  of  the  many 
ivprteat  csies  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desurable.  We  compUment  the  learned  author  on  the 
nnHoa  of  keephig  his  work  well  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  work  should 

n  vithout  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  puisnes  the  wise  oonise  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  accord  future 

•Mhoos  the  lame  praise."— Xots  Notes. 


I 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899. 
\*  The  Bupplexnent  oan  be  had  separately,  limp  oloth,  2a.  6d. 


DARSir    and    JBOSJLNQUET 

OH  THS 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SHaojTOD   3ax)ia7ioisr. 

BT 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.C.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 


"  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqaet^s  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limitih 
tions.  During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  hayio)^ 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  tS 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  mtli| 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — ^the  Seal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  tU 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  relatingftl 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  lb 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  eTaniinatiij 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want— ^e  want  of  a  reliitil! 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plau  of  the  new  edition  foUawi 
substontially  tbiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  abready  mentioned,  i  itf 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.*' — Law  Quarterly  Bevieto. 

LoiTDOV:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  ft  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Pubushsbs,  7.  Flbst  Stbbxt,  E.C. 

SECOND  EDinOK.    Demy  8to.,  oloth,  lOf.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THE    IiAW    BSLATING    TO> 

OOMPBIBINa  . 

THE   FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAl 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,   1896. 

Together  toith  an  Appendix  containing  Model  Rtdes^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  Regtdaiiom^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN    FULLEB,   B.A.  (Oxon.)*  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister^  at-Law. 

''We  can  thoronghly  reoommead  ibe  imbUcati<m  to  the  Chief  and  Dtetrict  OfflcUli  of  all  Fllendlj  Societies.''— /ViaiuUy  AcMiw*  Jteeorder.  ^ 

•'  Mr.  Fuller  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  practice  relating  to  Friendly  Sodetlee  In  a  clear  and  condae  manner,  and  hia  book  ahould  be  In  the  bandi  of  lU  pM 
tnteretted  In  the  working  of  Friendly  Sodetlee."— Jra«cAM(«r  CourUr, 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flhkt  Stbkbt,  B.C. 

I>«my  avo,  dloth,  19b.  OcL 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANG 

(THE   LAW   AND    PRAOTIOE   OB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Oontaining  the  Bnles  and  Begolations  annotated,  and  Forma  of  Instrumenta  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Secoritiei 

By  B.   E.   SPBNOBB    BB0DHX7BST,   M.A.,    B.O.L., 

or  TBS  nonEB  TIMFLB,  BABBI8mi-AT*LAW. 


«  Mr.ProdhiMtreyolBinetoonetJMitwecan  oorfflallj  yommend.''-nwaii>ctoI  Jgioi.        ^^^  ^^^    .  intewetlng  and  aeeftd  aooonnt  of  the  law  aid 

««We  esteem  the  work  ae  extremely  Talnable.    Its  author  has  mastered  Stock    ._^^".'?~^-^._'"  r'5*^J""*'7T«  ™",?^"^."*^S"\"*.„-^*.i*.i. 
Exchange  tedmicalities  to  a  wonderfu  extent,  and  expounded  them  with  marked 


Incidental  to  dealings  in  slocks  and  Bharee.    It  contains  all  that  to  nsedM  to  bt  k 
by  the  stockbroker  and  the  lawjer."— ai>2»e<tor<'  JawmaL 


London:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  PubiiISHBRS,  7,  Plbot  SniBBT,I.C. 
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COUET  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


ROTA  OF  REGISTRABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSmNG  WEEK. 


Daib. 


KnuwnoT 

BOTA. 


Wednesday 

Tttuwlty     , 

,  Sitonliy 


Mar.     3 

4 

5  ' 
6 

7 


Mr.  King 

*,    Greswell 
„    Jackaon 
„    Church 
„      W.  L«ftcb 
I,    PembertoD 


Afpsal 
Gounll. 


Mr.  BmI 
..    B. 


R.  LeMh 

Bed 

B.  Leach 


Mb.  JvwttOM 
Kbkbwxok. 


Mr.  Chnroli 
»    King 
„    Ghnrofa 
M    King 
„    Ghnrofa 
*>    King 


ICB.  JUBTIGB 

Brsn. 


Mr.  Oodfrey 
„  Fumflf 
f,  Godfrey 
„  FanMT 
t,  Godfrey 
„    Fanner 


Ms.  JinmcB 
Faewbll. 


Mb.  JnsnoB 

BUGKUT. 


Mr.  Pvmberton  I  Mr.  Pogh 

„    Jackion      i  „    Garrlngloii 

I 

f,    Femberton  j  „    Png^ 

„    Jaokflon  ,,    Garrlngtoo 


Mb.  JusnoB 

JOTOB. 


I     Mb.  JuanoB 
;  SWDOrBV  Eadt. 


M    Femberton 
„    Jaokaon 


Png^ 
Garrlngtoo 


Mr. 

GreeweU 

Mr. 

OaiTlngloD 

n 

W.  Leaoh 

»t 

Pngh 

» 

Greaw^ 

i> 

B.  Leaoh 

M 

W.  Leaoh 

»» 

Beal 

»» 

Gxeawdl 

Fanner 

W.  Leaoh  1 


%*  Tke  Easter  Vacation  will  commence  on  Friday ,  the  2^tk  day  of  March  ani  UrminaU  o»  Timday,  the  \tt  day  qf  April,  IWSk  Mh  dayi  ineltitive. 


LAND  TRANSFER  ACT,  1897. 


Kotice  ifl  hereby  given  that  it  is  proposed  to  enbmit  to  His  Majesty 
in  Council  the  draft  of  an  Order  in  Oouncil  farther  postponing  the 
iiieof  the  operation  of  the  Land  Transfer  Act,  1897,  in  the  City  of 
Undon,  from  the  lat  day  of  March  next  to  the  Ist  day  of  July,  1902, 

mh'ehruarp,  1902. 


[NCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


HONOURS  EXAMINATION. 


JANUABY,  1902. 


^•*  Thi  names  of  the  SolicUor§  to  whom  the  OandidaUs  ierved  under 
AriideB  of  CUrJakip  are  printed  in  Ualim, 


TkX  the  Examination  for  Honoors  of  OandidatoB  for  Admiation  on 
ue  Roll  of  Solicitors  of  the  Supreme  Gonrt^  the  Examination  Gom- 
wttee  reooDimended  the  following  as  being  entitled  to  Honorary 

InBtiQctioQ : — 

FIRST  GLASS. 

[In  Order  of  Merit.] 

Leonard  William  Mookk. 

Mr.  John  William  Frederick  Jacqtiea,  of  the  firm  of  Me8$r$. 
F.  V,  JacqueAj  Clulton  &  JaequeSy  of  BrUtol ;  and  Mears, 
S(ow,  Preston  &  Co.y  of  London, 

I  I  Ernest  Willla^m  Bird. 

Mr.  FranciB  H,  Kendall,  of  Hie  firm  of  Meters,  Batiks,  Kendall 
&  Taylor,  of  Liverpool;  and  Messrs.  Coie  <fc  Jackson,  of 
London, 

Habold  Atkinson  Crawford. 

-Mr.  George  Frederic  Crawford,  of  Leeds ;  and  Messrs,  Pater- 
.  Bom,  Snow,  Bloxam  &  Kinder,  of  London. 

Jameb  Shaw. 

Mr.  John  Uu$(  Jeffery,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Taylor ^  Jeffery  <fc 

\  Jet»op,  of  Bradford. 


5.  William  Ghablbs  Gamm. 

Mr.  Arehibald  Slater,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Slater  &  Oo,,  of 
DarlasUm, 

6.  Stifhbk  Heap,  M.A.  LL.B.  Gamb. 

Mr.  Henry  Woodcock  Byland,  of  (he  firm  of  Messrs.  IVoodeoe/i, 
Byland  A  Parker,  of  London. 


SEOOND  CLASS. 
[In  Alphabetioal  Older.] 

John  Abthub  Stephen  Bailt. 

Mr,  Robert  Newton,  of  Wells,  Somerset ;  and  Messrs.  Turner  A 
Co,,  of  London. 

Fbedbbiok  Chables  Botes. 

Mr.  Edward  Humphreys,  of  the  firm  of  Qrover,  Humphreys  A 
Son,  of  London, 

Habbt  Sootchmbb  Gotblee. 
Mr,  Robert  Carter,  of  London, 

Tom  Hbnbt  Hobbgood. 

Mr.  Thomas  Joyce,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Pomford,  Joyce  <ft 
Davis,  of  Williton,  Somerset;  and  Messrs.  Rowdiffes, 
Rawie  ds  Co.,  of  London. 

Thomas  Hulmb. 

Mr.  Uenry  Harwood,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Aston,  Harwood  ds 
Somers,  of  Mandiester;  and  Messrs.  Bower,  Cotton  A 
Bower,  of  London. 

Chables  Bennett  Mabshall. 

Mr.  Edmund  Strode,  M.A.,  of  the  firm  of  Mfisers.  Bird,  Strode 
A  Bird,  of  London. 

Frank  Pick. 

Mr.  George  Orombie,  of  York. 
John  Ratoliffb  Sampson. 

Mr,  Robert  Newton  Rhodes,  of  Bradford. 
Thomas  Fibldbn  Tatlob. 

Mr.  William  Frederick  VerraU,  of  Worthing;  and  Mr.  John 
Hands,  of  London. 

Gbobgb  Hbebbbt  Watson. 


Mr.  George  Neuby  Watson,  of  Darll 
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THIBD  CLASS. 
[In  Alphabetioal  Order.] 

BlOHABD  HUGH£B  AbBLL. 

iff.  mney  Prodor  Ryland,  of  CheUenham;   and   Mesm. 
Field,  Jioscoe  dt  Ot).,  of  London. 

AiiKxander  Wynatjd  Findlat,  LL.B.  Lond. 

Mr.  Daniel  WintHngham  Stable  and  Mr,  WUUam  Gamble, 
both  of  London, 

KofiEBT  Howard  Fubnesb. 

Mr.  John  James  Sawsihom,  of  the  firm  of  Meeure,  Ramthornf 
AmbUr  &  Booth,  of  Preston, 

Wallibs  William  Pkkn  Gaskell. 

Messrs.  Ashhttrst,  Morris,  Crisp  <fc  Co.,  of  London. 
Edgar  Arthtjr  Kirbt,  B.A.  Lohd. 

Mr.  Joseph  Soames,  of  ihejlrm  of  Mesmt,  Soames,  Edwards  A 
Jones,  of  London, 

James  Elliott  Malloibon,  M.A.  Game. 

Messrs,  Gable  &  Warner,  of  Fareham;  and  Meure,  Prior, 
Church  ft  Adams,  of  L&ndon. 

Richard  Thomas  Moboan. 

Mr.  E.  Brassey,  of  Chester, 
J'BEDEBicK  Adam  Corbib  Rbddeh,  LL.B.  Camb. 

Mr,  Alfred  Francis  JRw,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs,  Fox  A  Preeoe, 

of  London, 

t>Avn)  Edwabd  Speight. 

Mr.  John  Henry  Armitage,  of  Leeds, 

ttuGH  RUTHERFOBD  OlUNHY  BiDEN   StBELE. 

Mr.  Henry  PnveU  Thurston,  of  Thombury;  and  Mr,  Walter 
Flomer  Young,  of  London, 

James  Hbnby  STUROEas. 

Mr.  Claude  Barker,  of  Shield, 
Charles  Sydney  Thokpsob. 

Tli€  late  Mr.  Charles  Octavius  Humphreys,  of  the  firm  of 
Messrs.  C.  0.  Humphreys  &  Son,  of  London, 

Alb'bed  Wiltshire. 

Mr.  Mvoard  Albert  Bell,  of  London. 


INCOEPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION, 


THE  FOLLOWING  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ABE 
ALPHABETICAL  ORDER)  WERE  SUCCESSFUL  AT 
PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  THE  5th 
erH  FEBRUARY,  1902  :— 


The  Conncil  of  the  Inoorporated  Law  Sodety  haye  aocordingly 
giren  Class  CertUicates  and  awarded  the  following  Prises  of  Books  :— 

To  Mr.  i¥oore— Priie  of  the  Hononrahle  Society  of  dement* a 
Inn— Value  about  lOL ;  and  The  Daniel  Beardon  Prize- 
Value  about  20  gnineas. 

To  Mr.  i?i>d— The  Priro  of  the  Honourable  Society  of  Clifford's 
Inn — Value  5  guineas. 

To  Mr.  Crawford,  Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  Camm,  and  Mr.  Haap— Prizes 
of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society — ^Valne  5  guineas. 

To  Mr.  5(^c«--The  John  Maokrell  Prize— Valne  abont  12/, 

The  Council  have  glren  Glass  Gertifloates  to  the  Candidates  in 
the  Second  and  Third  Classes. 

Eighty-six  Candidates  gaTe  notice  for  the  Examination. 


By  Older  of  the  GonnciL 

B.  W.  WiLLtAMSOB, 

Seoretary, 
Law  Sooibty'b  Hall,  Chanoebt  Lane,  Lobdon  : 
2lst  February,  1902. 


Ral^h  Geoige  Barnes 
Benjamin  Thomlinson  Barrans 
Spencer  Martin    Eyckholt   Bat- 

chelor 
William  Charles  Bradley 
Reginald  Branston 
Loois  Brooke 
Howard  Frank  Burt 
James  Fell  Scott  Garmichael 
John  Laurence  Clarke 
John  Fancourt  Gooney 
William  Henry  Coupe 
Charles  Crebbin 
Charles  Nugent  Creech 
Archibald  Thomas  Crocker 
Henry  Dollman 
Frederic  Augustus  Drake 
John  Philip  Egerton  Falconer 
Ernest  Farrington 
Francis  Templer  Fisher 
Frank  Flower 
GFervase  Lawson  Ford 
Rennie  James  Foster 
Eustace  William  Trist  Gasking 
Leslie  Gordon 
Eustace  Arthur  Gould 
David  Johnston  Green 
Leonard  Wray  Greenhalgh 
William  Bruce  Hadfield  , 

Ashley  Robert  Stephenson  Harby  i 
Edward  Dalton  Hanrey  j 

Norman  Marshall  Higham 
Thomas  Hyde  Hills  I 

Clement   Slphinstone  Radcliffe 

Hohnes 
Harry  Hogarth  Holmes  ' 

Edward  Robert  Uoekinson  I 

Harold  Robert  Hudleston  < 

John  Ismay  i 

Stanley  Johnson 

Barry  St  P.  Jones  | 

Fred  Alma  Jordan 
Edwin  Ody  Kay  ! 

YooBuf  Ismail  Abdoolabhai  Lalji    ' 
Humphrey  Benedict  Layton 
Gerald  Leigh  Leigh-Clare 
Charles  William  Limmer 
John  Robert  Liversage 
Richard  Edmondson  LlYesey 
Charles  Yorke  Lucas  Galcraft 


Edward  Garlyle  MoMollen 

Thomas  Marsden 

Francis  Edward  Lloyd  Ibt^ 

Thomas 
Thomas  Arthur  Mldgle j 
Ralph  GFeorge  Miles 
John  Arkley  Milns 
Algernon  Charles  Milsom 
Hugo  Walford  Minor 
Albert  Jeffery  Mitchell 
Alexander  Yere  Niooll 
William  Francis  Ogdon 
Francis  Robert  Peers 
Kenneth  Povey-Harper 
Thomas  Ralph  Plumer  Price 
Thomas  Richards 
Albert  Gibson  Rivington 
Walter  Roberts 
Montague  Arthur  Rowls»& 
Mark  Rutherford 
John  Edward  Seager 
James  Shawoross 
William  Wood  Shephaid 
Harold  Neyil  Smart 
Alfred  Ernest  Stanley  Sfflith 
Ernest  Claud  Smitton 
Edlund  Archibald  Steyens 
Charles  Stewart 
Gi3orge      Vincent     Beaipub 

Stubbins 
Gilbert  Hadden  Tahonidin 
Geof&ey  Nowill  Tasker 
William  Kiuffsley  Taylor 
Cyril  Henry  Taynton 
Richard  Astley  Tenoli 
Ernest  Kriiger  Topham 
Robert  Ignatius  Trappes-LoDas 
Norley  Frederick  Tonbridgo     ' 
Cyril  Turner 
Reginald  Stanley  Tuner 
Thomas  Vesper 
Raleigh  Wallington 
Louis  Crispin  Warmingtoa 
Percival  Penkivil  Weekes 
Herbert  Vaughan  Whitehesd 
Charles  Stuart  WigfuU 
Nigel  Stuart  Wigston 
Gilbert  Moore  Wilson 
Charles  Herbert  Wood 


By  Order  of  the  Council, 


£.  W.  Williamsob, 

Seerekfff. 


Law  Sooirt's  Hall,  CHAHoniT  Labb,_ 
21«<  Fet 
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OOUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUKT  OF  JUSTICE— CHAUCSBY  DIVISION. 

HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902.  . 

BOTA  OF  BEGISTBABS  m  ATTENDAt^OE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


B014. 


JLPTBAL 

GoraxIL 


^    Xtf .  10  ,    Mr.  Bad 

12 
18 

14 


I    Mr.  Gtodftcj 


Pmh 
B.LaMh 


Mm.  Juflnoi 
KuxiriOK. 


Mb.  Jjomm    \     Vx.  Jumoi 
BrasB.  FAXwau. 


I- 


Mb*  JnsTfOB 

^BOOKLBT* 


Mr.W.  LMch 


Mr. 


Godfrey 


,,  W.  Leaoh 

M  entweU     j 

„  W.  L«ch  i 

„  GiwraU 


mng 
CSmroh 
King 
dmnli 


GuilnglaB 


Mr.  OKrli«loB  {    Mr.  B.  LoMh 
Bad    . 
B. 

,.    Fngh  „    B«l 

„   GuilnglaB        »,    ] 


Mb.  JttwiCB 

JOIOB. 


M^Jumoa 
Swnnratf  Kaot. 


Mr.Jackm 


Mr.Gknch 
f.   Dag 


V  n«  Aufar  FoaiMofi  wiU  ewMRMM  o»  Friday,  the  mth  day  of  Martk  and  UrminaU  on  Tiuadag,  the  Ut  day  inf  JprO,  1901,  Mh  daft  inAutiv, 


COUNTY  COURTS. 


to  COUNTY  COURTS  (DISTBICTS)  POSTPONEMENT 
OBDEB,  No.  12,  DATED  FEBRUARY  17,  1902. 

UUioge  Stanley,  Earl  of  HalsbiUT,  Lord  High  Ohanodlor  of 
Mftitftla,  io  pnrsoanoe  of  the  Comity  Conrts  Act,  1888  (51  ft  52 
Ckp.  43),  and  of  Article  7  of  the  Oonnty  Coarts  (DiBtrictfl) 
isOoiincil,  1899,  (hereinafter  called  the  Principal  Order),  ana 
ifl  other  powers  enabling  me  in  that  bofaalf,  do  hereby  order  as 

1.  This  Order  may  be  dted  ss  **  The  Oonnty  Gonrts  (Districts) 
Ftetponement  Order,  No.  12." 

1  For  the  purposes  of  the  Principal  Order  the  ^  appointed  day  ^ 
is  spediled  in  the  Oonnty  Courts  (Districts)  Postponement 
Orders,  Nob.  1,  %  10,  and  11,  is  hereby  postponed  until  the 
fint  day  of  April,  1903,  and  aooordingly  the  provisions  of  the 
Principal  Oroer  which  relate  to  the  Countj  of  London  or  to 
the  alteration  with  regard  to  the  County  0>urt  Districts  of 
that  County  of  the  boundaries  of  any  neighbouring  (^onty 
Ooort  Districts  or  to  the  establishment  of  County  Courts  at 
Bichmond,  West  Ham,  and  Willesden,  are  hereby  postponed 
imtil  the  said  first  day  of  April,  1903. 

3.  This  Order  may  be  revoked,  amended,  or  varied  by  any  further 
Order. 

1^  the  17th  day  of  February,  1902. 

HALSBURY  O. 


JUDGES  OF  THE  CITY  OF  LONDON  COURT. 


OcmOa  Ofiiet,    . 

The  King  has  been  pleased,  by  Warrant  under  the  Boyal  Sign 
Manual,  to  declare  that  in  all  times  hereafter  the  Judges  of  the  City 
of  London  OMrt  Shall  eadh  be  balled,  Imown,  and  addioassd  by  the 
style  and  Utle  of  *^His  Honeoz*'  psdfaced  to  the  woid  *^  Judge '^  before 
his  name,  and  shall  have  plaoe  and  preoedenoe  together  with  the 
Judges  of  County  Courts  in  England  and  Wales,  next  after  Knights 
Bachelors. 


APPOINTMENT. 

Mr.  Charles  Smith  (A.  F.  Griffith,  Davie  k  Smith),  of  Brighton,  has 
appointed  a  Commissioner  to  administer  Oatiis  in  the  Supreme 


Court  of  Judicature,  England. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


Aiher  Prior  and  William  Yeung  (Prior  ft  YoongX  Solieitors,  Col- 
chester and  Claoton-on-Sea,  Bfesez,  by  mntoal  oonsent  as  from  April 
80, 1901.  The  said  A.  Prior  will  eontinne  tiie  said  boslBsas,  in  his 
own  name,  at  the  aboye  addresses. 


NOW  READY.    Demy  8va,  doth,  ISf. 


THE   COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831^1900. 

tether  with  the  Special  Constables  Acts ;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts ;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts ;  the  Police 
^Acts;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Pablio  Authorities  Protection  Act;  the  Police 
l^ropaty  Act;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Municipal  OorporatiOiis  Act^  and  the  Local  Govemment  AdL 

WUh  IntroductUnh  Notes  and  Indeoo. 

By  EYBILiirN  €3f.  BS.  CJLR»nCEIii.Ei:i«   BSJS^  (Oxon.), 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxted  dreoit,  Barrlster-at-Lsw. 
IIJ^tehAMt  bM  Biqipltod  s  dMddM  wut  In  the  pnMBfe  ^iiiiM.''^Ie^ 
nt  bosk  wlU  te  »  ih4mUs  sAlttkm  to  the  liw  Ubiwy  of  erwy  polks  saiaoi^ 
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Second  Editioiii  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899. 
%*  The  Supplement  can  be  had  separately,  limp  eloth,  2e.  6d. 

DARSir    and    SOS&NQUE2T 

Oir  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS) 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

BY 

R  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Law. 

**  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqaet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Liinij 
tions.    During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  haTi 
been  produced.    The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitionff 
consult  si)ecial  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  i&l 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  aod  ( 
Trostee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  rdatinj 
the  limitation  of  actions.    In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of 
Bosanquet.    The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratalated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  ezai ' 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  of  a 
goide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurispradence.    The  plan  of  the  new  edition  h    ^ 
substantially  tiu^t  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  abready  mentioned,  i^  !• 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'' — Law  Quarterly  Beview. 

LoiTDOir:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lihitbd,  Law  Publishkbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbskt,  E.0. 

SEOOKD  EDITION.    Demy  Sto.,  oloth,  10«.  Gd. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

'       *  (THE    LAW    BBLATING    TO> 

ooMPBisma  . 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRll 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

Together  with  an  Appendix  cmtaimng  Model  RtUes^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  Begtdations,  1897. 1 
By  F.  BADEN   FXTLLEB,  B.A/COxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister>at-Law.  r 

•*  We  can  thoroughly  noomaiend  the  pablLcakion  to  the  Chief  «nd  District  OfflcUU  of  all  Friendly  Soc!Min.''^Fritndl^  SoeiUie$*  JtMerder. 
'"    **  Mr.  Fnller  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  practice  relating  to  Friendly  Societies  In  a  olear  and  condae  manner,  and  hia  book  should  be  in  the  hands  of  au  r" 
1  nterested  In  the  working  of  Friendly  Sodetiee."— JfancAsfter  Courier, 

LoTOON:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitkd,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Fleet  SmEgr,  E,0.    _ 

Ilemy  8vo^  dloth,  12b,  ad. 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGI 

(THE   LAW  AND   PRAOTIOE  OB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 
Containing  the  Bnles  and  Begnlations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instnments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Seeonticf. 

By  B.   E.   SPENOEB    BB0DHX7BST,   M.A.,   B.aL., 

OF  TBB  nnrXB  TXKFU,  1JlBBI8TK]I*AT-LAW. 
**  Mr.BrodbanfsYolumeisonethat  wecan  conUally  rMOinmend.'''>-^iianoJal JfeiM.        m*t%im  imaV  •!«■  •  mv»  inteM^n*  «iwi  ih«Aii  MMmnt  aT  tha  lav  sad  f>*^ 
aMl1^!?l JSi^ISS  jLS.     '''*"***^  ''*•*'*'  •^  erponiMled  them  with  nurked    y^^  ^  atodtteSSwiad  the  lawyw.--*l«torf'  JmitmI. 


LoOTON:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Steeet,  E^C. 
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Second  Edition,  thorougrhly  Revised.    Demy  8vo.,  2  Vols.,  oloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  Cpostage,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 


ON  THB 


PRESENT     LAWS    OF     ENGLAND. 


I 


By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  tiie  Middle  Temple,  Banister-at-Law ;  LUB.  London  UniyefBi^;  B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  CoUefl^e, 

DttUin ;   EzhiUooner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity ;   Holder  of  uie  First  Certificate  of  Honour.  Michaelmaa,  Z869 ; 

Joint   Author   of  Gierke   and  Brett's  Conveyandns^  Acts ;  Author  of  Brett* s  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883L  and  of 

Leadings  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooety. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  tpeolal  prominenoe  the  present  and  liring  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  that 
which  m  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  la  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  undeistand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarefbl 

rsfisioo.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
eontalned  In  a  mArvcIlousIy  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
ooDtrivcd  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interegting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
lUt  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being'  uiortly 
s'iited.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Aoti^  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
^t  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractiTe  type  and 

cvenient  size  of  the  volumes." — SoUciion^  JommdL 

The  snocess  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearanoe,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  aasnred»  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  .  •  Mr.  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  <Mdled  upon  so  soon  to  bring  out 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  the 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  oorrectiuff  the  errors  whioh  were  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  numerous 
Acts  whidh  have,  since  tiie  publication  of  nis  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legislature." — 
LawJowmdL 

*'The  compilation  has  been  done  with  esre,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  session.''— 
Law  Notes. 


I  London  :    WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Fububhbbs,  7,  Flbbt  Street,  E.O. 

Seventh  EdiHon.     Royal  Svo.^  eioth,  388. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

I        Contaiiiiiiff  a  fall  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  inchiding  the  Law  nnder  the  Bankniptoy 

^  Acts,  1883  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  BUls  of  &le 

Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  s  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  with 

Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.    With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  and 

Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

"  In  spite  of  ritals,  Sobwn'i  Law  and  Pradke  in  BankruoUsj^-iaK  excellent  treatise,  we  always  tiiought— maintains  its  position  in  legal 
litentue.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequenUy  that  Act  and 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  ohiHEyter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  this  there 
sm  10  ehanges.  The  judknal  d^*dsiqns  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  up-to-date 
t]zt4)0Qk.''^Lai9  2VSMS. 

"This  staadaid  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reaohed  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  the  many 
iapoftuit  cases  recentiy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  learned  author  on  the 
visdonitfkeqdnghisworkweUuptodate.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  work  should 
bewtOoiitit;  and  as  kmg  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issumg  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  accord  future 
editions  tiie  same  praise."— Xoit  i^ofof. 

LoiTDov:  WILLIAM  CLOWBS  &^  SONS,  LmmD,  Law  Pobushibs,  7,  Fleet  Stbeet.  E.C. 
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NOW  BEADY.    Demy  Sva,  doth,  27t.  6<l. ;  cask  price,  23*. 
LELY    AND    PEARCE'S    "AGRICULTURAL    HOLDINGS." 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  AGTS,  1883  &  1900, 

AND  OTHEB 

Agricultural  Statutes,  Including  the  Game,  Distress,  and  Workmen's  Compensation  Acts. 
Arranged,  with  Notes  and  Forms,  by  J.  M.  LELT,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Editor  of  "  Woodfall'a  Lav  of  Landlord  and  Tenant ";  and 

W.  H  ANBURY  A66S,  Barrister  -  at  -  Law. 

BEING  A  THIRD  EDITION  OF  LELY  AND  PEARCE'S  "AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINOa* 

LoHDOir:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  LnnsD,  Law  Tvsusamaa,  7,  Flmt  Bibmt,  E.0. 
Seeond  and  greaUy  imptoTOd  MitioB.    Deny  Sro.,  doth,  8*. 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

A  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  Bn^h  Death  DntieB  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statntes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  anj  become 
Payable.    With  various  nsefnl  Notes  and  References  to  Decisions. 

By     E.     EIJLRRIS, 

OW  TBS  UBGAOT  ASD  0UOOI8SIOV  DUTT  DSPABnOBHT,  BOmBSKT  BOUBI. 

**Ia  the  Beoond  ediUoa  .  .  .  we  lee  «t  a  gbmoe  the  incidence  of  the  EngUeh  Devkh  IhiMee.  .  .  .  Bhonld  prore  of  great  eervlae  ibr  veedj  r0faenoe.''-^£«»  Timi 
"We  lender  ear  diare  at  thanks  to  Mr.  Hanta,  wboae  eonvetenoe  to  do  the  work  he  baa  undertaken  la  udMibted."— Jopou^bteiit. 
•<  We  eonUcr  the  work  la  one  of  graaft  pn»klcal  ralne  to  8olidt<aa.''-*/fi>J^  Law  Tim«t» 

London  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  <fe  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flkkt  Street,  E.O. 
Cheap  XSditiona   ninstratacb    1  voL,  demy  dvo,  cloth,  lOa. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MM.    8EBJEANT   PXJLLINa, 

Containing  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Begis,  and  the  Conrta  at  Westminitar 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — tiie  Imu 
of  Court— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — ^Eecords  and  Memoirs  d  tlie 
QUA  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  InnovatioBS  on 
the  old  Institution. 

^  A  maamneiit  of  weU-digefted  zeteszolL  •  •  •  An  important  oaatiibation  to  the  hlitorT  of  the  Bonoh  and  Bar  of  England.** 

^mudraM  jLomIoii  Mm. 

LovDOV :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Fiaet  Stbkbt,  KO. 

Bojal  iamo.»  ^loCh,  lis.  dd. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  ABIENDMENT  AOT,    1898. 

With  Notes  and  Cioh  Befeienoea  and  an  Appendix  oontafaiinf  anoh  existing  BtatnfeM  (indnding  tiie  PnUio  Health  (London)  Aot,  1891, 
aa  fltOl  affeot  bunding  operatioaB  within  the  AdnddEitiattTB  Oonn^  of  London;  also  the  Bye-Lawi,  Beffnlaticns  and 
Orders  of  the  London  Ooonty  Oonndl  aad  of  the  Oommiasionen  of  Sewers  of  the  Oity  of  Loadosu 

By  W.  BXJSSBLIj  GBIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  ih^  hm&r  T0m^  Editor  of  "^TU  BialMm  BeguUOkig  Londtm  Bwmng,''  and 

FBANGIS   W.   PEMBBB,   KJL., 

Of  IAiiioM$  IfM,  DrafUmam  i^  the  BiU  a§  aHgimdO^  itdndmtBd  Mo  fhs  £01110  of  Oommons. 

LoKDON :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  *  SONS,  LnanD,  Law  Fublxshkbs,  7,  Fleet  Stbebt,  KO. 
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f  COUET  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


n 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


ROTA  OF  BEGISTRARS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


lUn. 


Imdiy,     Mdr.    IT 


Wednniiy 


18 

19 
20 
21 


Rota. 


Mr.  CuringtoD 
tt    Oreswell 
„    W.  Lewh: 
„    Pngh   astl 
M    Jackaon 
II    Pemb«rton 


APPEAI. 

ck)UEi  n. 


Mr.  King 
I,    Cbarch 
»    King 
II    Chnrcb 
M    King 
,1    Chnich 


Mb.  JcsnoK 
KzKMwicn. 


Mr.  PembartoQ 
II    JackaoD 
M    Pembcrton 
I,    Jackstm 
II    Pemberton 
„    Jackaon 


Mb.  Jtsticb 
Btbvs. 


Mr.  Greswell 
II    W.  LMcb 
„    Greswell 
II    W.  Leach 
II    Gnswell 
I,    W.  Leach 


Mr.  Jubticb 

FJLnWKLL. 


Mr.  Heal 

II  R.  Leach 

i>  Beal 

„  R.  Leach 

»  Beal 

,1  R.  Leach 


Mb.  Justiox 
Buckley. 


Mr.  Fanner 
I,    Oodfr^ 

„  Fanner 
„  Godfrey 
„  Fanner 
,1    Godfrey 


Mb*  Jdbtiob 

JOTCB. 


Mb,  JmicB 

SwtKFBH  EUdT. 


Mr.  Pngh  Mr.  R.  Leach 

II    CarrlngtoQ        ^    Beal 
I,    Pngh  „    Godfrey 

,1    Carrlngton        „    Fanner 
„    Pngh  „    ChiiTch 

II    Carrlngton  ,      ^    King 


%*   IV  Satter  Vacation  will  commence  on  Friday,  the  l%ih  day  of  March  and  terminate  on  Tuesday,  tke  Ut  day  of  April,  1903,  both  dayi  induiive. 


r 
^ 


LAND  TEANSFER  ACT,  1897- 


At  the  C3oTirt  at  St  James'fl,  the  6fch  day  of  March,  1902. 

Present : 

The  King's  most  Excellent  Majesty  in  Council. 


Whereas  it  is  expedient  that  the  operation  of  the  Order  in  Council, 
dated  the  18th  day  of  July,  1S98,  and  made  pnrsnant  to  the  Land 
ransfer  Act,  1897,  should  be  further  postponed  as  regards  the  City 
of  London :  Now  it  is  hereby  ordered  and  declared  that  the  said 
t^der  is  to  be  read  and  to  take  effect  as  if  instead  of  the  words  "  first 
^of  May  1901"  the  words  »' first  of  July  1902"  had  been  inserted  in 
I  eehednle  thereto. 

A.   W.   FiTZBOY. 


HIGH   COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY   DIVISION. 


TliANSFER  OF  ACTIONS, 


ORBEK  OF  COURT. 


Txiesday,  the  25^A  day  of  February,  1902. 

I,  Hardikqb  Stanley,  Earl  of  Halsbury,  Lord  High 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  Do  hereby  Order  that  the  Actions 
mentioned  in  the  Schedule  hereto  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Hononrable  Mr.  Justice  Byrne  and  Mr.  Justice  Buckley. 


SCHEDULE, 


[ 


Mr.  Justice  Swinfen  Eady  (1901— A.— No.  1293). 

The  AutomoMlB  Manufacturing  Company,  Limited  r.  Albert  Arthur 
Jordan  and  Gordon  Robert  Roger. 


Mr.  Justice  Swikfsn  Eady  (1901— A— No.  186i). 

{In  tho  Matter  of  The  Automobile  Manufacturing  Company,  Limited. 
Joseph  Moore,  Stanley  Lambert,  Edmund  Towneend,  Walter 
Charles  Bersey  v.  The  Automobile  Manufacturing  Company, 
Limited,  and  Albert  Arthur  Jordan. 

Mr.  Justice  Swinfen  Eady  (1902— M.— No.  91) 

fin  the  Matter  of  The  Mansions  Proprietary,  Limited. 
\WilUam  Wood  and  Arthur  Farcy  v.  The  Mansions  Proprietary, 
Limited,  and  Others. 

HALSBURY  0. 


ORDER  OF  COURT. 

TImrsday,  the  ^th  day  of  February,  1902. 

I,  Hardinoe  Stanley,  Earl  op  Hals  bury,  Lord  High 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  Do  hereby  Order  that  tho  Action 
mentioned  in  the  Schedule  hereto  shall  bo  transferred  to  the 
Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Byrne  and  Mr.  Justice  Buokley. 


SCHEDULE, 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewich  (1902— G.— No.  263). 

{In  the  Matter  of  The  Grosvenor  Dairies,  Limited. 
John  Adama  v.  The  Grosvenor  Dairies,  Limited. 


HALSBURY  C. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

March  5.  The  King  baa  been  pleased  to  approve  the  appointment 
of  Henry  Alleyne  Bovell.  Esq.,  K.C.  (Attorney-General),  to  be  the 
Chief  Justice  of  British  Guiana. 

March  8.  The  King  has  been  pleased  to  gire  directions  for  the 
appointment  of  William  Meigh  Goodman,  Esq.,  K.C,  (Attorney- 
General),  to  be  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Colony 
of  Hong  Kong. 
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HIGH   COURT    OF   JUSTICK 

PROBATE,   DIVOROB,  AND  ADMIRALTY   DIVISION, 


SUPPLEMENTAL  LIST  OF  UNDEFENDED  DIVORCE  CAUSES. 


Abbreviationb.— P.  Probate— D.  Dissolution  of  Marriage— J.S.  Judicial  Separation— N.  Nullity— L  Issue— 
R.C.R.  Restitution  of  Conjugal  Rights— A.  Act  on  Petition. 

When  preceded  by  "H."  suit  brought  by  Husband,  and  "W."  suit  brought  by  Wife. 


No. 


1 

H.D. 

2 

H.D. 

3 

H.D. 

4  W.J.S. 

5 

H.D. 

6 

H.N. 

7 

H.D. 

8 

W.D. 

9 

H.D. 

10 

W.R.\ 
C.R.f 

11 

H.D. 

12 

H.D. 

13 

H.D. 

14 

W.D. 

15 

H.D. 

16 

W.D. 

17 

H.D. 

IS 

W.D. 

19 

H.D. 

20  w.J.a. 

21 

H.D. 

22 

H.D. 

23 

W.D. 

u{ 

W.R.\ 
CRJ 

25 

W.D. 

26 

H.D. 

27 

H.D. 

28 

H.D. 

29 

H.D. 

30 

W.D. 

31 

W.D. 

32 

H.D. 

33 

W.D. 

84 

W.D. 

85  W.J.8. 

3^5 

WD. 

37 

H.D. 

88 

H.D. 

39 

W.D. 

40 

H.D. 

41 

W.D. 

42 

WD. 

43 

H.D. 

44 

H.D. 

45 

H.D. 

46 

H.D. 

47 

H.D. 

48 

W.D. 

49 

W.D. 

50 

H.D. 

51 

W.D. 

52 

H.D. 

53 

W.D. 

SOUCITOBS. 


KAMS  OF  GAUSS. 


BEFORE  THE  COURT  ITSELF— 
UNDEFENDED  DIVORCE. 

Riusell  V,  Russell  A  Gumey  . 

Commander  v.  Commander  &  Borgeant 

Smith  V.  Smith  &  Forrest 

Woolnoth,  M.  S.  v.  Woolnoth,  C.  H. 

Eaton  V.  Eaton  &  Cox   . 

Lamb  v.  Lamb  orse.  Wilson    .        .         (in  oamerft) 

Wyndham  v.  Wyndham  &  Gristy 

Young,  J.  V,  Young,  F.  A. 

Miles  V.  Miles  A  Cross   . 

Palmer,  H.  E.  v.  Palmer,  W.  H.  E.  H. 

Elliott  V.  Elliott  &  Scott 
Fleming  v,  Fleming  Sc  Morton 
Charlton  v.  Charlton  &  Roeo  . 
Halhot,  A.  E.  v.  Halbot,  E.  L. 
Webb  V,  Webb  &  Woods 
Boam,  Sarah  v,  Boam,  Samuel 
Richards  v.  Richards  ft  Jones. 
Macadam,  M.  J.  v.  Macadam,  H. 
Mayo,  W.  r.  Mayo,  C.  E. 
Mitchell,  E.  E.  A.  E.  v.  Mitchell. 
MitoheU,  F.  v.  Mitchell,  A.     . 
Phillips  V.  Phillips  &  Stapleton 
Berry,  M.  v.  Berry,  E.  T. 

De  la  Warr,  Countess  v.  De  la  Warr,  Earl 

Bird,  K.  M.  v.  Bird,  W.  A.     . 
Farrow,  J.  E.  v.  Farrow,  M.  A. 
Hushand  v.  Husband  &  Dealtiy 
Thompson  v.  Thompson  &  Lee 
Hayward  v,  Hayward  &  Batney 
Brewer,  K.  E.  v.  Brewer,  W.  W. 
Rodney,  Baroness  v.  Rodney,  Baron 
Reekie  v.  Reekie  &  Goss 
Thompson,  N.  E.  v.  Thompson,  B. 
Lines,  E.  M.  v.  Lines,  F. 
k  Court,  M.  C.  r.  k  Court,  C.    . 
Douglas,  M.  J.  V.  Douglap,  R.  L. 
Dummett  v.  Dummett  &  Stephens 
Kingscote  v,  Kingscote  &  Anderson 
Dering,  E.  A.  v,  Dering,  D.  N.  B. 
Westwood,  F.  v.  Westwood,  H. 
Neech,  C.  A.  v,  Neech,  T.  W.  A. 
Jeffreys,  L.  B.  v.  Jeffreys,  A.  S. 
Shepherd  «.  Shepherd  &  Johnson 
Johnson  v.  Johnson  &  Ramsey 
Johnson  v.  Johnson  Sc  Woodcock 
Drummond  v.  Dmmmond  &  Durham 
Lloyd  V.  Lloyd  &  Davies 


Elkington,  L.  v.  Elkington,  F. 
Fawcett,  K.  v,  Fawcett,  J. 
Howitt  V.  Howitt  &  Felice 
Morris,  M.  J.  v.  Morris,  G. 
Moffat  V.  Moffat  &  Foley 
Reilly.  L.  H.  v.  Reilly,  L.  S. 


J. 


PUlntUPk. 


D«faid«xif«. 


Oa-Beapontarii 


Hare  ft  Co.    •     .     . 
McDiarmid  ft  Hill. 
In  Person. 
Curwen  ft  Garter. 
Judge  ft  Priestley. 
Avery  ft  Son. 
Valpy  ft  Co. 
CroBse  ft  Sons. 
Coodeft  Co. 

Blcknell  ft  Wrigley. 

Gibson,  Weldon  ft  Co. 
N.  Moody. 

Sharpe,  Parker  &  Co. 
Jaqnes  ft  Co. 
Robbins,  Billing  ft  Co. 
Bryson  ft  Wells. 
Metcalfe  ft  Sharpe. 
Warriner  ft  Co. 
E.  Swain. 

Jennings  ft  Co.    •     • 
H.  Wilson. 
H.  Wilson. 
Ruston  ft  Co.  •     .     . 

N.  H.  Smith  .     .     • 

P.  H.  Webb. 

Marshall  ft  Pridman. 

Godden  ft  Co. 

Taylor,  Hoare  ft  Co.. 

In  Person. 

In  Person. 

Rooper  ft  Whateley  . 

Collisson  ft  Co. 

A.  I.  Pidduck      .     . 

W.  Tatton      .     .     . 

Ellis  ft  Ellis. 

Crosse  ft  Sons      .     • 

Gush,  Phillips  ft  Co. 

Stevens,  Bawtree  ft  Co. 

Bate  ft  Co. 

Smiles  ft  Co. 

W.  H.  Armstrong. 

M.  J.  Jarvia 

Ward,  Bowie  ft  Co. 

J.  D.  Langton. 

A.  J.  Pitts. 

In  Person. 

A,  Cheese. 

Maddooks  ft  Colson 

J.  Goldman. 

In  Person. 

E.  P.  Trotman. 

W.  H.  Warlow 

L.  A.  L.  North. 


J.  E.  Harris. 


Bell,  Brodrick  ft  Gray. 
/Blake,  Heseltine  ft 
1    Co. 


Taylor,  Rowley  ft  Co. 


Gadsden  ft  Treheame. 

P.  C.  Conway. 
G.  F.  aark. 

Bryant  ft  Hall. 


Pitman  ft  Sods. 
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soucatioBs. 


No. 


M 

WJf. 

55 

H.D. 

56 

W.D. 

57 

W.N. 

5S 

H.D. 

5:> 

H.D. 

'•<) 

H.D. 

til 

H.D. 

G2    H.D. 


NAIII  OF  CAUSI. 


PUIntUTt. 


Biennan  one.  Boberts  v.  Brennan   .... 

Bope  V,  Hope  &  Strong 

Stanley,  H.  M.  V.  Staoley,  H 

Badden  one.  Bowland  v.  Badden    .  (in  camerft) 

Iron,  W.  N.  v.  Iron,  M.  A.  E 

Fagan  ».  Fegan  &  Greenwell 

Jane  v,  Jane  &  Solomoa 

Walker  v.  Walker  &  Royston  ..... 

Thompson  v.  Thompson  &  Harrison 


Piitohard,  Englefleld 

&Oo. 
Maddisons      .     .     . 
Gannon  &  Go. 
Barton  &  Sons. 
C.  Fitch 

dinner  &  Steele    .     . 
P.  J.  H.  Robinson. 
Pritchard,  Englefleld 

&Co. 
Van  Sandau  &  Co. 


DefemUnft. 


Slack,  Edwards  &  Go. 


RowcliiTes  &  Co. 


Oo-BeaiNiidMit^ 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

KING'S   BENCH   DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


I^DEXDUM  TO  THE  CROWN  PAPER. 

'll  LuKuhire.    BritUh  Wcrkmen'a,  &c.  Aaeoe.  Co. 

f.  Cnnllflii. 
n  GkaorgukOiire.    WiUiamB  e.  G«yl«^- 
U  Eagtend.    In  tbo  Matter  of  a  8oUc  ivr.    Exple. 

lacorpnrated  Law  r^oc. 
M  Timt.  Same.    Same. 
I  m  Sisp.   Same.    Same. 
N  Sum.   Sime.    Same. 
f)7  Sane.   Same.    Same. 
18  Sum   Same.    Same. 
H  &KZ.   Brooka  v.  Dolby. 
N  Suae.  TomUomn  «.  Same. 
fl  Hame.   Savafe  v.  Same. 
e  FkitB  of  iMland,  Llnooloahire.     The  Kios   o. 

Voora  k  on.,  Bmib.,  JJ.,  Jec  (^expte.  Saonby). 
O  Kogland.    Tbe  King  v.  DIx. 
H  Knex.   Woodfoid  Urban  District  Coondl  V.  SUrk. 
B  Met  Pol.  Dbi.    Qorrlnge  v.  Mayor,  &c  of  Shore- 

dUch. 
n  LehcUer.    Moore  «.  KeyU>. 
t)  £acs.   Tbe  King  v.  Dolby  (eatpte.  Northfleld  & 

Of8.> 

11  fioothimptoii.    Hay  lee  v,  Sandown  Urban  Dlatrict 

COODCU. 

M  Met  Pol.  DIat.    Moraan  v.  Anger. 

n  Wakcfleld.    Major,  kc  of  Wakefield  «.  Ma^ter- 

iBuikors. 
U  laacaiUre.    Tbe  King  v.  Ojmpton  Urban  Dia- 

tikt  OmmcU  (expCe.  Defit.) 
ts  Sofolk.    Tba  King  v.  French  ft  on.,  JJ.  (ezpte. 

Bobcrti). 
n  Stm.   Tbe  King  v.  Same  (ezpte.  Sinunondi). 
,  i4  SooihamplQa.    Tlie  King  o.  Mayor,  ftc  of  Boorne- 

moath  (expte.  Merrltt> 
li  Vet  h>L  Dial.    Scoit  v.  Lowe. 
2  London.   Orrat  Northern  &  City  By.  Ho.  v.  Tllleti. 
n  Ttravorth.    Tbe  King  v.  Tempeai  k  on.,  Esqii., 
^      JJ.  (expte.  Clarke  ft  on.  > 
T8  Eiuc  and.    In  the  Matter  of  a  Solldtor.     Expte. 

inoorponted  Law  boc 
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Bhire  (expte.  Mayor,  &c.  of  Coventry). 
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S  ime.    Same.     Same. 
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ampton Union  ft  on. 
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Pol.  Mag.  (expte.  SUrliug) 
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.    Phillips  V.  Hess. 

Merionethshire.    Lloyd  ft  anr.  v.  Evans. 
•Met  Pol.  Dist.    Irving  (ou  behalf  of  IsUngton 

Boiongh  Council)  v.  Callow  Park  Dairy  Co. 
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Esq.i  Met  Pol.  Mag.  and  Cowling  (expte.  Boots, 

Cash  Chemlsta). 
County  of  London.    Tbe  King  v.  H.  Egerton^  Esq. 

ft  anr.,  JJ.,  ftc.  (expte.  Munby). 
Yurkabire,  N.  ft  E.  B.     The  King  r.  Uowden 

Rural  Dlatrict  Council. 
County  of  Sonthampt^a.    Bayley  v.  Pearks,  Oun- 

8ton  ft  Tee. 


ADDENDUM  TO  THE  GIVIL  PAPER. 

73    Cardiganshire,  Lampster.     Willlama  v.  Jonee  ft 
anr. 


74  Cainbri'JgeAhire,  Ely.    Hoddenham  Parish  Ckmncil 

V.  Nightingale. 

75  Suffolk,  Ipiiwicb.    Urovos  (tnnUog,  ftc.)  v.  Brett 

76  Berkshire.  Reading.    Baynea  ft  Co.  o.  Watts  ft  Co. 

77  Yorkshire,  Huddersfleld.    Uaigh  v.  Barron. 

78  Northamptonshire,  Northampton.    Walls  ft  anr.  v. 

Dowdy. 

79  Worcestershire,  Stourbridge.     Abrahams  o.  Ureal 

Western  Uy.  Co. 

80  Hampebire,  Lymlngton.    Smith  v.  Buchanan  ft 

anr. 
!    81    Glamorganshire,  Merthyr  Tydfil.    Jouoh  ft  ors.  v. 

Pennydanren  Breweiy  Co. 
I    82    Middlesex,  Clerkenwell.    Gas  Light  ft  Coke  Co.  v. 
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94  Middlesex,  Bow.    Brightmore  v.  Baker. 
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DARSY     and    SOS&NQXJET 

OH  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 


IN 


' 


ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

BT 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

^<  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqaet*s  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limili 
tions.    Daring  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  lui?i^ 
been  produced.    The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  t 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  idtered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  t 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  iniportant  Acts  of  ParUament — the  Keal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  i 
Trustee  Act,  1888--and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  relating 
the  limitation  of  actions.    In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  coUeagae  of  1 
Bosanquet.    The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  i^ter  a  careful  ezaminatii 
of  its  statements  and  conmients  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want—the  want  of  a  idiak 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.    The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foDofi 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprisi^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  ahready  mentioned,^  iflf 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.*' — Law  ^arterly  Beview. 
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THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRY 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,   1896. 

2'ogether  ivUh  an  Appmdix  containing  Model  Rtdes^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  BegtdationSf  1897. 
By  v.  BADEN   FULLER,  B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister^at-Law. 

"  \Ve  CAD  tboroQghly  recommend  tbo  pubUcetion  to  the  Chief  and  Distrfck  OfficUls  of  all  Friendly  Sodetiee."— /ViaiKUy  SbcMtw*  ISeoenler. 
"Mr.  Fuller  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  practice  relating  to  Friendly  Societies  In  a  clear  and  condM  manner,  and  hla  book  abonkl  be  in  the  hendt  of  all  pcM 
i  uteresteU  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Sodetlei."— JTaMcAefter  Otnirier, 
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THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE   LAW   AND    PRAOTIOE   OF).    WITH   APPENDICES.  J 

Containing  the  Boles  and  B^nlations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instmments  acoompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Securities.  i 

By  B.   E.   SPENOEB    BBOOHITBST,   M.A.,   B.O.L., 

or  THB  nnnEB  TEMFLB,  BABBISm-AT-LAW. 
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"^V'e  este*m  the  work  u  ezmmebr  Talniwe/  Ita  entbor  has  martered  Stock  u,,^^iJ'£i^!L\JS^ 

Exchange  t«chnic*lltle.  to  a  wonMSr  eztent,  and  espoonded  them  with  narked  S?Sl^ji5,2SSS^J?2i^.SS^^ 
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BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THE 

►resent     laws     of     ENGLAND. 

p 

By    THOMAS    BBETT, 

ky  tiie  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Universi^;   B.A.,  Ute  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  College, 

Dnbitn ;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity ;   Holder  of  uie  First  Certificate  of  Honour.  Michaelmaa,  1869 ; 
I  Joint  Author  of  Clerke  and  Brett's  Conyeyandnfl^  Acts ;   Author  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act,  Z883L  and  of 

Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

*,*  The  mftia  idea  of  this  book  la  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  pretent  and  li?ing  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  that 
'  is  praoticallj  obeolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


)i^ 


"We  ftre  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarefhl 
^miiioQ.  ...  It  is  a  comprohenslTe  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
^eoDtebed  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
contrived  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
bteresting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
brt  of  le&diDg  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
ihted.  The  account  of  the  Settled  I^and  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  cr>mmended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  eitposition.  The  index  has 
bea  iiQproved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
^  ecDveaient  size  of  the  volumea" — Solicitan*  Journal, 

"The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
'  i^pdamooe,  only  a   year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  seoond  edition.  .  .  .  Mr.  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  out 
a  new  editioii,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  the 
criticism  of  his  reviewm,  by  oorreotinff  the  errors  which  were  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  numerous 
Acts  whidi  have,  since  the  publication  of  nis  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legislature."— 
Law  Journal. 

**  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  session.**— 
LawNoie$. 
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Seventh  Edition.     Bayal  8vo»f  cioth,  SSs. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

1  Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankruptcy 
IctB,  1883  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Acta,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  with 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  and 
hnoB,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrlster-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

*lh  spite  of  rivals,  BSbtan'i  Law  and  PraeUce  in  Bankruptey—eax  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  position  in  legal 
-Jtue.  It  has  now  enteied  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  Act  and 
t  Aot  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at*  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  this  there 
)  changes.  The  judidal. decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  up-to-date 
nk."— low  IVmet. 

'*This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  the  many 
'int  oases  zeoenUy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.    We  compliment  the  learned  author  on  the 
P   ^  of  keeping  hia  work  weU  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  we  may  fahrly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  work  should 
I  witlMwt  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  shaU  be  able  to  accord  futura 
^^  ~  I  the  same  pnJae.*' — Law  NoU$. 
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F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.Ci  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

**  TwentyHsix  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqaet^s  Treatise  on  the  Statntes  of  Limiti< 
tions.    Dnrin^  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  ha^ ' 
been  prodnced.    The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioiM 
consult  sj^edal  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament—the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  rdaiinf 
the  limitation  of  actions.    In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  coQeagae  of 
Bosanquet.    The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  ezu  ' 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want— the  want  of  a 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.    The  plui  of  the  new  edition 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpri»^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  abeady  mentioned,  &  hi 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'* — Law  Quarterly  Bevtew. 
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Second  Edition,  thorougrhly  Revised.    Demy  8to.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THE 

IPRESENT     laws     of     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  tbe  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Universi^;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  College, 

DnUin ;  Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity ;   Holder  of  ue  First  Certificate  of  Honour.  Michaelmaa,  1869 ; 
I         Joint  Author   of  Gierke   and  Brett's  Conyeyandnff  Acts ;   Author  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act,  z88^  and  of 
r  Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporate  Law  Soaety. 

*,*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  pretent  and  li?ing  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  that 
Thich  is  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


"We  are  glad  to  observe  In  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
remon.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
eoDtaiued  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
eontrived  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  oases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
i&Uresting  inst^id  of  repulsive  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
lilt  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
statiid  The  account  of  tbe  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
\J6  ffmmended  aa  a  very  good  piece  of  eitposition.  The  index  has 
liefli  bproved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attrabtive  type  and 
ccDTetiient  size  of  the  volumes," — Soliciton*  Journal, 

"The  Buccees  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
spf<eamiice,  only  a   year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  ns  a  seoond  edition.  •  .  .  Mr.  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  out 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opporSmity 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  the 
criticism  of  his  reyiewm,  by  oorrectinff  the  errors  whioh  were  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  numerous 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  his  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  aa  exceedingly  aoiiye  legislature."— 
LawJowmdL 

*<The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  session.'*^ 
Law  NaUt, 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <fe  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbbkt,  E.G. 


Seventh  Edition.     Boyal  Svo.,  cloth,  SSe. 


ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankruptcy 
Acts,  1883  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Acts,  1878  and  1882  ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrwigements  with 
'^i^tors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  and 
ionxis,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 


BY 


GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq, 

Barrlster-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

^  "In  spite  of  rivalB,  BSbtaiCi  Law  and  PracHoe  in  San/rrttpfoy— an  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought—maintains  its  position  in  legal 
litoatmra.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixtn  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  Act  and 
t^e  Aot  of  1890  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at' the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  this  there 
it«  no  changes.  The  judicial. decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  up-to-date 
teit-booL"— Law  Time*. 

"'This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  the  many 
!mpQr1iiit  OMSS  leoentiy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  learned  author  on  the 
Tiadoa  of  keeiring  his  work  well  np  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  work  should 
^  vitkivt  it;  and  aa  long  as  the  author  puisnes  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  aocord  future 
cdHioiis  the  same  praiae.''--Xa«9  NdU; 

f  Lovdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SO^S.  Luiitbd,  Law  PuBUSHns,  7,  Flbbt  SraBBT,  E.C. 
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Damy  87a,  oloth,  16a. 

The  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGUND 

80  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  including  the  Intoxicating 
Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 
WITH  A    FULL   APPENDIX    OF  STATUTES. 
By  JOHN  BBTTOE  WILLIAMSON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  Xorth-Eastera  Ciromit,  Barrisber-at-Law, 

**Thii  book  1>  •  new  and  valnaUe  oootribotion  to  the  law  as  to  UoenceB."~£ato 


« We  oan  thoroughly  Teoommend  the  book  to  all  pncttttaifln  engaged  in  licensing 
matten."— iSoliettort*  Jmimal. 
*'Mr.  Williameon'a  work  deeerres  the  hlgheit  eomaandatlon  for  the  thorough 


knowledge  of  hia  sabject  which  the  author  has  undoubtedlj  brongfat  to  hla  e: 

of  the  law  and  the  clearness  and  conciseness  of  the  language  In  which  his  eludditia  | 

la  oonched. "—JTondket^er  Guardian. 

**  The  law  of  licensing   has  never  before  been  set  oat  so  clearl;^  and  o 
henBlTely."— Lata  Quarterly  Heview. 


London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishkes,  2,  Fleet  Stebbt,  E.G. 

Seoond  and  greatly  improyed  Edition.    Demy  Syo.,  cloth,  6«. 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

A  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  flections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  nsed  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  anybeojme 
Payable.    With  yarions  nsefnl  Notes  and  Beferenoes  to  Decisions. 


or  TBI  LBGAOT  Ain>  SVOOIBSION  DUTT  DlPABTiaDIT,  SOMERSET  HOUSE. 

*'In  the  noond  edition  ...  we  see  at  a  glance  the  incidence  of  the  Engliah  Death  Dnties.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  great  eerrlce  fbr  ready  leteeooe."— £«■  1 
*■  We  tender  our  ahare  of  thanks  to  Mr.  Hairia,  whoee  oompetenoe  to  do  the  work  be  haa  undertaken  is  undoubted,  "^^ocountont. 
<•  We  eonrider  the  work  iione  of  great  imctical  yalne  to  soUdton.*'— iHtl^  Law  Timet, 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <fc  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Cheap  Bdition.    Blnstrated.    1  toL,  demy  8vo.,  oloth,  lOs. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB.    SEBJEANT   PULLING. 

Containing  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Courts  at  Westminster 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — the  Inna 
of  Court — ^the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  tb 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innorations  on 
the  old  Institutioii. 

**  A  monument  of  well-digetted  reieaidh.  ...  An  important  oontribatlon  to  the  history  of  the  Bench  and  Bar  of  England." 

—Blwirated  London  NeM. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  KC. 

Boyal  ISmo.,  oloth,  18s.  6d* 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  ACT,    1898. 

Wi^h  Notes  and  Oron  Beferenoes  and  an  Appendix  oontalniBg  snoh  existing  Statutes  (indadinff  the  Pablio  Health  (LoDdon)  Act,  199^ 
••  still  affeot  bnildinff  operationa  jnthin  the  Admlnurtrative  Ooonty  of  London ;  also  the  Bje-Lawa,  Regulations  and 
Orders  of  the  London  Oountj  Oonndl  and  of  the  Oommiflsionfln  of  Sewen  of  the  Oity  of  liondos. 

By  W.  BTTSSEIiL  QBIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  ihs  hmer  Tmipk,  Ed4tor  i^'^Tke  BtaMm  BegmUUktg  LoncUm  BuUddng,**  and 

FBANOIS   W.    FBMBEB,   M.A., 

0/  LineMi  JfMi,  Drafttmam  <^  ihs  BiU  m  oHffimall§  {/aJMrnotA  ifdc  tht  Borne  of  Gommom. 

London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  ft  SONS,  Lixitid,  Law  Publishehs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
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COUET  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


HILARY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OP  BEGISTRABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


DlATI. 


BOXA. 


Afpkal 

COUKTlL 


Ms.  Jnamcn 

KSXBWIOH. 


Mil  JuBTioa 
Btjuii. 


Mr.  JuancB 
Fabwxll. 


Xondij,     Mar.  34  Mr.  Bad 

l^MiV       n  25  ,,    B.  Leaoh 

WedMKlij  .,  26  .,    King 

Tkaadaj     „  27  „    Godfrey 


-I- 


Ms.  JuBTioa 
Buckley. 


Ms.  JURIOI 
JOTOB. 


Hx.  JusnoB 

SWIKFBN  E1.DT. 


Mr.  OneweU      i  Mr.  Carrlngton  Mr.  Jackson  Mr.  Qodfroj  Mr.  Chnroh  Mr.  B.  Leaoh  '    Mr.  W.  Leach 

„    W.  Leaoh  ,  „    Pagh                „    Pemberton  ,,    Fannar  „    King  »    Beal                 ,,    OretweU 

„    GreaweU     ^  ,,    Oanington        „    Jackson  „    Oodfre/  „    Church  „    B.  Leach         ,,    Pemberton 

„    W.  Leach  „    Pngh                ,,    Pemberton  I  „    Farmer  „    King  „    Beal                 „    Jackson 


V  J*«  Ka$t€r  VaeoHoH  wOl  eommm»c4  on  Fridajf,  the  2Stk  day  qf  Marek  and  terminaU  im  Tuesday,  the  Ut  day  of  AprU,  1902,  both  day$  inclusive. 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


{ 


EASTER  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTICE. 

There  will  be  no  sitting  in  Court  during  the  Easier  Vacation, 

Tkring  the  Efuster  Vacation : — All  applioatiooB  ^*  which  may  require 
to  k  immediately  or  promptly  heard**  are  to  be  made  to  the  Hononr- 
'ihkUi,  Jnsiioe  Jotob. 

Mr.  Justice  Joyoe  will  act  as  Yaoatioii  Judge  from  Thursday, 
Kaich  27th,  to  Monday,  April  7tb,  both  days  inolusive. 

His  Lordship  wiU  sit  in  King's  Bench  Judges*  Chambers  on 
Thonday,  AprU  3rd.  On  other  days,  within  the  above  period,  appli- 
catioDB  ia  urgent  matters  may  be  made  to  his  Lordship  oy  post  or,  if 
decenary,  personally. 

In  the  case  of  applications  to  the  Jndgo  by  Post  the  Brief  of  Counsel 

ihoold  be  sent  addressed  to  the  Judge  by  Book  Poet,  or  Parcel,  pre- 

^  ptid,  accompanied  by  Oflloe  Copies  of  the  Affidavits  in  support  of  the 

(^pplicatiGii,  and  Iblso  by  a  Minute,  on  a  separate   sheet  of  paper, 

'^giied  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Applicant  entitled 

I,  and  also  an  enyelope  capable  of  receiving  the  Papers,  addressed  as 


follows : — **  Chancery  Official  Letter :  To  the  Begistrar  in  Vacation, 
Chancery  Beglstrars'  Chambers,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  London, 

w.c:* 

On  applications  for  Injunctions^  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  Copy  of 
the  Writ,  and  a  Certificate  of  Writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent 

The  Papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  rotumod  to  the  Begistrar. 

The  address  of  the  Vacation  Judge  can  be  obtained  on  application 
at  the  Chancery  Begistrars'  Chambers,  Boom  136,  Boyal  Courts 
of  Justice. 

Chancebt  Beoibtbabs'  Chambebs, 
botal  coubts  of  justice, 
Afaro^,  1902. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Bobert  Edmund  Campbell  and  Hubert  Parry  (Campbell  &  Parry)^ 
Solicitors,  41,  Jermyn  Street,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  January  1. 
The  said  B.  B.  Campbell  will  continue  the  business  in  his  own  name. 

Errington  Huntly  and  Lancelot  Bougler  Foster  (E.  Huntly  & 
Foster),  Solicitors,  Sunderland  and  Sea£im  Harbour,  Durham,  by 
mutual  consent  as  from  October  15, 1900.  The  said  L.  B.  Foster  will 
continue  to  carry  on  the  business. 


) 


Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  dOs. ;  cash  price,  24«.  (postage  7d.). 

THOMSON'S  COMPENDIUM  OF  MODERN  EQUITY. 

Primarily  for  the  use  of  Practitioners  in  the  Chancery  Division — also  for  Bar  Students  and  Candidates  for 

Honours  at  the  Law  Institution. 

By  ANDREW  THOMSON,  Esq.,  B.A.,  LL.D.,  Barrister-at-Law, 

FcmBriy  Leofcurer  on  Eq[aity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society;  and  afterwards  ProfesKv  of  Equity  to  the  Luis  of  Court;  Author  of  a 
Treatise  on  the  Equity  Practice  of  the  County  Court  (with  Prooedents). 

LorooH;  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publibhhbs,  7,  Flebt  Stbebt,  E.O. 
NOW  READY.    Third  Edition.    Royal  8vo.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26^.,  cloth ;  for  cash,  2ls.  (postage  7d.). 

THE  REUTIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT, 


I 


Of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

•«1  lifted  tnnlke  on  the  modsrnkw  of  UmUord  and  imuA.''^-SoUeUor9^  Jommal 

"PMapi  tht  Most  teporum  work  oortlUa  bnuKh  of  the  law  wfakh  has  iBad«  Ite  sppeanaoe  in  noiiit  yMra."— ikiw  Tiwut, 

Lqhdov:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Fleet  Strejbt,  E.G. 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.|  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899. 
*^*  The  Bapplement  can  hm  had  separately,  limp  oloth,  Sa.  6d. 


Hr    ana    SOSANQXJET 

ON  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 


IN 


ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

BT 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.C.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Law. 

**  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statntes  of  Limita- 
tions.   Dnrin^  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  having  '. 
been  produced.    The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to  j 
consult  g^ial  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  tb 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Keal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  ilM 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combing  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  rdating  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.    In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  di^,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  Mt^ 
Boeanquet.    The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examination  "^ 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  of  a  reliable 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.    The  plan  of  the  new  edition  follovs 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  ft  iM 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'* — Law  ^larterly  Bemew, 

London:  WILLIAM  OLOWBS  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbbbt,  B.0. 

S£CX)ND  EDITION.    Demy  Syo.,  oloth,  10a.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THE    LAW    BBIiATTETG    TO> 

OOHFBISIHa 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,   1896. 

Together  with  an  Appendix  containing  Model  Ridesy  and  the  Forme  appended  to  the  Treasury  BegutcUions^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FULLEB,   B.A.  (Oxon.)*  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister- at-Law. 

"  We  can  tboronghly  recommend  tbe  pnblication  to  the  Chief  and  Distrlot  Offlolals  of  all  Friendly  Sodettee."— ^rMiKUy  aocitOtt'  Reogrder. 
**  Mr.  Fnller  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  pxmctice  relating  to  Friendly  Societies  in  a  clear  and  concise  manner,  and  his  book  should  be  in  the  bands  of  all  peiHU 
1  niereeted  in  the  worldng  of  Friendly  Societies."— ifancAMter  OourUr^ 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishbks,  7,  Flbbt  Strkkt,  E.0, 

Demy  8va,  oloth,  1%^  ad* 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE- 

(THE   LAW   AND   PRAOTIOE   OB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Snles  and  Begolations  annota'ied,  and  Forms  of  Instniments  axompaaying  a  Mortgage  of  Secoritiefi. 

By  B.   E.   SPENOEB    BB0OHT7BST,   M.A.,   B.O.I1., 

OF  THB  nraXB  TBMFLB,  BABBI8TKB-AT-LAW. 

**  Mr.  Brodbimtrs  Tolnme  is  one  that  we  can  cordially  reoomnMod."— ^noncMiZ  JfeiM. 
•'  We  esteem  the  work  as  extremely  TalnaUe.  Its  antbor  has  mastered  Stock 
Escfaann  technicalities  to  a  wonderftu  extent,  and  exponnded  them  with  marked 


abill^.'^-iViMmetal  Timet, 


"This  book  glTsa  a  very  tnterastlng  and  unftil  aoooont  of  the  law  SDd  |n^ 
incidental  to  deaUnsB  fa  Blocka  and  shaiea.  It  oontslns  aU  that  is  needM  lo  he  kaova 
by  the  stocktaroker  and  the  lawyer."— Afa'd^ort'  JimmoL 


London  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbbbt,  E.O. 
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HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


BA8TEB  VAOATION,  1902. 


NOTICE. 


I    Ihere  wiU  he  no  sUting  in  Cowrt  dw^ng  the  EaUer  Vacation. 

'  Dming  the  Easier  VaeaUon  :^Atl  ■ppUoations  **  which  may  require 
bheimmediateiy  or  promptly  heard  "  are  to  be  made  to  the  Honoar- 
•ble  Mr.  Justioe  Jotob. 

Mr.  Jtutioo  Jotob  will  aot  as  Vacation  Judge  from  Thursday, 
Kfarch  27th,  to  Monday,  April  7tb,  both  days  inclusive. 

His  Lordship  will  sit  in  King's  Bench  Judges*  Chambers  on 
Thursday,  April  3rd.  On  other  days,  within  the  above  period,  appli- 
(ttioQs  in  urgent  matters  may  be  made  to  his  Lordship  oy  post  or,  if 
Becesearj,  personally. 

In  the  case  of  applications  to  the  Judge  by  Post  the  Brief  of  Counsel 
itKHild  be  sent  addressed  to  the  Judge  by  Book  Poet,  or  Parcel,  pre- 
paid, accompanied  by  Office  C<n>ies  of  the  Affidavits  in  support  of  the 
Application,  and  also  by  a  Minute,  on  a  separate  sheet  of  paper, 
feigned  hy  Counsel  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Applicant  entitled 
to,  ftod  aJso  an  envelope  capable  of  reoeivinff  the  Papers,  addressed  as 
bllovfl:^'' Chancery  Official  Letter:  To  the  Begistrar  in  Vacation, 
Chmerj  Registrars'  Chambers,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  London, 

On  applications  for  Injunctions,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  Copy  of 
^  Wtii,  and  a  Certificate  of  Writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent. 

The  Papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Begistrar. 


The  address  of  the  Vacation  Judge  oaa  be  obtained  on  application 
at  the  Chancery  Begistrars'  Chambers,  Boom  136,  Boyal  Coorti 
of  Justice. 

Obakoibt  Beoistbabs'  Crahbbbs, 
BoTAL  Coubtb  of  Jusitioe, 

March,  1902. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


March  19.  The  King  has  been  ^oased  to  give  directions  Ibr  the 
appointment  of  Cyril  Hamilton  Hunter  Irvme,  Esq.,  to  be  one  of 
His  Majesty's  Counsel  for  the  Colony  of  Fiji. 

March  21.  The  King  has  been  pleased  to  give  directions  for  the 
appointment  of  Charles  Peter  Layard,  Esq.  (Attorney-General),  to 
be  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Island  of  Ceykm. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Bobert  Harding  Milward,  John  Henry  Milward,  Charles  Fairfax 
Crowder,  and  Charles  Piper  (Milward  &  Co.),  Solicitors,  Norfolk 
Street,  Strand,  by  mutual  consent,  so  far  as  regards  the  said  0.  F. 
Crowder,  who  retires  from  the  said  firm. 

Bobert  Harding  Milward,  John  Henry  Milward,  and  Charles 
Fairfax  Crowder  (Milward  ft  Co.),  Solicitors,  Birmingham,  by  mutual 
consent,  so  far  as  regards  the  said  C.  F.  Crowder,  who  retires  from  the 
said  firm. 


r 


SECOND  EDITION.    Demy  8to.,  oloth,  lOs.  Gd. 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 


CCHB    LAW    BBLATING    70> 

OOMPBIBINa 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
I  ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,   1896. 

I  Tofieth$r  with  an  Appendix  amtainmg  Model  RuUs^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  RegidaOons^  1897. 
r  By  F.~  BADEN  eFTTLLEB,  B.A.  (Oxen.))  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister*  at-Law. 

*  We  can  tboconghly  reoommead  the  publication  to  the  Chief  and  District  OffidAls  of  all  Friendly  Soclettes."— /Viendly  SociatUt*  Steord^r, 

•*Xr.  FnlVr  ban  <V>aH  wHb  n>«  law  atvI  ^^<?#w  r^Htln?  t<«  FH^^ndlj  Socieilea  in  a  dear  and  concise  manner,  and  hie  book  ebonld  be  in  the  handa  of  all  penooa 

Wep^ed  in  the  working  of  Frieu'^ly  ^k)cletlea,"— .I/(in/7i(;-:ff;- ^Vin'/cr. 


I 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lmithd,  Law  Publishkrs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.0. 


Demy  8to^  oloth,  Urn,  ad* 

THE    STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE    LAW   AND    PRAOTIOE   QF).    WITH   APPENDI0E8. 

^'  mtaimng  the  Boles  and  Begulations  annotated,  and  FormB  of  InsfcmmeiilB  aocompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Seoartties. 
k  By   B.   E.   SPENCER    BB0DHT7BST,   M.A.,   B.aL., 

L  OF  THE  nnnra  tsmfli^  babbestib-at-law. 


J, Brodbonf  8  Tolmne  Is  one  thai  we  can  cordl&lly  recommend."— /YnancJoUfMOl. 

Ir*  e^eem  the  work  aa  extremely  valoable.    Ite  anther  has  maefeered  Stock 

'^  tcdinlcaUtles  to  *  wooderftl  extent,  and  ezpoonded  them  with  marked 

•  ^financial  Times. 


*ThlibQok  dTee  a  Ttry  Intenetlng  and  owfka  teoooni  of  tbtkwi    ,.^ 

todeSliifilnetodBandBharM.    ft  contains  lOl  tM  ii  MOdM  It  MtaMWi 


by  the  itodcbfokis  and  the  lawyer."— AUdCvrt*  /oumol. 
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Seeond  Edition,  thorousrUy  Revised.    Demy  8to.,  2  VoLsu,  doth,  888. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage,  is.)* 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THE 

PRESENT     LAWS    OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BRETT, 

Of  ihe  MBddle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LL.B.  London  UniTersitjr;   B.A.,  late  Schdar  and  Student  of  Trinily  CoOc(C^ 
Dnblin;   Eachibitioner  in  Real  Prqierty  and  Equity;   Holder  of  the  Pint  Certificate  of  Honour.  Mirharinuit,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Bretf a  Conveyvndny  Acts ;  Author  of  Bretl^a  Bankruptcy  Act,  18S3L  and  of 
Leading  Caees  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Bqui^  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sodety. 

*«*  The  mala  idea  of  this  book  i>  to  bring  into  speoial  prominenoe  the  pieaent  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  peat  kw,«  tiM 
whioh  la  praotioally  obaolete,  ao  f ar  aa  it  is  neoeaaary  to  enable  the  reader  to  nxideiBtand  the  preaent. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


<*  We  are  glad  to  obaenre  in  the  preaent  edition  the  marka  of  oarefhl 
reviaion.  ...  It  ia  a  oomprohenaiye  oatUne  of  exiating  Engliah  law, 
contained  in  a  marrellooaly  amall  oompaaa,  well  arranged,  and  ao 
oontriyed  by  the  inaertion  of  iiloatratiTe  oaaea  and  extraota,  as  to  be 
intereatiDff  inatead  of  repolalye  to  the  atndent  On  aome  anbjecta  a 
Hat  of  leading  leoent  oaaea  ia  added,  the  effect  of  tiiem  being  ahortly 
stated.  The  aooonnt  of  the  Settled  Land  Acta,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  aa  a  Tory  good  piece  of  ejepoeition.  The  index  haa 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  aaid  as  to  the  attractlTe  type  and 
convenient  aize  of  the  yolomea." — SoUeUcr^  Joumak 

^The  BQcceas  whioh  we  predicted  for  thii  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  haye  before  ua  a  aeoond  edition.  .  .  .  Hr.  Biett  ii 
Bingnlarly  fortunate  hi  being  called  upon  ao  eoon  to  briag  fl^ 
a  new  edition,  because  he  haa  thua  been  aJfoided  an  epportattf 
of  ayailing  himself  of  the  suggestkma  of  his  firiends,  and  m 
criticism  m  his  reyiewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  whieh  mm  ifr<: 
eyltable  in  a  flrat  edition,  and  alao  of  inooiporating  the  wmmm\ 
Acta  which  haye,  ahice  the  publication  of  nia  first  editioB,  bea 
plaoed  upon  the  statute-book  by  aa  exceedingly  aotiye  kgiiktom'- 
Law  Journal, 

**  The  compilation  haa  been  done  with  care,  and  the  newedftta  li 
up  to  date,  and  ia  altered  to  inolude  the  legislation  of  last  MBoa*- 
LawNaUt, 


London  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lihitsd,  Law  Pububhbbs,  7,  Flbxt  Strsbt,  E.O. 
Seventh  JBdition,     MoycU  8vo.,  cloth,  38s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  onder  the  Bankrootef 
Acts,  1883  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  BUls  of  M 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangementi  vittj 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  aao 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  Ac. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq, 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


*  In  apite  of  riyals,  Ilclaon'i  Law  and  Vraatioe  in  BaiOrniptoy— an  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  ita  poaitMa  a  tajj} 
literatnre.  It  haa  now  entered  iU  seyenth  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  publiahed  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequentty  »»  f^"r 
the  Act  of  1890  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  BiUs  of  Sale  ii  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  ti^snov 
are  no  changea.  The  judicial  deciaionB  of  recent  yeara  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobaon  on  Bankruptcy  remaina  an  efficient  and  up4iHH" 
text4)o6k."— La«9  Timet, 

'*ThiB  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wiwly  considering  that,  in  coMquenoe  ^.^^  f^ 
important  caaea  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  mlet,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compUment  the  ly»ed»°»*?j5 
whidomofkeephighisworkwelluptodate.  Of  thia  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  aa  of  othera,  no  practitioner  with  baakiuptoy  wort  saw* 
be  without  it;  and  as  kmg  aa  the  author  pursuea  the  wise  oourae  of  issuing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  dudl  be  abte  to  acooiu  nv* 

editions  the  svne  praise."— Xois  N<4e$. 
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HIGH    COURT   OF   JUSTICE. 

KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


KA8TEB  SITTINGS,  1902. 


TUESDAT,    ApBIL  8tH. 


The  following  (Courts  will  sit  until  Saturday,  12th  April,  for  the  Trial  of  the  following  classes  of  Actions: 

THBEE  COUBTS  for  Middlbssz  Special  Juries. 
TWO  GOUBTS  for  Middlbssz  Oommon  Juries. 
ONE  COUET  for  Non-Janes  after  Tuesday. 
ONE  COUBT  for  Commeboial  Actions  and  Non-Juries. 


MIDDLESEX  JS^ecial  Jury  AMm. 

beyoad  Na  66  in  this  LiBt  wiU  not 
te  IObb  before  Monday,  14th  ApxiL 

&  foOawiag  Nnmhen  will  be  in  the  List 
^  te  Trial  OB  ToMday,  8th  April— Nos.  97 
t»50i,  both  inolnriye. 

tt  iktta  k  on.  v.  Oppert  k  on.    trani.  reps. 
M  flbmoBdiv.  London  Bold  Gar  Co.  Id.  LordCamp- 

WTtAct 
Ml  Ia.  ft  Coonty  Banking  Go. «.  WaiMm   goarantee 
»  Haka  v.  Hitchoock,  WUllama  k Co.    work 
fn  BaiMv^BottoBBley    oootract 
m  Riiicfa«.Saiiie    cjitract 
nt  Hopa«.8aiiM    oontnofc 
m  LMv-WooUaadBroa.    para.  InJ. 
4H  Leidi«.8.]f.Ga8Co.    pcf*.  inJ. 
M  Kight  «.  Empize  Typewriter ^podicate  Id.  and 

SIS  WkkhaiB  «.  Chester,  Broome  k  OrUBtha   im- 
^pnpvlr  lodging  proof 

IM  Gttwan«.Coz    UU 

"»  B«stov.Peek,FnanftCo.]d.  Lord  Campbell's 
r  lot 

B   *  XcrU  k  anr. «.  New  London  Dlaooont  Co.    oon- 
L         ^'^ 

mJi}^*i<n.9,1M9^kOo,]d.    mon^ received 
MM  WoitUnglan  ft  Go.  Id.  v.  If  aaa    frand.  raps. 
f^S!  grtffliiv.BedltaidFtotedmloonCo.    dettnne 

IN  watHn«.£utwood   contnct 

M  Ladon  k  Ooimtj  fiiaUng  Co.  Id.  «.  Helmore 

j;  ft«tt.MeeffliMB   eoBlnwt 

^2™9^-<3eB.«.QiaL|gbtftCokeCo.    Informar 

in  ^Ifrcnan,FoeterftCo.«.Pnrk]a    goodsiold 
m  S^«-Frania   policy  ! 

S  )icKc«&ftnr.«.8lBiMMla   detinne 

S!  ^^^^'"Vv-Bane   lasoa 

£  ^^«*6MnlMiiftXlMr    stocklxoker'a  acct.     I 

>R  ^'^nrtoD  «.  Geoive  ft  anr.   ftand.  reps. 

i«airftWlfe^.FalttNr   pers.  IqJ.  ! 

^  ft  anr. «.  T.  TUliag  IdT  pen.  iDj. 


3A  SUrllng  v.  Hoolder  Bros,  ft  Co.    wrong,  di^. 

36  Fame  0.  Hoolder    Hbel 

54  Webb  ft  anr.  V.  Cveber   slander 

M  Wallace  ft  Co.  v.F«)eno  ft  Wife    notes 


906 
919 


I     929 


^ 


^  ^;-^--».  w.  A.TUliagld.    pers.  InJ. 
S  25?^  »•  Ward  ft  ois.    trespass 
ihS  ?'^t  ft  anr.  V.  Jacob   possession 
'^V^Jjbag  ft  Wife  i».  Carter,  Pfcterson  ft  Co.   pere. 

•^  Bkadiv.  West  Lcadon  Dairy  Co.    pera.  inJ. 

IS  S^Mie  ft  Cow «.  Gilbert   (»itnct 

w  gnaedCwameiiea».BH)ok   goods  sold 

S)  ^«*M«.  Loo.  Ubllsd  Trams  Id.    peis.  Inj. 

tH  ^».Ttonelly    slander 

S  l*yyM»tiW.AshlyftSonld.ftanr.    detinne 

u  fSS^^^v»9.mtai   Solicitor's  bill 
te  £!7  ^^*^  ^po*  *•  6cott  ft  anr.    money  lent 

n  SS?-^'**^^   stoektoDker'saoooDnt 
u  novUmot   Brtalta   Co.  v.   LeHmndt  &  anr. 
Aeque 


123  Folkestone  Waterworks  Go.  «.  Goidoa  Hotels  Id. 

contract 

147  Earp  v.  Pierce   alander 

191  Ormsby  v.  S.  £.  ft  C.  By.  Co.    pers.  inJ. 

193  Boos  V.  Frith  ft  anr.    moii^ylsnt 

868  Qoin  V.  N.  Met  Truna  Co.    pers.  ii^. 

884  Ansell  ft  ore.  V.  Boes    money  paid 

403  CoUina  v.  Norman  ft  anr.    finaad.  reps. 

488  Jenkins  0.  Grenfell    detlnoe 

482  Raikes  v.  Challenor  ft  anr.    f^nd.  reps. 

617  Jackson  «.  Lon.  ft  India  Dot^s  Go.    pers.  ioj. 

599  If  anle  ft  Go.  Id.  V.  Benoist   bills 

196  Bkaardson «.  Dare    possession 

646  Dare  v.  BIcbardciai  ft  anr.    fraud,  reps. 

662  Eastey «.  Wood    slander 

665  Ansten  o.  Mayor,  ftc.  of  Faversham    pers.  InJ. 

667  OarreU  v.  Lon.  United  Tiams  Id.    negligence 

678  Forster  ft  WUb  «.  BaUs    pers.  inj. 

69t  London  ft  Coon^  Banking  Co.  Id.  v.  Board  ft  anr. 

goarantee 

695  Mann  ft  Son  V.  Dawkina   oominiwsion 

700  Hoggett  V.  L.  G.  O.  09.  Id.    pers.  InJ. 

710  Soflleld  o.  Laboochsn  ft  anr.    libel 

716  Byland  «.  Jackson  ft  Brodle   Ubel 

718  Bennett  V.  L.  ft  S.  W.  By.  Co.    per8.faij. 

733  Barrv.  Thorp    breach  of  pcomlie 

789  Stewart  «.  Beat  India  Prodocts  Co.    wrong  die. 

784  Ferkes*  Jelnezy,  ftc  Co.  Id. «.  Blackfod  ft  anr. 

gooda  sold 

785  Same «.  Blackford   hUl 

748  Nat.  Soc  for  the  Preveotlon  of  Cmelty  to  Children 

ft  anr.  v.  Brnoe  Pryoe    libel 

758  AtUnsoii  V.  Brighton  ft  Horc^  fte.  Omnibos  Co. 

pen.  ioj. 

789  Stone  «.BRwis    Ubel 

774  Fopeo.  Deeley   slander 

780  Woods «.  Dean    work 

783  Balverston  V.  Lon.  United  Tnms  Id.    pcraii^. 

787  Hont  ft  Wife  V.  Metropolitan  By.    pers.  InJ. 

796  Harris  v.Alto  Condor  Gold  Mines  Id.    wrong  dis. 

798  Webster  0.  Bpaom  Go-opentive  Soc    pen.  ioj. 

866  Bellowa  V.  Scholes  Id.    pen.  ta^. 
812  Swinden  v.  S.  E.  ft  C.  By.  Co.    pers.  isd. 
819  Medcalfv.  Mayor,  ftc  of  Stepney    negligence 
830  Oolley  ft  anr. «.  Boonett  ft  oiB.    pnesessJon 
839  Geserirh  v.  H.  B.  Balnea  ft  Co.  Id.    pers.  ta^. 
862  lUbrd  Gas  Co.  «.  Illbrd  U.  D.  C.    negl' 
868  Carlton  Iron  Ore  Gc  ft  anr.  v.  W.  H. 

detinne 

867  Vile  0.  Hall    assault 

868  Priest,  Marians  ft  Gc  Id.  V.  Salomon    contract 

871  Storey  v.  Piayne,  Tmpps  ft  Cc    contract 

872  Mac  Leod  ft  On.  o.  Mordannt,  Lawaon  ft  Co. 


984 
936 
986 

937 


966 

969 
970 
972 
973 
978 
990 
991 
994 
996 


1007 
1098 
1010 


Arthur  0.  William  Whiteley  Id.    contract 

Fox  V.  J.  G.  Hammond  ft  Co.  Id.    libel 

Scholej  «.  S.E.  Met.  Tramways  Cc    pere.  inJ. 

Browne  «.  Balnea   breach  «f  promise 

Phlllipo  ft  anr. «.  T.  Tilling  Id.    pers.  InJ. 

SmlthaWhilewayftCcld.    libel 

Hersch  9.  West  Ham  School  Board    work 

Taflb  V.  Nash  ft  ore.    pers.  ii^. 

Benter  v.  Pollard    contnct 

Mll]a9.Proolorftanr.    contract 

Morgsn  v.  Stacey   note 

Fitigenid  «.  Corpa.  of  Trinity  Hooae    pera.  ioJ. 

Jays  Id.  «.Iarl  of  Westmorland    goodasoM 

Fowtesv.  Driscoll   breach  of  promlae 

Tnrlorv.  Lon.  United  Lasndries   false  impt 

HadfleldftWifev.  ShilUngford    libel 

Same  V.  Benjamin    libel 

Sands  V,  Sands   covenant 

Thome  v.  Wyward  ft  Taylor  Id.    pers.  InJ. 

Farman  V.  Bomln   gooda  sold 

W.  WatsonftOo.v.  McCrea   UU 

goakngelo  ft  Wift  c  Shacktf ,  liklwards  ft  {.o. 

percioj. 
Allai  ft  ors.  0.  DarreU  ft  Wife  stockbroker's  aoct. 
Thomas  ft  on.  o.  Holden   commission 
Campbell  v.  Seijcant  ft  on.    possesskn 
Manghan  ft  era.  v.  Wllkinaon    money  paid 
White  V.  Mayof,  ftc.  of  Harwich    negligence 


MIDDLESEX  OmmomJy^  AMm$. 

AetioBS  beyond  Na  772  in  this  List  wiU  not 
be  taken  before  Monday,  14th  April. 

The  following  Nnmben  will  be  in  the  List 
f&t  Trial  on  Toesday,  8th  April— Koe.  28 
to  680,  both  indnaiTB. 
28    Mc  Oaw  ft  Go.  Id.  v.  Welch  Gmpe  Joke  Co. 


possession 
Carpet  Bei 


273   Carterftanr.  V.  MerrMtftCc    para.taij. 
9    CItixen  Property  Go.  Id.  o.Bamtt  ft  Co.  peaacasion 

Gc  Id.  «.  H.  D. 


I      16 

I    250    Pfetent  Steam 


ftCb. 


877  Cowan  «.Bamett    libel 

879  NIcol  V.  Woolfe   acooont 

989  Dent  ft  ors. «.  Prank  ft  anr.    rent 

890  Beady  v.  Mann,  Crosnnan  ft  Pftnlln    pen.  tny. 

891  Vaoghan  v.  Bock  Newspaper  Prtnttng.  ftc.  Cc  U. 

libel 

897  Darrell  v.  Wllscn   firand.repB. 

995  Baylis  0.  School  Board  for  LoBdoo    pers.  iaj. 


Bawllngi  Id.    negligence 
601    Leberman  V.  Oohen   dander 
605    Flavey  V.  Mallett   pers.  Iq). 
611    Stewart  «.  Waller   pen.  i^J. 
619   Schoneboom  V.  Gall    money  lent 
626    Fahner  o.  Birmingham  Mannfactoring  Cc  kl. 

&lsefanpt. 
630    Hoxl^  V.  Hebberd 


17 
139 
647 
661 
656 


Oosey  V.  Cowen   contnct 
Cooper  9.  L.  G.  O.  Co.  Id. 


ioj. 
c'Dayia    money  paid 


Blalrftanr. 

Cave  V.  Lloyd 

Bwensv.  Wat 

Greer  V.  Davis 

Pope  V.  Catbosrt^  contract 

lUvenKToft  r.  Cannlchael  ft  anr. 


Catkin   frand.Tepc 


poAseaeiuu 
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•75 

€7T 

6 

41 
S34 
489 

6<3 


€78 
684 
•88 
•98 

708 
783 
713 
717 
719 
7OT 

733 

740 
744 
748 
747 
758 
760 
768 
767 
768 
770 
772 


781 
784 
788 

788 
814 
815 
816 
818 
820 
8S3 
825 
828 
829 
831 
832 

838 
819 
851 
864 
869 
870 
878 
880 
881 
888 
892 
893 
903 
904 
918 
920 
921 
922 
931 
933 
941 

944 
950 
956 
957 
965 
968 
978 
984 
969 
1006 
1013 

1014 
1818 
1019 
lOil 
1021 
1030 
1031 
1033 
1043 

1047 


Wl8e«.G«Ttik   decUratloa 

Boll  V.  lUjw,  kc  off  Shoredltch    negligence 

lUneoo  V.  Londoa  ft  Wertmlnster  Loen  end 
DlnoiiBlOe.]d.    lame 

Delnood  «.  Hemblln    breech  of  promlie 

KviM  ft  ear.  01  ConeUen    oootnci 

mbbeid  ft  Go.  V.  Cos   goode  eold 

Wlleon  V.  Dkk  ft  en.    money  lent 

Hvlton  V.  Thompeon    ftmnd.  rape. 

AthUl «.  Bowden    elender 

Wbltemea  ft  Go.  v.  Price    iojunctlon 

HUlyerd  ft  enr.  v.  UlUjerd    money  paid 

Menitt  o.  NewBteed    pert.  ii^. 

Fklmer  V.  Clenp    elender 

Heindorf  v.  Rio  Tenldo  Copper  M inee    contract 

Horton  v.  Wood  ft  ore.    ouitmct 

Lewie  V.  Allpoct    contrect 

Bennett  v.  Merxy    note 

Gidnnul  V.  Tellery  ft  Go.    oontiact 

Morel  Brae.»  Oobett  ft  Sone  Id.  v.  Earl  of  West- 
morlend    goode  eold 

WebUch  Incendeaoent  Gee  Ligbt  Co.  id.  r.  Lee- 
eon  ft  Emeiy    petent 

Blomer  v,  W.  HoIUe  ft  Co.  Id.    pert.  ii^. 

Cherd  v.  Mejor,  fto.  of  St.  Maryiebone    trespass 

Blmn  9.  Bamett  ft  on.    poesesslon 

Hancock  V.  Lea  ft  Son    libel 

MacDonnell  v.  Jackson    pen.  loj. 

Urin^ton  V.  Dorman    ontnut 

Jagen  r.  Potta    mon^  rcceiTed 

Long  V.  Hide    pen.  inj. 

Boeeey  V.  Orobaid    libel 

Briala  v.  PoweU    contract 

Begblev.  Eest    aedncttun 


Randall  v.  Croydon  Indnatrial  Co-operatlve.Soc. 

Id.    pars.  inJ. 
Storqy  V.  Hoare    negligencs 
Paine  v.  Fxyett  ft  Go.    cootr4ct 
ft  Bon  Id.  V. 


1048 
1064 
1066 
1074 
107S 
1082 
1083 
1086 
1089 
1094 
1104 
1106 
1109 
1110 
1112 
1113 
1127 
1144 
1145 
1149 
1160 


Shapoott  «.  Walsh   breach  of  promise 

Deane  «.  Pengelly   aiaader 

Bantidc  v.  Perclval  ft  ors.    poeseetton 

Colmer  v.  Lon.  United  Trams  Id.    pea.  ii^. 

Trim  V.  Wllbeif  oroe    contract 

Herding  v.  Omnfeld 

tftigar  V.  0olman  ft  Co. 

Fogleanle  ft  Wife  «.  Harwood 

Joelin  V.  Bruhier    goode  eold 

Drew  V.  Fisher    libel 

Moees  v.  Hlggins  Brae,    ftand.  rape. 

Qamt  ft  anr.  v.  Ghrlstien    stockbroker's  acct. 

Blake  v.  Lon.  United  Tmms  Id.    pen.  ioj. 

Bemfocd  «.  Pnckett    pnesenelon 

CunbT  V.  Cnm^    detlnne 

Pratt  ft  anr.  v.  Twin    contract 

NidudiB  V.  S^nnan   alander 

Hartmont  v.  Harris    mon^  lent 

Johnson  v.  Knight    pare.  QtL 

Jotham  ft  anr.  v.  Cheny  ft  Wife    covenant 

Straesmann  «.  Raphael  Tuck  ft  Sone  kL 


contract 


NOK^UBT  Aations. 


rrsodvei 


142    Hawkins  V.  Abrahams 

1531.  Fizminger  v.  Blndeir 

179    Sawrey  V.  Waykn   w 

198    Odhamsld.«.Baraett 

226    Major,  fte.  of  WeetmfMlere.LoeBlQeTinMU 

MntnalOnaranteeSocld.    ' 

842    Moon  ft  anr.  ei  While   com 

350  .  Birmingham  ^OoUieKlm6yndkortee.Win^ 

854 

873 
896 
442 

498 
507 
579 
583 
602 
618 
614 


AotioDB  beyond  No.  775  in  this  List  will  not 
be  taken  before  Monday,  14th  April. 

The  following  Nmnberg  will  be  in  the  List 
fat  Trial  on  Wednesday,  9th  Apnl— Noa. 
76  to  585,  both  inclusive. 


.  T.  Norfolk  ft  Sons  Id.  negll- 


pen.  inJ. 


PhilUpe 

genoe 
Hodeon  ft  ors.  v.  Bogree    poeeeeelon 
Bamee  «.  Buckeye  Bath  Cabinet  Co. 
Stone  V.  Randall    money  paid 
Hnnter  v.  TftchfleU  Bank  Id.    money  received 
Raphael  V.  Dodd    oommiseion 
Massqr  V.  Cochrane   detfaide 
Barrett  r.  Elliott    issue 

Jeesett  ft  anr.  v.  Hlbbard  ft  Co.    monay  received 
Krmp  V.  Clarke    commission 
Moloney  v.  Kowln    contract 
Samoel  v.  Bond  ft  or«.    possession 
du  Pasqnier  v.  Cadbury  Jones  ft  Co.  Id.    money 

received 
Ba'ley  v.  Thnnton  ft  Co.  10.    contract 
Bond  V.  Bareham    libel 
Vogel  V.  U.  Detaon  ft  Son    per«.  iuj. 
Mc  Creath  v.  Morgan    oootract 
Traill  V.  Vincent    alander 
John  Bellamy  Id.  v.  Kirk  ft  anr.    contract 
Groasheim  v.  Dnnkley    copyright 
Roydhonse  v.  Smith    note 
Hay  ft  Co.  V.  List    bUl 
Goddard  o.  Barker    treepass 
Owen  V.  AUen   pers.  InJ. 
Nloeham  v.  St.  Clair  ft  anr.    goods  sol  1 
Brown  v.  Batey  ft  Cow  Id.    peta.  inJ. 
Reee  ft  anr.  v.  Davia  ft  ors.    possession 
Steeger  o.  Heddergott   trespess 
Holland  ft  Sons  v.  Summeia    work 
Knapp  V.  Sannders    sUnder 
King  V.  McFarlane    money  received 
SalTord  v.  Cise    contract 
Gorton  v.  Martin  ft  Co.    Ilbal 
F^eyne  V.  Amaxonia  Rubber  ft  Trading  Co.  Id. 

contract 
Wells  V.  Douglas    pers.  inJ. 
Batea  ft  ore.  v.  SchiflTerdecker    pers.  inJ. 
Browning  v.  Alston    pera.  i^J. 
Laugher  V.  Highle/    aUnder 
Hinkln  «.  Drew    money  lent 
Meston  ft  anr.  «.  Mann    contract 
Davis  V.  Bromley  U.  D.  C.    trespasi 
Hooper  V.  Gray    money  lent 
Nobbe  V.  Knnae    elander 
Gawthorp  ft  anr.  v.  Hen>!ry  ft  anr.    possession 
Itogerson  v.  British  statural  i*remium  Life  Assoc 

Id.    policy 
Collay  V,  Jewell    money  received 
Goff  0.  Jones    pers.  ioJ, 
Armstrong  v.  Wiley    issne 
Dess  ft  anr.  v.  Wyhowaka    contract 
Fnrolvali  v.  Alcock  ft  So  i    contract 
Padmore  r.  Elmber    slau  ler 
Paston  V.  Wtthey    pers.  InJ. 
Cnnliffe  v.  List    goods  ttoU 
Ivall  ft  sur.  V.  Watney,  Cumbe.  Rell  ftCo.  Id. 

contract 
MorgkD  c.  Mayor,  ftc.  of  St.  Pancrjs    pers.  inj. 


IS 
467 

;423 
549 

653 

669 
685 


Fariset  o.  SUde   Ji 

New  Grappler,  ftc. 

Co.  Id.  goods  sold 


'yre  Co.  «.  Cheshire  Rubber 
.Daviee 


Mead  (April  12)  pt  hd. 

Dnnlop  Pneumatic  Tyre  Co.  v.  Ostrich  Tyre  Co. 

ft  ore.    patent 
Meyer  V.  Begbie    note 

Procter  v.  Mayor,  ftc.  of  Islington    money  paid 
Laoraine  ft  anr.  v.  Northern  Theatrea  Od.  Id.  ft 

anr.    contract 


589  Johnson  v.  Batcheller    detinue 

590  Freeilman  t>.  Phlllipa    contntd 
600  Yonog  ft  anr.  r.  Balsler  ft  ors.    , 

615  AlcQy  ft  Gandla  Ry.  and  Harbour  Co.  Id.  v.  Lane 

detlnne 

616  Davey  o.  Perkins    covenant 
629  Heniy  «.  Rlcharda    goods  eold 

6S>I  Newton  v.  Ferguson    Solicitor's  bill 

637  Edwards  v.  Munday    detinue 

611  Qilllng  V,  Poole  (Sutton  ft  Evershed,  8rd  partiee) 

trespasB 

642  Cublson  o.  Desmond    money  received 

65 i  Simpson,  Strickland  ft  Co.  v.  Richardson  cheque 

661  Verloni  v.  Anstia    contract 

664  Lawford  v.  Biliericay  R.  D.  C.    contract 

669  Heatl^  e.  Money    poesesslon 

670  Gawthorpe  ft  anr.  v.  Stevena 

671  Clilliford  o.  Haycock    contract 
679  Harvey  o.  Bishop    commlselon 

690  Todd  0.  De  MatMo  ft  Wife    SoUdtor's  bill] 

692  Owlee  V.  Meates  ft  anr.    bill 

697  Sweeting  v.  Chater  ft  anr.    monay  received 

706  Hlldick  V.  Horsnali    contract 

708  Investors  ft  Contract  Agency  v.Cartwrlght  money 

reorlved 

709  Duroee  ft  anr.  v.  Wylee    money  received 

7 14  Samuel  V.  Nichol    note 

715  Johnson «.  Peareth    oommisaion 

728  Hyama  v.  Mayor,  ftc.  of  Hackney    mon^  paid 

731  Harria  v.  Church  ft  ore.    possession 

732  Tobh  V.  Newton    work 

741  Securltlee  losce.  Co.  V.  Elliott    call 

748  Davidson  v.  Hooydonk  ft  Co.  Id.    goods  sold 

767  Cowen  ft  Wife  o.  Scott  ft  Wife    detinue 

765  Elliott,  Son  ft  Boyton  0.  Tucker 

769  Smith  V.  Smith    commission 

771  Ryan  ft  Co.  Id.  v.  Hart    negligence 

775  Brady  V.  Scotta    Aicney  received 


778    Britain  ft  ors.  V.  Hanka  Bros,  ft  Co. 

785    Downing  ft  ore.  v.  Kogan    possession 

797    Roberts  v.  Maple  ft  Co.  id.    contract 

803    Sharpe  v.  Crawford  ft  anr.    poesesslon 

807    Morris  v.  Lee    rent 

818    Callard,  Stewart  ft  Watt  Id.  o.  Albert  ft  Sons  li. 

po«eession 
817    Bowring  v.  Bruwn    possession 
lOD  Welsbach  Incandescent  Co.  o.  tJnited  Chemical 

Worka  ft  anr.    patent 
112    Ward  V.  Brandon'^  Putney  Brewery  Id.  and  anr. 

poesesslon 


633 


764 
827 
840 
847 
818 
857 
858 
8d0 
861 

665 

883 
896 
898 
912 

818 

916 
917 
923 

924 


942 
913 
945 
947 

949 

961 

962 

963 

967 

974 

977 

979 

98S 

993 

995 

997 

1005 

1008 

lull 

1017 

1033 

1036 

10J7 


J 


AlJecton  v.  Bennett   atockbroker's  aocL 
liobKxi  o.  MoDougall    work 
Stewart  V.  Kolay  Mines,  ftc  Id.   mon^psld 
Ward  O.Bennett   contract 
Penney  v.  Hancock  ft  anr.    oontiaot 
Moody  ft  anr.  v.  Pattenon   nnsieninB 
WilkKkn.  Scott    work 
Attomay^en.  r.  S.  E.  ft  C.  By.  Go. 
Usbome  v.  Landreth    peasesskn 
Hodgidn  V.  Synge    money  I    " 
Motor  Tractkn  Co.  v.  Mote 

U.    ii4nnotlon 
McLean  «.  Adamant  Stone,  ftc.  Co.  dedinliii 
Fleming'a  Oil,  ftc  Company  v.  Gsidm  nts^ 

paid 
Hannaford  «.  Cop^y  ft  en. 
Perry  V.  Redman    rent 
Swain  V.  DnnU  ft  Wife    oontzact 
Rlcketto.  EUia   rent 
Wdser  v.  Dresdner  Bank    iasns 
Curetjn  v.  Smith  ft  anr. 
Booth  V.  T.  Watkina  ft  Cc  id.  'woik 
Luning  «.  Slade    work 
Unooloahire  Foundry  Co.  Id. «.  Bridgnttr  JtOl 

goodasold 
Maconochie  Bros.  Id.  «.  De  Leef  Braltan  m 

tract 
Mewoaaoo  Gold  Mines  Id.  V.  Lowe  cells 
Vinen  e.  Stevenson    money  received 
Seligman  V.  Bach    money  lent 
Young,  King  ft  Go.  Id.  «l  ftutton  Baa^H' 

goods  sold 
Motor  Manufacturing  G>.  Id.  «.  Goodwis  gi* 

sold 
Odell  V.  Chambers    goaiantae 
Same  V.  Sharp    guarantee 
PMlngton  Advertialng  Co.  v.  L.  ft  E  Ffato  !<• 

work 
W.  Johnston  ft  Co.  Id.  «.  J.  Thorley  U.  k  A. 

contract  > 

Gnmey  e.  ToghiU  ft  Wifb    money  l»t  -^ 

Lewid  e.  Metcalf  ft  anr.    goo(tosold 
Chambers  ft  anr.  v.  Waller   oootract 
Woodihorpe,  Bevan  ft  Co.  «.  Sands  wwfc 
Petereon  V.  Rigby    oontract 
Law  Guuantee  ft  Trust  Soc  v.  Bovm  k 

money  paid 
Johntton  «.  Bnma    bill 
WUlie  V.  Torreoce    goodaadd 
Zacharias  e.  Lehweea    bill 
Wetherelt  e.  Franda    money  lent 
Baker  o.  Castletown    moneiy  lent 
CoUna  0.  Stalford    oommlssiou 
Beeety  v.  Bird    guanuuee 
Pollard  V.  Day    work 
Keen  o.  Etridge    Isene 
Home  ft  anr.  «.  Thomhlll 
Nightingale  V.  Oppert    bill 
Gant  V.  Mackay    money  paid 
Parker  v.  Matthews    money  paid 
McGhee  o.  Rawlina    goods  sold 
Savoy  Hotel  Id.  v.  Parry    goods  sold 
Coast  V.  Matthewe    work 
Brown  V.  Aylwani    iojunctkm 
Harland  e.  Harland    money  lent 
Brown  ft  anr.  v,  Norton,  Rose,  Kortja  k  C* 


1038    Same  V.  Sir  G.  a  Bruce  ft  White   isms 
1040    Baker  v.Arber   biU 
707    Chadwick  V.  Link    iasne 

1045  Same  «.  Same    money  lent  ,«. 

1046  MarshaUv.  Central  Hoelva  Copper  Hhiiag  Go.  tt 
ft  anr.    work 

Hagon  O.Gates   money  lent 

Burfbid  o.  Fraulo    contract 

Cook  V.  Taylor   covenant 

Locock  ft  anr.  V.  Lance    atockteoinr'iscct. 

Prtngle  ft  Higgs  Id.  «.  Sbeffleld  Goal  Go-  «- 


1053 
1061 
1065 
1071 
1081 


lOtO  Lodge  ft  Harper  Id.  «.Fmnklin  ft  anr.   iame 

1091  Tiangmar  ft  Co.  v.  Stewart   commisiija 

1098  GalUnl  v.  King   Judgment 

1095  Deibarre  v.  Batley    conuaot 

1097  Hahno.  T^cey    detinue 

1038  Dowev.  Cecil    money  received 

10^9  Gregory  ft  Co.  o.  Ward    work 

1111  Biahooden  V.  Andrews  ft  Andrews   oontrsct 

1117  Pedier  V.  Hardy    award 

1120  JeflbryftCco.  Glalstme    bill 

1121  Hennlng^.  Farman  AulomobUe  Agmcy  w 
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lin  StenhoiiM  V.  Baxter   oontnct 
1124  IlMgood  V.  BUis  oontimct 
\m  Towaly  k  oiB.  V.  Secntt   possenlon 
;1189  Otdfldd  V.  I^mdateln    dettnuA 
Utf  Smith  «.PimU   note 
II48  OircB  V.  SdnrpenbMiK    money  lent 
imi  Donlop  Pnemuirtie  Tyre  Go.  Id.  ft  on.  v.  Bonrne 

pitent 
ms   MarahaU  v.  Bradley    work 


1160 
1164 
1171 
1179 

1180 

1189 
1190 


Seymour  V.  Weaver   money  rpcelved 

SilleB  k  anr.  v.  Mayor,  kc  of  Fnlbam    work 

Roberta  «.  Flemttag    bill 

Union  ft  Co.  V.  Sonthem  Pabliahlng  Company 

contract 
Mines  ft  Banking  Co.  Id.  and  ors.  v.  Caratal  New 

Mines  Id.  Solidtor'a  bttl 
Hooper  v.  Oevant  contract 
Same  v,  Cohen    account 


1191  ^Waite  V.  Hntchison^  commission    _^ 

i:M    \raffiitairv.  Hall    gO(jdssoM 

lis*  I    yorthey  t>.  Trevillion.    contract 

llii>    Home  SecreUry  r.  I^  ft  N.  W.  Ky.  Co.    penalties 

1203    JenklnsoD  v.  Biowu    poBFessiou 

1211    Crosland  v.  Ontlook  Pnbl  shing  Co.    contract 

1215    Carter  ft  Aynsley  Id.  &  ors.  v.  Ashton     goods 

sold 
1223    Gary  k  ors.  r.  Cory    contract 


SUMMARY  OF  ACTIONS  ENTERED  FOR  TRIAL  to  30th  MARCH,  Incu"  sivc 

Special  Juries.     Common  Juries.  Total. 

Middlesex            249         .•         230         ,.  470 

Non-Juries          222 

London 3          ..                     ..  :» 

Commercial  Causes        . ,         . .           . .         . .  2G 

(Cased  arc  only  entered  in  the  CommeTcial  LUt  when  Ihe  dare  are  fixed  for  Trial) 

Set  down  nnder  ( )rder  XIV . .         . .           . .         . .  i^ 

Assigned  Actions           . .         . .           . .         . .  2 

740 

Note. — This  Summary  sliewa  the  total  number  of  Actions  for  Trial  up  to  and  inclusive  of  the  above  date. 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 
PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY   DIVISION. 


EASTEE  SITTINGS,   1902. 


PROBATE  AND  MATRIMONIAL. 


The  Causes  sot   down  for  trial  will   be  taken  in  the  following  I 

oHer :—  ' 

X'sDERMDKD   Matbimonial   Oausbs  will  be  taken  each    Monday  ; 
during  the  SittingB  after  MotioiiB,  and  on  Thursday  and  Friday, 
I5th  and  16th  May. 

trsjiAL  JuBT  Causes  will  be  taken  on  and  after  Tuesday,  15th 
April. 

I  Probate  and  Matrimonial  Special  Jury  Ganses  will  form  one  List, 
mi  be  taken  in  the  order  in  whioh  they  are  set  down. 

jnoiUTI  AHD  DsnOTDED  MATRIMONIAL  GaUBBS  FOB  KlABINO  BEFORE 

i  THE  Court  itself  will  be  taken  after  the  Special  Juries  are 
^  iioiahed,  and  may  also  be  taken  in  Conrt  IL,  after  14th  April, 
I      when  Admiralty  Cases  are  not  appointed  to  be  heard. 

[Probate  and  Defended  Matrimonial  Causes  will  form  one  List,  and 
m  taken  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  set  down. 

fOoxxoN  JuRT  Causes  will  be  taken  on  and  after  Tuesday,  Gth 

!      May. 
Probate  and  Matrimonial  Common  Jury  Causes  will  form  one  List, 
'  be  taken  in  the  order  in  whioh  they  are  set  down. 

pmaoNAL  Court,  Tuesday,  Gth  May. 

plonoNgAHD  Summonses  :  Motions  will  be  heard  in  Court  at  11  o'clock 
OD  Monday,  14th  April,  and  on  each  succeeding  Monday  during 

I  the  Sittings,  and  Summonses  before  the  Judge  will  be  heard 
at  half-past  10  o'clock  on  Saturday,  12th  April,  and  on  each 
raooeeding  Saturday  during  tho  Sittings. 


\^ 


StimraoDses  before  the  Registrars  will  be  heard  at  the  Probate 
|«gi>try,  Somerset  House,  on  each  Tuesday  and  Friday  during  the 
wrings,  at  half -past  11  o'clock. 

AU  Papers  for  Motions  on  Mondays  must  be  left  in  the  Contentious 
j^^^ivtment  of  the  Principal  Probate  Registry  at  Somerset  House 
Defore  2  o^ck)ck  p.m.  on  the  preceding  Wednesday. 


ADMIRALTY. 


The  Court  will  sit  in  the  Royal  Courts  of  Justice — 

At  10.30  A3I.  on  every  Week-day,  except  Monday,  and  at  11  A.M. 
on  every  Monday,  f^m  Tuesday,  April  8th,  until  Friday, 
May  16tli,  inclusive. 

A  Divisional  Court  will  sit  on  the  first  Tuesday  in  each  month 
during  the  Sittings,  when  necessary. 

Summonses  in  Chambers  will  be  taken  at  11,  and  IMotlons  in  Court 
at  11.30  every  Monday  during  the  Sittings. 

All  Papers  for  Motions  and  for  Summonses  to  be  heard  before  the 
Judge  must  be  left  in  the  Admiraltv  Registry,  Royal  Courts  of 
Justice  (.fioom  738),  on  the  Wednesday  preceding. 


Summonses  before  the  Reg^istrar  will  be  heard  at  the  Admiralty 
Registry,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice  (Room  730  or  729),  at  11  a.m. 
on  every  Wednesday  and  Saturday  during  the  same  period. 


The  Admiralty  Registry  and  the  Marshal's  Office  are  on  the  Third 
Floor  of  the  West  Wing,  in  Rooms  Nos.  729  to  744,  and  are  open 
from  10  to  4,  except  on  Saturday,  and  during  the  Long  Vacation, 
the  Christmas  Vacation,  and  on  Whit  Tuesday,  when  the  hours 
are  from  10  to  2. 

The  Long  Vacation  is  from  August  13th  to  October  23rd,  and  the 
Christmas  Vacation  from  December  24th  to  January  6th, 
inclusive. 

The  Offices  are  closed  on  Good  Friday,  Easter  Eve,  Easter  Monday 
and  Tuesday,  and  Whit  Monday,  also  on  Christmas  Day,  and 
the  next  following  working  day. 

Registrar's  Room,  730 ;  Assistant  Registrar's  Room,  729 ;  Reference 
Room,  743;  Marshal's  Room,  740.       ,  ,     (      r\n%r%\{> 
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HIGH    COURT  OF    JUSTICE. 


KING'S   BENCH   DIVISION. 


EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 


Datis. 


Lord  CHmr 

JOSTICE. 


i9oa. 


April 


May 


S       Diyuional 
Court 

28 


15 

Id 


Wills  J.     i  Grantham  J.    Lawranck  J.      Wright  J.    '     Bbuci  J.       Keki^edt  J.  '     Eidlet  J. 


NoHhern  Central  NUi  Prius        Nisi  Priua         Nisi  Prius         Nisi  Priiw        Nisi  Prim 


ClxoHit       Criminal  Court 


Nisi  Prius 


Bankruptcy 
and  Railway 
and  Canal 
Commission  ; 


(Central 
Criminal  Cod 
1  inteneninif 


End 


:  I 


HIGH   COURT   OF  JUSTICE. 
KING^S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


MASTERS  IN  CHAMBERS  FOR  EASTER  SITTINGS, 

1902, 


Tuesdays 
Thursdays 
Saturda}  s 


Master  Wilbbrporce. 


CIECUITS  OF  THE  JUDGES. 


Mondays 

Wednesdays 

Fridays 

Tuesdays 

Thursdays 

Saturdays 


Mondays 

Wednesdays . 
Fridays 

Tuesdays 
Thursdays    . 
Saturdays     . 


Mondays 

Wednesdays 

Fridays 


A  to  R 

blaster  Loud  Dokboyne. 


^Master  Day. 

G  to  N. 

Master  Macdonell. 

Master  Chitty. 

O  to  Z. 

Master  Archibald. 


SPRING  ASSIZES, 
1902. 


(Jommission  Days, 


Northern. 


WilU  J, 

Walton  J. 


N.  EasteMT. 


/rf//. 


Monday,  April  7  I  Manchester  2 

I  {Criminal) 

JIunday,  „     Hi  Manchester  2 

I  {Civil  and  Criminal) 

Monday,  ,.28 


Tuesday,  „    29     Liverpool  2 

{Civil  and  Criminal)  ' 


Leeds 

{Criminal) 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Apbil  5,  1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


93 


HIGH   COURT    OF  JUSTICE. 


KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 


Qofflinercial 
List 


Dabumo  J. 


DiyiBional 
Court 


ChAHHSLL  J.   I  PbUiUM OBB  J. 


DiYinonal         Kial  Prins 
Oourt        '  Be  venue  Paper 


BUOXNILL  J. 


Cliambers 


Walton  J. 


Korthem 
Circuit 


Jelf  J. 


NiBiPriu 


Dates. 


1808. 

Apbil    .     •     • 


1 

n 

1 

j-x 

M 

North  Eastern 
Cinuit 

»» 

2a 

4 
n 

1 

n 

Mat    .     . 

.     .     .    7 

End 

End 

n 

15 

" 

n 

n 

16 

COITET  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEGISTBABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


>     Dm. 


1  BOTA. 


▲fpxal  Ms.  Jusncm 

OouxT  n.  Kbkbwxgh. 


Apr.     T       Mr.  Baal 
M       8        „    B.  Letob 


Mr.  Pagh  Mr.  Pemberton 

„    GArrlngton        „    Jackson 


QtftliiglOD  ,      „    Pogb 


PBmbtfton 


Mx.  JstTioB     '     Mr.  Jvmcm 


Btkvx. 


Faxwbll. 


Mb.  JuanoB     i     Mb.  Jobtiob         Mb.  Jmmoa 
BuoKunr.  Jotob.         !  SworFXir  Sadt. 


Mr.  Church  Mr.  B.  Laacfa        Mr.  Godfttj      '    Mr.  OnawaU         Mr.  Vumm 


King 


Beal 


Fannor 


W.  Leaoh        „    QiOtnf 


10        M    Poi^  I      M    Otfrfaigfcoii        „    JackMD- 

Jadkaon 


Church  »,    B.  Leach         „    GnOtnj         .  „    Greewill  „    King 


11 
12 


PiBOkbartao 


..    Pngh 


King  „    Beal  „    Fanur 

Pemberton        „    Chnroh  „    B.  Leach         ••    Qodtstf 


Oarrington  i      „    Jackson  „    King 


Beal 


W.  Leaoh        „    Chmrh 
OreaweU  „    W.  Leadi 


V  IV  WkUtun  VaeaUom  wiU  coaiflMnee  on  Saturdajf,  the  lith  day  qf  May  and  UrminaU  on  Ttutday,  tkt  Mtk  day  qf  May,  IMS^  hotk  dayt  indutive. 


APPOINTMENT. 

^«ih24.    This  day  Sir  Jolm  Charles  Day  was,  by  His  Majesty's  command,  sworn  of  His  Majesty's  Most  Honourable  Privy  C^nncil, 
and  took  his  plar%  at  the  Board  accordingly. 
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Second  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  doth,  S8s. 
Cash  Price,  SOs.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 


OK  THB 


PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.R  London  Univeni^;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Tiinitj  CoUeM 
Dnhlln;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Piopeil^  and  Equity;   Holder  of  de  First  Certificate  of  Honour,  Micfaaehnaa,  1^69; 
Jomt  Author  <tf  Gierke  and  Brett* s  Confmndny  Acta ;  Author  of  Bfetf a  Bankrupt^  Act,  z88^  and  of 
Leadhig:  Caaes  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooety. 


*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  speoial  prominenoe  the 
whioh  IB  practically  obiolete,  bo  far  aa  it  is  neoeawy  to  enable  the  reader  to 


it  and  liying  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  t 
*  the  present. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  ihe  present  edition  the  marks  of  caiefbl 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  comprohenslTe  outline  of  existing  Bnfflish  law, 
contained  In  a  marvellously  small  oompass,  well  arrangeo,  and  so 
contrived  by  the  insertion  of  illostmtiYe  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  idiortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Bottled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  14^156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  hu 
been  improyed,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractiye  type  and 
convenient  size  of  the  yolnmes." — SoUcitort?  JoumaL 

**The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  seoond  edition.  ...  Mr.  Brett 
singularly  Ibrtunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  0 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  affoided  an  oppoitaii 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  sad  ' 
criticism  of  his  reyiewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  vers 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  bium 
Acts  which  haye,  smce  tiie  publication  of  nia  first  edition,  b 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legialatDia'- 
liOiwJowmdL 

"The  compilatimi  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  newedflka 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of ''-^'--^'-''- 


■ 


London:   WILLIAM  OLD  WES  A  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishsbs,  7,  Flbkf  Stbsbt,  E.G. 


Seventh  Edition.     Boyal  Svo.^  cloth,  SSs. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Gontaming  a  foil  ezposiiion  of  the  PrincipleB  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  includiiig  the  Law  under  the  Banbinb 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankraptcj  (Diflchwrge  and  Glosnre)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bilb  of  81 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Jndicatnre  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Priyate  ArrangementB  id 
GreditoTS,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Bnles,  Qrden  y 
Farms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Gompositions  and  Schemes^  Ac. 

BY 

GEORGE  YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barriflter-at-Iiaw. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

« In  spite  of  riyals,  Bebeon'M  Law  and  PraM»  la  BaaJbtipfoy^-an  exoeUent  treatise^  we  alwaw  ihougWt--«i^taiDS  its  PJ^.  ^.^ 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1W7,  and  ?«»q«g>*>jft»t  ^«; 
the  Aot  of  1890  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  fto  end  of  the  Toluin^  .Bey<»d  fltoi^r 
are  no  changes.  The  Judieial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  ant 
text-book.''— Xois  TimM. 

-This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  ^*»  *»  «n^«9;^.^* '  , 
important  cases  recently  dedded  and  thS  issue  of  the  new  rukf,  a  new  edition  was  deorable.    We  ^^^^^J^'^J^^^J^^  JJ 
wiidem  of  keepfaig  his  work  weU  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  iay.  »  of  others,  no  practdjoner  ^*^,^*f™P*^J^ 
be  without  it;  imd  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date^  we  shaU  be  able  to  aootsu  i 

editions  the  same  praise."— Xoiv  Noiei, 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  LmmD,  Law  Publishnbs, 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS.— No.  3. 


Session  1902. 


Lisij  as  far  as  possible,  of  kffectivb  Causes  only. 


OAUSES  STANDING  FOB  HEARING. 

CoonoU  of  Bntherglea  v.  Parish  Cooncil  of  Glasgow 
Committee  of  Lower  Ward  of  Comity  of  LaDark\ 
Others  «.Pro¥OBt,fto.,  of  Butherglea    .         .        ./ 
Union  and  Grown  Insurance  Company  v.  Hill  and\ 

AuothCT     . / 

Qaeen  (at  the  proseontion  of  the  County  Council  of  k 

i)  0.  Barton  and  Others j 

)y  «.  Whittaker  and  Sons 

i'b  Kayisation  Company,  Limited  v.  Company  of  Pro- 'I 
fdeton  of  the  Glamorganshire  Canal  Navigation  .         .  / 
and  OtbeiB  v.  Dexter 

*.  Driefontein  Consolidated  Mines,  Limited  . 
ind  Others  v.  Barron  and  Another 
.      ^  Brothers    and   Company  v,  J.    King   and) 

<^My / 

f.  Volckman  and  Others 

Coimcil  of  County  of  Lanark  v.  Glasgow  Court- "I 

I  Commissioners / 

Uexuder  ficnnio  and  Son  v.  Henry  Ness  and  Company, \ 

Hoited ;  .         ./ 

JMBihip  "  Bsilmoral "  Company,  Limited  v.  Marten 

India  and  Panama  Telegraph  Company,  Limited  v.  1 
Cuba  Sabmarine  Telegraph  Company,  Limited     .         .  / 
and  Others  v.  Bain  and  Others       .         . 

•8jiKiicate,  Limited  v.  Wyler 

^Argentine  Liye  Stook  and  Prodaoe  Agency,  Limited \ 
^Wertoll / 


Scotland. 


OAUSES  WAITING  FOB  JUDGMENT. 


Scotland.   Oooper  and  Crane  v.  Wright 
England. 


Ireland. 

England. 

England. 

England. 

Ireland. 

England. 
England. 

England. 

England. 
Scotland. 

Scotland. 

England. 

England. 

Scotland. 
England. ' 

England. 


Edinburgh    and.  District    Water 
Clippens  Oil  Company,  Limited 


Trostees 


Lord  Advocate  v.  Stewart  and  Anotlier 


Fryer  and  Others  v,  Ewart  and  Others 


Lord  Chancellor. 

Lord  Shand. 

Lord  Davoy. 

Lord  Bmmpton. 

.Lord  Bobertson. 
^Lord  Chancellor. 

Lord  Macna^htcn. 

Lord  Shand. 

Lord  Brampton. 

Lord  Bobertd  in. 
<Lord  Lindley. 

!Lord  Chanoelior. 
Lord  Maonaghter. 
Lord  Shand. 
Lord  Brampton. 
Lord  Bobertson. 
.Lord  Lindley. 
Lord  Chancellor. 
Lord  MaonaghtciL 
Lord  Shand. 
Lord  DaTey. 
Lord  Brampton. 
Lord  Bobertson, 
kLord  Lindley. 


CLAIMS  OF  PEEBAGE  DEPENDING. 

Office  of  Lord  Great  Chamberlain.    (In  part  heard.) 

Norfolk  (Earldom). 

Darcy  de  Knayth,  Meynill  and  Fauconberg. 


LIST    OF    BUSINESS 
FOE  THE  JUDICIAL  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  PRIVY  COUNCIL. 


APJilL  and  MAY,  1902. 
(The  Sittings  will  commence  on  Tuesday,  the  I'-itli  April,  1902,  at  half-pamt  ten  a.m.) 


INDIAN  APPEALS. 


iKocr 


1  Koer  and  Another . 
^  Singh  and  Others 

V. 

^  Koer  and  Another 
CCowolidoted  A^peaU.)  ' 


Whence. 


Bengal    . 


Record  received. 


Set  down  for 
Hearing. 


26  Juno  and  '  22  Jan.  1902 
16  July  1900. 


Snbject 


I 


Whether  the  High  Court, 
over-ruling  the  DiBtrict 
•  Court,  which  heard  the 
Appellants*  suits  on  their 
merits,  rightly  dismissed 
the  suits  on  the  ground 
of  limitation. 


Sulidtora. 

A.  .    T.  L.  Wilson  k  Co. 
R,  .     Dallimorc  «1-  Son. 


Qa 
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Raja  Chelikani  Yenkay-^ 
yamma,  representative  of  I 
Raja  Chelikana  Appa  Rao, 
deceased     .... 

V, 

Raja    Chelikani    Yenkata-j 

ramanayyamma    .     . 

(Appeal      and      Crost- 

Appeal  coMolidaied.) 

Sri  Gopal 

v.  > 

Pirthi  Singh  and  Olhers     . ) 

Qopal  Chunder  Rose     .     . 

v. 
Eartiok  Ch  under  Dey  aud 
Others 

Nidhanji  nnd  Others  (re- 
presentatives of  Ganga- 
ram,  deceased  .... 

V. 

Sitaram  nnd  Others  .     .     . 
Shambati  Koeri  and  Others 


Jago  Ribi . 


WImhoa. 


Madras 


N.W.P.  Allahabad . 


Bengal    .     .     . 


Hyderabad 


Bengal    .     . 


Beoofd  raodved. 


9  Jan.  and  11 
Sept.  1900. 


10  June  1899 


23  AprU  1901 


31  Dec.  1898 


26  June  1900 


Set  down  for 
HMurlng. 


4  Feb.  1902 


25  Feb.  1902 


6  Mar.  1902 


24  Mar.  1902 

(By  Order  of 

Revivor) 


27  Mar.  1902 


Sat^Ject. 


Whether  certain  family 
property  was  held  by 
two  brothers  as  joint 
tenants  or  tenants  in 
common ;  whether  a  cer- 
tain will  was  revoked, 
and,  if  not,  what  is  its 
true  conslruction ;  es« 
toppel. 

Whether  a  suit  to  enforce 
a  bond  was  barred. 
Civil  Procedure  Co-ic, 
ss.  13  and  43. 

Construction  of  a  Will .     . 


Claim  by  Respondents  to 
a  half  share  of  certain 
joint  family  property, 
and  for  partition. 


Yalidity    of    a    mortgage 

bond  alleged  to  have 
been  executed  under  the 
authority  of  Respondent, 
a  Purda  woman.  Special 
Itave  to  appeal  granted. 


A. 
B. 

A. 

B, 
A. 
R. 
A. 


ILTTaaker. 

Lawford,    \Vato( 

house  and  Ln 

ford. 
Lftwford,     Wai 

house  and  La 

fonl. 
R.  T.  Taaker. 

Fyke  k  Paml 

Thomgon  k  Ij. 

I 

I  Walkins  k  U 
'      priere. 
W.  W.  Boi. 


Woodcock,  Ej> 
&  Parker.  ' 


—  Ex  partf-. 


T.  L.Wil-    K 
D.illimopei' 


COLONIAL  AND  OTHER  APPEALS. 


The      Commissioners 
Taxation    .     .     . 


of) 


Antill. 


Whence. 


New  South  Wales 


fiecord  reoelved. 


I      Set  down  for 
Hearing. 


Sa^Jeot 


14  Oct.    1901       4  Mar.  1902 


I 

Spurrier  and  Another     .     .)|  Jersey 

V.  }\ 

La  Cloche |l 


of^ 


The      Commissioners 
Taxation    .     .     .     .     . 

V. 

The  Trustees  of  St.  Mark's 
Glebe 


Douglas 1;  Natal 


New  South  Wales 


Franz  Sander  &  Co. 


21  Feb.   1001        8  Mar.  1902 


9  Dec.  1901 


19  Mar.  1O02 


13  July  1901  '  19  Mar.  1902 


Whether  the  Respondent  is 
entitled  to  deduct  from 
his  taxable  income  a 
sum  representing  a  "  fair 
rent"  in  respect  of  cer- 
tain leasehold  premises 
and  improvements  there- 
on. 59  Vict.,  No.  15 
(N.S.W.).  Special  leave 
to  appeal  granted. 

W^hcther  a  coudition  in  a 
fire  policy  for  i-eference 
of  disputes  to  arbitration 
was  iUegal  by  the  law  of 
Jersey ;  if  not,  whether 
it  was  through  the  Ap- 

Scllants*  or  the  Res(>on- 
ent's  fault  that  it  was 
not  complied  with. 

Whether  certain  Glelje 
lands  vested  in  the  Res- 
pondents are  exempt 
from  liBud  Tax  under 
59Vict.No.l5(N.S.W.). 
Special  leave  to  appeal 
granted. 

Whether  Appellant  was 
induced  by  fraud  to  buy 
Rrspondents'  busiDe.«>8. 
Relief  and  daraij'fs. 


Solidton. 


R. 


R. 


R. 


R. 


Light  iGalh 


Paincs,    Blyll 

Hustable. 


Dnwea  k  8a 

HargrcftTtS  \ 
Un. 


Light  k  fitltr 


Hiixtubla 


BlylK       !• 

Hartley  .t: 

llarritjc-  *\.  • 
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Gum. 

Whence. 

Record  receiTed. 

Recoid 
BAoelved. 

Subject. 

Whether  certain  wax  vestaa 
were  goods  prohibited  to 
be   imported    into    the 
Colony  and  liable  to  for- 
feiture under  the  Patents, 
Designs  and  Trade  Marks 
Act,  1889,  and  the  Cus- 
toms Laws  Consolidation 
Act.  1892,  of  Now  Zea- 
land. 

Sollcltort. 

bCoomiflrioner  of  Traded 

-«^  — 

Ifell  A  Company,  Limited; 

1 

New  Zealand     .     . 

29  Oct.    1901 

21  Mar.  1902 

A.  .    Mackroll,     Maton, 

Godlee&Qoinoej. 

B.  .    Ingle,    Holmes    k 

Sons. 

JUDGMENTS. 


L 


Oomtablesof  tho  Island 

Mi 

I  {Bmd  20  Nowmber, 
I  \m,?rtmit:  Lords 
XoeiM^ft/m,  8hand, 
i>m»,  JZobertom  and 


uudluid 


Ckunnnuid  Another. 

UriJiKhsn.     .     . 

{Mmd    19    Fdfruary, 

1902.  Pre$ent:  LarcU 

^aesoyUen,    Davey, 

JtbertMonandldndley.^ 

pfioQiBMdeTBrayenkata 

fuiiiinba    Naidu    and 

Another 

I  BominsdeTara  Bhash- 
S»rhi     Naidu        andl 

W»e» J 

{Beard  Hand  26  Feb- 

"wry,    1902.       Pre- 

•n>*  ••    Lords    Davey 

ndlUberUonandSir 

^i»drew  SeMe.) 

I  Birtem    and    South^ 

«™«n  Telegraph  Com 

Pttj.  Limited.     . 

^  Ckpe  TowD  Tramway 

Bwpsnies,  Limited    .     .' 

(«Mfd  26»  27  afid  28 

yAruary,  1902.    Pre- 

«'»< :      Lmrdi     Mac- 

*^lUenj8kaMd,Daveyj 

^^^>trtmmandIAndley.) 

•«Jor,  Councillors  and^ 

gfoew  of  the  City   ofl 

^eDiBgtoa     . 

*>«ton  and  Another  . 

•  JUyor,  CooncUloFS  andi 
^S^  of  the   City  of 

:on 


'! 


Guernsey 


BmovA  XOOtlTSd. 


81  Dec  1896 


Hyderabad 


Madras   . 


1  Feb.  1901 


17  Jan.  1901 


88k  down  ftr 


8  Oct   1901 


2  Not.  1901 


17  Jan.  1902 


Cape  of  Good  Hope 


26  Jan.   1901 


31  Oct.    1901 


New  Zealand 


New  Zealand 


6  Aug.  1901  I    3  Deo.  1901  \ 


6  Aug.  1001        3  Dec.  1901 


Alleged  public  right  of  way 
over  a  certain  tunnel  cut 
through  the  Appellant's 
property. 


Dispute  as  to  the  condi- 
tions on  which  Bespond- 
ent  was  entitled  to  return 
to  Appellants  certain 
jewellery  he  had  bought 
from  them. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Zemiu- 
dary  of  Yallur ;  alleged 
impartibility  of  the  whole, 
or  of  part,  of  certain  joint 
family  pro^xfrty;  limita- 
tion. 


Alleged  wrongful  interfer- 
ence by  Respondents 
with  the  worldng  of 
Appellants*  cables. 


Whether  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal rightly  refused  to 
set  aside  claims  filed  by 
the  Respondents  for  com- 
pensatioii  for  lands  com- 
pulsorily  acquired  by  the 
Appellants  under  the 
Public  Works  Act,  1894. 


N  •Bd  Another 

r  (*»i  together  5  and 

■      ll^arc/1,1902.  Pre- 

•**.•  LjfiMMaenagh' 


A. 
li. 


A,  . 


[A.  . 


R. 


A.  . 


A,  . 


G.  Bodman. 

Nisbet,     Daw 
Niabet 


L.  P.  E.  Pugh. 

White,    Boneti 
Co. 


B.T.Tasker. 


Lawfurd,  Watei^ 
house  ft  Law- 
ford. 


Bircham  &  Ca 


Ashui-st,       BIorria» 
Crisp  &  Co. 


Bowcrnjan  ft  For- 
wuril. 


B,  .    Budil,  Johnsons  ft 

I      Jecks. 
A.  •    Bowermaii  ft  For* 
ward. 


R.  . 


Flower  &  Flower. 
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TuxiibiiU  and  CompaDy . 

V. 

Diival 

(HeardllandUMarch, 
1902.  Present :  Lords 
Maenaghten,  Davey^ 
Rcbertson  and  Lind- 
ley.) 

Hie  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  in  Council   .     .     . 

V, 

Krifilmamom     Gupta     and 

Oihera 

(Appeal  and  Cross- 
Appeal  consolidated), 
(Heard  12  and  19  March, 
lQ(i2.  [Present:  Lords 
Macnaghten,  Daeey, 
SoberUon  and  Lind- 
ley.) 


WlMnoe. 


Jamaica 


Bengal 


Beoord  recelTttd 


27  Feb.  1901 


7  Jan.    1901 


Set  down  for 
HMring. 


13  Jan.  1902 


11  Dee.   1901 


Sal^lect 


Whether  Bespondent  exe- 
cuted a  certain  mortgage 
with  full  knowledge  of 
its  contents  and  effect, 
and  under  proper  advice. 


Claim  to  ehur  lands; 
formation. 


A.  . 
R.  . 

A.  . 

R.  . 


SUPREME    COURT    OF   JUDICATURE. 

EA8TEB  SITTINGS,  1902. 


Mkttan. 


Tippette. 
Exparle. 


Solicitor,     ludk 

Office. 
T.L.Wikm&Ofc^ 

T.L.WilMnl;OiK 
Solicitor,     India 
Office. 

I 


THE   COURT    OF   APPEAL, 


Appial  Ooubt  L— Notioi« 
The  Appeals  or  other  Business  proposed  to  be  taken  in  this  Oourt  will,  from  time  to  time,  be  announced  in  the  Daily  Oaue  Hat 


Jttdombkt  Besbbted.        I 
APPEAL 
From  ihe  Chancery  Division. 
Oenxbal  List. 


2    Tebb 


Appial  Ooubt  IL— Notioes. 

The  Appeals  or  other  Business  proposed  to  be  taken  in  this  Court  will,  from  time  to  time,  be  announced  in  the  Daily  Cause  IM, 

9  InMtlieGompanlM'AotMSesiolMSfclBMn 
Brighton  Hoteto  W.  tppL  i 
SeptiiDiiB  FuvoDin  (tbi  ««■ 
tnm  order  of  Mr.  jMttceWrig 
dat«d  Mazdi  SO,  IMl  (m 

10  The  Mldknd  By.  Co.  •.  Wrigbt  wpL  rf  "■ 
trom  on)«r  ofMr.  /»«*«?!]■ 
dated  F^b.  14,  IMI  (■.&  UU  n 
leprcaentattve  •?!"*"•**).  ^j 

11  The  Great  Oenlnl  Ry.  Co.  ».  TT»e  Nortb  "JJ 
By.  Co.  «ppL  of  D«ft«-2 
Older  of  Mr.  JnsUoe  J<V<^  *" 
April  S3,  IMl         ^      JS, 

12  Home  JeweU  eppl.  of  Deft  from  ejjj 
Mr.  JnsttoB  Ferwell.  drtwl  *J 
ISOl  ^ 

13  InretbeCompMiieB'Acto.weatolM^wljJ" 


and    appl.  of  Defts.,  The  New 
Industrial     Contract 


am  re  H.  HoUaad,  Jnnr. 

iGiviS  HoUand    _^, 

IndoBtrlal  Contract  Syndicate 
Id.,  tram  order  of  Mr.  Jnetice 
<Farwell  dated  March  23,  ISOl 
(Heeid  before  Vanghan  WiUlame, 
Stirling  and  Coeeoe-Hardy  L.JJ. 
.  March  25) 


APPEALS 


fWmi  ihe  Chancery  Division,  ihe  Probate, 
Divorce  and  AdmiraUy  Division  (Pro- 
late and  Divorce),  and  the  County 
Palatine  and  Stannaries  Courts. 


1900. 

Care  appl.  of  Deft.  fh>m  order  of 
Mr.  Jnetlce  Bnckl^,  dirted  Feb. 
16, 1900  (security  ordered) 

Aprils 
«  /In  It  The  New  Zealand  Midland  By.  Oo.  Id. 
^  iSmith  (on  behalf,  Ao.)  «.  Lnbbock  appl.  of  The 
IndostrUl  and  General  Trast  Id. 
firom  ocder  of  Mr.  Jostloe  Keke- 
wkh,  dated  ApiU  6,  1900  (b.o. 
Trintty  StttlDgB;  Mhy  24 

Ronisey 

Bumsey  appl.  of  Pltff.  J.  C.  HoUy 
k  Deft  S.  8.  Holly  firam  order  of 
Mr.  JoBtioe  Kekewich,  dated  July 
6, 1900  (8.0.  for  Jndge's  Oertifloate 
that  he  doee  not  require  any  far- 
ther alignment)  August  16 


4  (Holly 
*  iGreen 


.  /In  re  Gore  Booth,  dec. 

^  VGore  Booth         Gore  Booth 


OeNSBAL  IiI8T. 


1889. 


1   In  re  Tiemann' 


'B  Patent,  A.D.  1893,  No.  8.t86,  &c 
and  Ffetenta,  Dedgns,  Ire.  Acts 
appLof  Petnrs.  Frans,  Frltiche  h 
Co.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Conns-Hardy,  dated  Aug.  3, 1899 
(security  ordered,  March  14, 1900) 
August  80- 


appl.  of  PltfC  ftom 
order  of  Mr.  Jostloe  Kekewlch, 
dated  July  27, 1900  (s.o..  by  order, 
Feb.  28, 1901)  November  1 

1801. 

a  /InreBuUen 

^  IMuspratt  Williams  «.  Howe    appL  of  Deft  J.  N. 

BuUen  firam  order  of  Mr.  Jnstlce 

Coxens-Hardy,  dated  Jan.  17, 1901 

Febmary  23 

7  In  re  The  Companies'  Acta,  1862  to  1890  and  In  re 

The  Geneml  Investon'  Syndicate 
Id.  appL  of  Ellis  Farr  k  ore. 
fh>m  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Coaens- 
Hardy,  for  Mr.  JnsUoe  Wright, 
dated  Feb.  20, 1901        March  18 

8  The  Picture  Post  Qml  Co.  Id.  «.  Boss    appl.  of  Deft. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Bnckley, 
dated  March  20,  1901  (security 
orderei)  April  2 


14    Hope 


Kbooshld.  sapLofA-W.WJ 
■OQ  from  order  of  'b-J^ 
Wright,  dsted  AprU  3,  IW 

Hope  appl.  of  Pltff.  to  PewBlW 

Hardy,  deled  Feb.  «.i»'v5 
motion  Ibr  leave  to  i^  "^ 
eYideooe  (by  order)         «?  " 

-.  /In  re  Soholefleld  ,     -  ,v  ir  u— . 

"iTumer  Soholefleld    W^of  D^  » 

mond  *  anr.  from  wd*.  »2' 
JusUce  Joyce,  dated  F*.^"" 

16  Bateman  Faber   ■PPl- «f  2*^,l£- S? 

ficom  order  of  Mr.  Jew*  »»" 
wlch,  dated  Msy  10.  i»l^^ 

17  InreTheTmsteee,  Execntore  *  SecmWej  W* 
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JuBtke  Farwell,  dated  Feb.  12, 
1901  (prodnoe  order)  May  32 
18  la  re  The  OomiMnlei'  Acta,  1862  to  1900  and  In  re 
The  Torkihire  InTestment  and 
American  Mortgage  Go.  kL  appl. 
of  B.  Moore,  from  order  of  Mr. 
JoBllce  Wright,  dated  April  26. 
1901  May  24 

In  re  Schnadbont 


40 


"(I 


SiDdkvhl 


8cbnadbor*t 


appL  of  PltffiB.  from 
order  of  Mr.  JiMtke  Joyce,  dated 
May  4, 1001  May  30 

N  BdJerty  BowlaDd  ll  Marwoods  Co.  Id.    appl. 

of  Pltflii.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jostlce 
Kekewicb,  date  1  May  16, 1901 

Jimel 

St  The  Transraal  Exploring  Land  &  Minerals  Co.  Id. 
V.  The  TrdnsTaal  Lands  Co.  Id. 
appl.  of  Pltlb.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Kekewich,  dated  March 
19, 1901  Jnne  3 

B  MoOirtt  t  Fkige  ki.  v.  Georg<s  QUI  &  Sods  Id.  appl. 
of  Pltfb.  f I  om  order  of  Mr.  Jubtice 
Kekewich,  dated  AprU  1, 1901 

Jane  12 

-,  (In  re  Ward 

"'  IPbUock  Moore    appl.  of  Dell,  flrom  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  dated  March 
21, 1901  Jane  14 

^  (Id  re  The  Companies'  Acts,  1863  to  1900  and 

"  lln  r«  CriohtonVi  Oil  Co.  M.  (In  voluntary  Uqnlda  Ion) 
appl.  of  David  Cricbton  from  order 
of  Mr.  JosUi-e  Wright,  dated  May 
15, 1901  June  15 

'1  (lo  re  Sooth  Eastern  Ry.,  kc.  Act,  1862 

r  ^BUh  Bath     appl.  of  John  Smith   Bath 

fhn  order  of  Mr.  Jastloe  Keke- 
wich, dated  Jan.  17, 1901 

Jane  19 


M  f  b  re  Hawthorne 
■iBUgh 


lie  Swan 


.rlnreMaddeck 
f  llJewelyn 


Lynch  appl.  of  Deft.  A.  J.  Maskell 
Ihxn  ocder  of  Mr.  Jostioe  Farwell, 
dated  March  16, 1901        Jane  20 

Honter  appL  of  Deft.  J.  W.  H. 
Swan  from  order  of  Mr.  Jnstlce 
Bnckley,  dated  Feb.  19, 1901 

Jane  27 


Washington  appl.  of  DeAs.  H. 
Barker,  minster,  and  ort.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Jastice  Kekewich, 
dated  Jane  5, 1901  Joly  8 

I  Greet  Ord    appl.  of  Deft,  from  order  of 

Mr.  Jnstlce  Farwell,  dated  Jane 
16, 1901  (secarity  ordered) 

July  II 

I  Ssrlll  Bros.  Id.  Bethell   appl.  of  Deft  fhim  order 

[\'  of  Mr.  Jastice   Backley,   dated 

AprU  24,  1901  Jnly  12 

I  lo  le  Irvine  k  Coles'  Contract  kV.kV.  Ad,  1874 

appL   of    Duncan    Irvine  from 

order    of   Mr.    Justice  Coseos- 

Hardy,  dated  July  8,  1901 

July  13 

TroUope  Qems    appl.  of  Deft,  from  order  of 

Mr.  Jnstlce  Farwell,  dated  April 

18,  1901  Jnly  18 

The  Union  Lighterage  Co.  U.  «.  London  Graving 

Dock  Co.  Id.   appl.  of  Delta.  fh>m 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Coaens-Haidy, 

dated  April  26, 1901  Jnly  18 

Id  re  Pockett  k  Smith's  Contract  k  V.  k  F.  Act, 

1874    appl.  of  B.  C.  PuckeU  k 

anr.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 

Kekewicb,  dated  June  29, 1901 

July  24 


;J 


f^ 


Aihworth 


lln  re  Moore 
IPrior 


English  Card  Co.     appL  of  Pltff. 
from  Older  of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce, 


dated  Jnne  22,  I90l 


July  26 


Moore  appl.  of  Deft.  S.  T.  Moore 
(infitnt),b/ F.  S.  Lowbis,  guardian 
ad  litem,  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Joyce,  dated  March  14, 1901 

July  27 
[In  re  Wbitnunre 

l^'«lteTB  flarrieon  appl.  of  Deft.  A.  S.  Harri- 

son  tmm  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Byrne,  dated  July  4,  1901 

July  27 
nikliigUin         Yeakley    Yacunm    Hammer   Co. 
appl.  of  Defta.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  KekeAic-h,  dated  July  25, 
1901  (eecurity  ordered)      July  29 

1902. 

'Id  the  Matter  of  Thomas  Jameson's  Letters  Pktent, 
No.  15,212  of  1894  and  in  the 
Matter  of  Patents,    Designs   & 


/Bradsbaw 
IWiddrington 


41    Chiplin 


Trade  Marks  Act,  1883  appl. 
of  Petnr.  M.  A.  Yeakley  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Farw.  11,  dated 
March  1, 1902  March  21 

1901. 

Widdrington  and 

BradsbJkW  appl.  of  J.  C.  Bradsbaw 
and  anr.  from  order  of  Mr.  Just  ce 
Backley,  dated  July  6, 1901 

Jnly  30 
MoBsett  appl.  of  IMl.  from  order  of 
Mr.  Jusdoe  KekeAicb,dat»I  July 
4,  1901  July  30 

42  British  Motor  Traction  Co.  M.  o.  IViswell  appL  ef 
Pltflb.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Farwell,  dated  Jnly  29,  190 L 

Augn6t2 
.Q  /In  re  Smith 

^  iBosaeU  Smith  appl.  of  Defts.  Arthur  Smith 

k  anr.  from  onler  of  Mr.  Justice 
Qyme,  dated  July  23, 1901 

August  2 
44    Donlop  Pneamatic  Tyre  Co.  kl.  v.  Creeswell   appl.  of 
PltSi.  frum  Older  of  Mr.  justice 
Bockley,  dated  Aug.  6,  1901 

August  7 
. .  rBidiaxds  de  Wlnton 

iBlcbards  Evans  appl.  of  Pltff.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewkb,  dated  July 

4,  1901  August  8 

46    Le  Mesorier       Le  Mesurier     appl.  of  Deft,  from 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewich. 

dated  JulT  17,  1901        August  8 

.,  (The  City  Brtates  Go.  k).  v.  Jalfray 

**  lln  re  The  City  Estates  Co.  M.  It  Jslfray's  Contract 

appL  of  Defts.  from  wder  of  Mr. 

Jastice  Kekewich,  dated  July  17, 

1901  August  9 

48  The  Wath-upoo-DesTDe  Urban  District  CouncU  «. 

Deame  Valley  Waterworks  Co. 
sppL  of  Pltfb.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Jastice  Coiens-Hardy,  dated  Joly 
25, 1901  August  10 

49  Chaytor  Trotter    appl.  of  Pltff.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Jostiee  Kekewich,  dated 
Joly  7, 1901  August  12 

60  Atkins  k  Applegarth  v.  The  Castner  KeHner  AlkaU 

Co.  Id.  appl.  of  PltfBk  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Backley,  dated 
May  16,  1901  August  18 

51  Boblnow  The  London  k  Northern  Bank  Id. 

appl.  of  Defts.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Buckley,  dated  Aug.  7, 
1901  August  13 

52  Thomas  Thomas    appL  of  Pltff.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Backley,  dated  July 
1, 1901  (produce  order) 

August  18 

53  Bowland  Chapman  and  other  Actions  con- 

solidated appl.  of  Pltff.  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Backley,  dated  July 
11,  1901  August  14 

51  J.  Ambler  k  Sons  M.  o.  Mayor,  ftc.  of  Bradford 
appl.  of  PltlB.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Joyce,  dated  Aug.  3,  1901 
(Interlocutory  Appeal,  No.  3,  to 
come  on  with  this,  by  order) 

August  10 

lisa  appl.  of  Deft  Jessy  Lea  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  dated 
June  6,  1901  August  17 

Lawrence  k  Bullen  Id.  appl.  of 
Defts.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Joyce,  dated  July  31,  1901 

August  20 

57  Lord  Ha^tiogs  The  North  Eastern  By.  Co.  appl. 
of  Defts.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Byrne,  dated  Aug.  8,  1901  (s-o. 
Trinity  SittiogB)  August  26 

.-  fin  re  Bryoe  Brown,  dec. 

^  \  Brown  Qedney    appl.  of  Defts.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
Aug.  1,  1901  Angii8t29 

KQ  (In  re  Magdalen  College,  Oxford 

°^  (.The  London  County  Council  k  The  President,  &c. 
of  St.  Mary  Magdalen  College, 
Oxford  appl.  of  The  London 
County  Council  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Cozens-HArdy,  dated 
August  8,  1901  September  2 

(In  re  Wood 

iWood  Wood    apjd.  or  Pltff.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
Aug.  2,  1901  October  1 

61  Sproat  Marcbeae    sppl.  of  Pltff.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Backley,  dated 
July  30,  1901  Oct  >l)er  2 

62  In  re  the  Companie*'  Act*,  l«6-2  to  1893,  and  In  re 


The  Leeds  k  Hanky  Thcttlns  of 
Varieties  Id.  appl.of  Thet^>nBuIt- 
(iated  Explarttion  Flnante  Co.  Id. 
fr  m  order  of  Mr.  Justice  \V right, 
dated  July  si.  190L         O*  tolwr  9 

«»  /In  re  The  Earl  of  Harroby 

*'*  lEarl  of  Harrol^  ».  Ryder  appl  of  Deft  Tbc  H(»n. 
A.  E.  D.  Ryder  from  order  ol  air. 
Justice  Cohens-Hardy,  dated  July 
II,  1901  Oclobcf  \'i 

61  The  Great  Wcstein  Ry.  Co,  v.  Ta!bot  appl  of 
rUffs.  from  order  of  Mr,  JuhWcc 
Kekewich,  dated  Jmie  27,  i90i 

Octol>er  15 

..  /In  re  Maigeston 

**  IMargeston  Margeston     appl.    of    Pltfl.    from 

order  of  >Ir.  Justice  Byrne,  tiat*d 


M  /InreSnlton 
^  ILewls 


July  23,  1901 


0  ta)er  17 


Sutton  appl.  of  Deft.  E.  A.  V. 
Sutton  from  order  of  Mr.  .1  u-^tice 
Backley,  dated  July  23.  19o  i 

pel  lib  .-T  21 
a,  /Fleming  Loe 

"  lMackusi:k  Fleming  appl.  of  Pltff.  IL  V. 
Fleming  from  order  of  Mr.  Am- 
tice  Coigns- Hardy,  d-iteJ  August 
6.  ISO  I  (produce  order) 

Ottohoi  22 

68  Holmstead         Cooper     appl.  of  Pltflf.  fro  in  uidor 

of    Mr,    Justice    CoaeuH- Hardy, 
dated  July  30,  1901        iXUhi^r  31 

69  9yme  Reid    appl.  of  PUfT.  trum  or.l.r  ot 

Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  a-ite<l  Juty  13,. 
1901  :Noveuit>cr  2 

to    Same  Same     appl.  of  Deft  S.  C.  Byrue 

from  order  of  Mr,  Justice  Joyce, 
dated  July  13,  1901     Novcm!>-i  2 

71  Bamanl  Castle  Urban  District  Council  t>.  WilFwo 
appl.  of  Pltffi*.  from  order  of  ulr. 
Justice  Buckley,  dated  Aut';aEt  &, 
1901  November  6 

73  In  re  Walker  k  Oakshott  and  tbe  V.  k  l\  Ac^ 
len  appl.  of  F.  Walker  A  aur. 
from  Older  of  Mr.  Jubiice  Keke- 
wicb, date  I  June  20,  1901  (pro- 
duce order)  Novembci  13 

73  The  National  Co.  for  the  Distribution  of  Electricity 
by  Secondary  Generators  v.  (4ibb9 
appl.  of  Dea.  H.  0.  Rudlc  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Coaens- Hardy, 
dated  July  II,  1901 

Novemb'r  13 


"{S.^"*^ 


^.  /In  re  Sutton 
"  iLewis 


L'oyd  appl.  of  R.  L.  Alko  h  anr. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Kar- 
well,  datel  Nov.  l.  1901 

November  I& 


..  /In  re  Fish 
**  iPrestige 


56    Aflalo 


60 


Sut'OD  appl.  of  Pltff*.  from  onter 
of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  daVcd 
July  2J,  1901  Novemt-er  18 

»^  /In  re  Hothun 

^'  \Hotbam  Doughty    appl.  of  PUff.  from  or<ler 

of  Mr.  Justice  Coxens-Hurdy, 
dated  Nov.  2,  1901    Novemt  er  19 

,,  (In  re  Dnv&ll 

^^  ICorb.t  Duvall    appl.  of  Dea.  A.C.  Dnvall 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  tVzriis- 
HarJy,  datel  October  25,  I'loi 

DCMOifAn  3 

«•  /In  re  Hey 

^"  VPerklDS  Hey    appl.  of  Defts.  G.  Hey  &  aur. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  (iyruf, 

dated  Oct.  25,  1901 

Deceuil>er  4 

79  In  re  Tie  B 9^1  terel  Trade  Marks,  Nus.  Hi5,  yi6 

aiil  31,837  of  Me-ssrs.  Ba-y,  Hal- 
cliff  &  0  etton  11.  and  faiMitii, 
Designs,  &c.  Acts.  appl.  ijI  Hit's 
Kalchff  k  Grelton  from  urU  r  of 
Mr.  Justice  Kekewicb,  date  t  No,. 
28.  U»01 

December  S 

80  lo  re  The  Registered  Tr.  de    lark?,  Nos.  2,  27.'<8l. 

31,839,  ;*  ,840,  43,808,  4:i,80». 
aud  63,9.15  of  Messrs.  Ba  »,  Ril- 
cllff  &  (iretton  Id.  and  l\it*-nt»i, 
&c.  Actd  appl.  of  Ba«8,  Kat  Uff 
k  Urctton  Id.  from  ordfer  vT  .Mr, 
Justice  Kekewlcl).  datei  Nr.v,  2%, 
1901  I>ecemi)-r5 

(Tn  re  Lewis 

81  (Thomas  Hedley 

(Hedley  Thomas    appl.  of  M.  A.  Hevll  y  .V 

anr.  from  order  of  Mr.   Juj-iice 

Cozius- Hardy, datel  Nov.  T.  inOl 

D  ^'  f  m  u'  c 
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EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 

TUHDAT,  April  8 
Wbdhisdat  •,  9 
Tbubbdat  i  „  10 
Vbidat  „    11 

Satubdat         m    12 


McmDAT 
TunsAT 

WimmiiAT 

THUB8DAT 

Fbidat 
Satubdat 

MOMDAT 
TUBBDAT 

Wbdhboiat 
todbbdat 
Fbidat 
Satubdat 

MOHDAT 
TUBSDAT 


14 
15 

16 
17 
18 
19 

21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 

28 
S9 


Wbdbbsdat  w  30 
Thubbdat*  Ifay  1 
Fbidat  „      2 

Satuidat         ,,      3 


Mobdat 

Tuxsdat 

Wbdhbbdat 

Tbubsdat 

Fbidat 

Satubdat 

Mobdat 
Tubsdat 

Wedkbsdat 

Thubsdat 

Friday 


5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 

12 
13 

14 
15 
16 


Court  of  Appeal. 


APPEAL  COUST. 
(nr  APPBAI OOVBT  Vo.  I.) 
Ftmmf,  htttHccutOTf  and  Ntw 
Trial  JppeaUfnm  Ou  Kinift 
Bemek  JHvUion,  Final  and 
/nterfoen'orjf  Amait  from  the 
AdmiraUg  Divitum,  and  Ckues 
in  In  re  The  Workmen* t  Oom- 
/enMlion  Ad,  tir  other  Butineit 
prop0§ed  io  be  taken  in  thie 
Courtf  ytitlf  from  time  to  time, 
be  announced  in  the  DaUj/ 
Caute  lAtt 


APPEAL  OOOBT. 

(nr  APPEAL  OOUBT  Eo.  IL) 

FiwU  and  Interlocutory  Appealt 
from  the  Chanoery  Dtvieion,  the 
Frobate  and  Dioeroe  Division^ 
Bankruptcyand  LunacjfAppeaU 
and  Appeals  from  the  Lancaster 
and  Durhtm  Pedatine  Ootirti, 
or  other  Bueinets  proposed  to  be 
taken  in  this  Orarf,  wiUtfrem 
time  to  time,  be  announced  in 
the  Daily  Cause  List. 


HIGH  COURT  OP  JUSTICE- 


OEAiaEBT  OOUST,  L 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Kekewich. 


Except  when  oilier  Biui- 
nen  is  advertised  in  the 
Daily  Cause  List  Mr. 
Justioe  Kekewioh  will 
take  actions  with  Wit- 
nesses daily  throughout 
the  Sittings  to  the  ex- 
closion  of  other  Business. 


0HAIGESTC01IBT,E 

Before  Mr.       i 
Justice  Btkne.    , 


Except  when  other  Bmi- 
ness  is  advertised  in  the 
Daily  Cause  list  Mr. 
JoBtice  Btbnb  will  tab 
Actions  with  Witooaes 
daily  throughout  the 
Sittings  to  the  excluioD 
of  other  Business. 


jaSQt'6  BEIOI 
OOUKT,  L 


Before  Mr. 

Justice  SWINFKN 

Eady. 

Except  when  other  Bwi- 
ness  is  ndverttsed  in  the 
Daily  Cause  list  Kr. 
Justice  Swintbh  Badt 
will  take  Actioni  wift 
Witnesses  daily  throne- 
out  the  Sittings  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  other  Bnaiae* 
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SUPREME    COURT    OF   JUDICATURE. 

EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 

■ 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


LOSD  OEAIOELLOS'S  OOUBT. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Farwkll. 


,  Motions  and  General  Paper 
Qeneral  Paper 
Ditto 


Motions  and  General  Paper   . 
Liverpool  and  Manchester  Business 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 

Paper. 
General  Paper       .... 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 
Shnrt  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 

Paper. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Qeneral  Paper      .... 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 
3fanchester  and  Liverpool  Business 

Sluing  in  Chambers 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 

Paper. 
Oeneral  Paper      .... 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 

Paper. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
General  Paper      .         .        .         . 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper  . 
Liyerpool  and  Manchester  Business 

Hitting  in  Chambers      • 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 

Paper. 
General  Paper       .... 
Motions  and  General  Paper  . 
Remaining  Motions       .        • 


Any  Cmm  intmdtd  to  b$  hmrd  at  a  Short 
Cum  wuutU  90  wiarked  in  the  Cause  Book 
•f  leaiC  one  dear  dong  before  the  eame  can 


Utmtinthe  Paper  toheeo  heardU  Two 
eoplei  cf  MtamlM  of  the  propoa«lJiidgment 
«  Onfar  Mttct  be  l^ft  in  Omert  wWitke 


Jwigtft  Oerk  one  dear  day  Ufo/re  ikt 
CemuUto  bepnt  in  the  Paper. 
LB^Tbt  foXkmtDg  Fapen  on  For.  Ooo.  are 
nqnirad  for  the  on  of  the  Jndgeu  Tls.— 2Vw 
C«piMqf  jRiMilci^tttf  jBrc»poMi  Judgntent 
or  Order,  1  Oopw  Pleadintf».  and  1  Com 
Moiter'i  CertgUaU,  vfhich  muet  be^ftin 
OmrtwiAtkeJndptrtCkrk  one  dear  day 
i0r«  tke  9m.  C^n,  U  roadg  to  eome  into 


CHANCERY  COUET,  IV. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley. 


Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Companies'  Acts  and  Non- Wit.  List. 
Non- Witness  List 
Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions.  Procedure 
Summonses,  &  Non-Witness  List 
Sitting  in  Chambers      . 
Companies*  Acts  and  Non.- Wit  List. 

Non-Witness  List .... 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non-Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 

Sunnmonses,  &  Non- Witness  List. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Companies*  Acts  and  Non-Wit.  List. 
Non- Witness  List 

Ditto       ..... 
Motions  and  Non-Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 

Summonses,  ft  Non-Witness  List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Companies*  Acts  and  Non- Wit  List. 

Non- Witness  List. 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 

Summonses,  &  Non- Witness  List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Companies*  Acta  and  Non-Wit.  List. 
Non-Witness  List. 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non-Wiincss  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 

Summonses,  &  Non- Witness  List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Companies'  Acts  and  Non-Wit.  List 

Non- Witness  List. 
Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Bemaining  Motions  (if  any)  and 
Non-Witness  List. 


Any  Cense  intended  to  be  heard  ae  a  Short 
Cenee  muet  be  to  wuwked  in  the  CauH 
Book  at  leatt  one  doair  dap.b^fiore  tketame 
earn  be  put  in  the  Paper  to  U  to  heard. 
The  necetsarjf  Papert,  imduding  Two 
Copies  of  mlnates  of  the  proposed  Judg- 
ment or  Order,  mutt  bel^in  Court  wiA 
the  Judff^t  Clerk  one  dear  dajf  brfore  the 
Caute  it  to  be  p%U  in  the  Paper,  In 
default  the  Caute  will  not  be  j^  in  the 
Paper. 

N.H.—Tke  fcHlowing  Papert  on  Further 
fytmsideration  are  required  for  theuie  of 
the  JudffOt  vie. ;— Two  Copies  of  MinnteB  of 
the  propoeed  Judgment  or  Order,  1  Copy 
Plpadlnb,  end  1  Copy  Chief  Clerk's  Certifl- 
cate.  These  must  be  left  in  Conrt  with  the 
Judge's  Clerk  one  clear  day  before  the 
Further  ConslcferAtion  is  reedy  to 
into  the  Pep'^r. 


OHANOEEY  OOUET,  IH. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Joyck 


Motions  and  Non-Witness  List 
Non-Witness  List .... 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non-Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 
Summonses,  &  Non-Witness  List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Non- Witness  List .... 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions.  Procedure 

Summonses,  &  Non- Witness  List. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Non-Witness  List. 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 

Summonses,  &  Non-Witness  List. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Non-Witness  List . 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 
Summonses,  &  Non-Witness  List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Non-Witness  List .... 

Ditto 

Ditto  ..... 
Motions  and  Non-Witness  List .  . 
Short  Causes,  Petitions.  Procedure 
Summonses,  &  Non-Witnees  List . 
Sitting  in  Chambers  ... 
Non- Witness  List. 


Ditto       .... 
Motions  and  Non-Witness  List . 
Non- Witness  List. 


The  vntnett  Actiont  retained  by  Mr.  Just  ce 
JoTC2  will  be  taken  from  time  to  ttm«  at 
the  ttate  qfthe  Non-  Witneu  Litt  may  jerm  it. 

Any  Cause  intended  to  be  heard  as  a  Short 
Cause  mutt  be  to  marked  in  the  Cause  Book 
€U  leatt  one  clear  day  before  the  tame  can 
be  put  in  the  Paper  to  be  to  heard,  n  yid  the 
nocettary  Papert,  including  two  Copies  of 
the  Minutet  of  the  propoted  Jtidgment  or 
Order,  mutt  be  left  with  the  Judge's  Clerk 
one  c'ear  day  before  the  Caute  is  to  be  put 
into  the  Paper. 

N.B.—ThefoUowing  Papers  on  Further  Con- 
tideraUon  are  requind  for  the  use  of  the 
Judge,  vir.  ;->Two  Copies  of  Mlnntes  of 
the  proposed  Judgment  or  Order,  i  Copy 
Pleadings,  and  1  Copy  Master's  Certificate, 
which  must  be  left  in  Court  with  tbe  Jnrige's 
Clerk  one  clear  day  before  the  Further  C'od- 
sideratlon  is  ready  to  oome  into  the  Paper. 
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IContinued  from  page  99.] 


82   Bjne 


The  Millom  &  AskAin  HomAtite 
Iron  Co.  Id.  appl.  of  PIfcff.  from 
order  of  Mr.  JusUoe  Kekewlcfa, 
dated  Nov.  20. 1901    December  6 

Martin  appL  of  Deft.  ftt>m  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated  Nov. 
19,1901  Deoember9 

GQbert  appl.  of  Fltff.  £rom  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Eekewich,  dated 
Nov.  22,  1901  December  10 

Glaaspool  appL  of  Deft,  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Byxne,  dated  Nov. 
27,  1901  (produce  order) 

December  10 

Cabot 

Faroes  appl.  of  Deft.  F.  P.  Cabot 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Keke- 
widi,  dated  Dec.  4, 1901  (produoe 
order)  December  11 

^  /In  re  Ford 

*'  iPonl  Ford    appl.  of  Fltff.  h  anr.  firam 

order  of  Mr.  Jnetice   Bookley, 
dated  Nov.  ?,  1901    December  11 

M    MiM^Ju  Fool    appl.  of  Fltff.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Jostice  Byrne,  dated  Dec  Y, 
1901  December  14 

89  Banrington  Steel  appL  of  Deft,  fhnn  order  of 
Mr.  JoBtlce  Kekewich.  dated  Dec. 
12, 1901  December  17 


a«  /In  re  Martin 
•^iMartln 


81    firickwell 


8S    Brazier 


lln  re  Cabot 
8e<Brlsker 
(Cabot 


flo  re  Hnnt 
Leppard 
Leppard 


Morgan 

Follard  k  Settled  Land  Acts    appl. 
of  iFltfb.  firom  order  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Farwell,  dated  Ang.  6,  1901 
(prodnce  order— security  ordered) 
December  17 
tl    Rmnney  The  Kent  Coal,  Finani«  h  Devek^ 

ment  Co.  Id.    appl.  nf  Fltff.  frum 
order  of  Mr.  Jostice  Byrne,  dated 
Augnst  2,  1901  (produce  order) 
December  18 
88   In  re  The  Companies'  Acts,  1862  to  ltt90  and  In  re 
The  Coolgardie  GoLI  Fields  Id. 
appl.  of  £.  J.  Wickenden  from 
onCer  of    Mr.   Justice    Wright, 
dated  Dec.  12,  1001    December  20 
^jlnroHuxtable 

""(Buxtable  Crawford    appl.  of  Attomsy-Gen. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Far- 
well,  dated  Nov.  22,  1901 

December  28 

81    Bennett  Stone   appl.  of  Fltff.  firom  oider  of 

Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated  Nov. 

13, 1901  December  31 


1802. 


^  JBaln  Mackenzie 


86  /The 

87  Isam 


re  Mackenzie 

appl.  of  Deft.  C.  L. 
Macay  from  order  of  Mr.  Jostice 
Farwell,  dated  October  26, 1901 
January  8 
London  &  North  Western  Ry.  0>.  s.  The 
Mayor,  &c.  of  the  City  of  West- 
minster appl.  of  Pltffs.  firom 
order  of  Mr.  Juatico  Joyce,  dated 
Nov.  19, 1901  January  3 

[Same  Same    appl.  of  Delts.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Jostice  Joyce,  dated  Nov.  19, 
1901  January  8 


^  5  In  re  Lewth  waite 
**  IBrjlthwaita 


88    Badham 


Lewthwaite  appl.  of  Deft.  J. 
Lewthwsite  from  order  cf  Mr. 
Mr.  Justice  Bockley.  dated  Dec. 
10,  1902  January  9 

WiUlami  appl.  of  Fltff.  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
Jan.  14, 1902  January  21 

_/In  re  Miss  A.  J.  Masterson,  dec. 

^^iTrevanlon  Dumas  k  ors.    appl.  of  Deft.  &  ors. 

from  order  of  fir.  Justice  Byrne, 
dated  Aug.  6,  1901       January  28 

101  Alnsworth  &  ors.  v.  Wilding  t  ors.  appl.  of  Pltffs. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce, 
dated  Aug.  3,  1901      January  28 

.mIId  re  John  Fi'iher,  dec. 

^'"IJ.  Fisher,  T.  Cox  &  Annie  Murry  (widow)  ». 
Thomas  Steel  sppl.  of  Alice 
Fisher  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bockley,  dated  Oct.  31,  lOOl 

January  28 

18$=8.  A.  M.  Ga'r  (widow)  v.  A.  Tolhurst  fc  ors.  appl. 
of  Fltff.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Kekewich,  dated  Nov.  7, 1901 

Januarv29 

IM  Wri|^(  Carter  t  ors.    appl.  of  PItff.  from 


order  of  Mr.  JusHce  Kekewich, 
dated  Jan.  21,  1902  (produce 
order)  January  29 

105  Lewis  Baflco    appl.  of  Deft,  from  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
Nov.  4, 1901  February  3 

106  Sebastian  Zlana  de  Ferrant  v.  The  Britbh  Thomp- 

son Houston  Co.  Id.  appl.  of 
Fltff.  fhnn  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Swinfen  Eady,  dated  Jan.  30, 
1902  February  10 

107  The  Acetylene  lUnminating  Co.  Id.  &  anr. «.  The 

United  AlkaU  Co.  Id.  appl.  of 
Fltfb.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Buckley,  dated  Feb.  3, 1902  (pro- 
duce order)  February  11 

108  In  the  Matter  of  Th3  Co.'b  Act.  1862  to  1890.  and 

In  the  Matter  of  The  Birthday 
Amalgamated  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia Id.  (in  voluntary  liqnlda- 
tkm)  appl.  of  M.  C.  Mahon  k 
ors.  fh>m  refusal  of  Mr.  Justice 
Byrne,  dated  Jan.  16, 1902  (pro- 
duce order)  February  12 
109/Find]ater  Newman  appl.  of  Fltff.  firom  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
Feb.  11. 1902  February  12 
Same  appl.  of  Deft,  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated  Feb. 
11,  1902  March  12 

111  J.  W.  Green  Id.  v.  Hill   appl.  of  Fltfb.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Bookl^,  dated 
Feb.  10, 1902  (produoe  order) 

February  24 

112  Parker  Stanley    appL  of  Deft  Tmai  order 

of  Mr.  Jostice  FarweU,  dated 
Feb.  8, 1902  (produce  order) 

Februa^  37 

113  Bottom  Lodge  t  Haiper  Id.    appL  of  Deft. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Keke- 
wich, dated  Feb.  18,  1902  (pro- 
duce order)  February  28 

...C  In  re  Day,  dec. 

'-^^  I  Day  Sprake    appl.  of  Deft,  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Coz^ns-Hanly.. 
dated  July  2,  1902  March  1 


llolSame 


»»&^?^ 


Grace  appl.  of  Deft,  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  dated  Feb.  10, 

1901  March  1 
- ,  -/In  re  John.Soott,  dec. 

'^^Langton  Scott   appl.  of  A.  Langton  &  ors. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Keke- 
wich, dated  Jan.  14, 1902 

March  3 

117  Evans,  Williams  &  ors.  v.  Bymon  &  ors.    appl.  of 

Defts.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jostice 
Byrne,  dated  Feb.  12, 1902  (pro- 
duce order)  March  6 

118  Patent  Exploitation  V.  Siemens  Bros.  &  Co.  Id.   appl. 

of  Pltffis.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Bucklev,  dated  Jan.  81, 1902 
(prodnce  order)  March  6 

119  In  n  Aldam's  Settled  Estetes  &  Settled  Land  Acts, 

1882.  &c  appl.  of  W.  W.  W. 
Aldam  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Byrne,  dated  Jan.  15,  1902  (15 
April,  after  a  port  heard,  by 
order)  March  7 

Joseph  appL  of  Fltff.  Morris  firom 
order  of  Mr.  Jostice  Kekewich, 
dated  Feb.  27,  1902  (produce 
order)  March  13 

Green  appl.  of  Fltff.  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated  Jan. 
28, 1902  March  13 

Bosenwald  appl.  of  Deft,  firom 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley, 
dated  March  6,  1902  (produce 
order)  March  17 

123  In  ttie  Matter  of  the  Registered  Trade  Mark.  No. 
107,354  in  Class  23  of  A.  It  A. 
Oompton  k  Go.  Id.  and  In  the 
Matter  of  the  Patents,  Designs  k 
Trade  Mark  Acts,  1883  to  1888 
appl.  of  A.  Grandage  and  ors. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Swinfen 
Eady,  dated  March  6, 1902 

March  18 

Parkin  appl.  of  deft.  D.  £.  Parker 
(an  infimt)  firom  order  of  Mr. 
JusUoe  Kekewich,  dated  Jan.  29, 

1902  March  19 
125  In  the  Matter  of  the  Companies*  Acts,  1869  to  1893, 

and  In  the  Matter  of  Bancroft  k 
Co»  Id.  appl.  of  Messrs.  Harrison 
k  Stead,  Liquidators,  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated 
Feb.  18,  1902  March  19 


120  Joseph 


121  Meyer  fc  anr. 


122  Kopp 


In  re  Parkin 


»«{W 


126  Bickmore  Dimmer  (Liverpool  D.R.)  ippL «( 

Deft  ftom  order  of  Mr.  JaaOoe 
Farwell,  dated  March  11.  vm 
0[>rodooe  order)  MsrdiM 

i^fln  re  Alexander's  Tmste 

^^lAlexander         Sfanter   appl.  of  Defts.  a  S.  Shila 
and  anr.  bom  order  of  Ur.  Jotfee 
Kekewich.  dated  Jan.  IS,  I9tt 
HttchSi 

,-o/In  n  Jaques.  dec 

^^iHodgwn  Bralsby&ors.  appLoTDaltlBBli 

Todd  from  order  cf  Mr.  Jntta 
Bockley,  dated  Feb.  24.  IMS 

March  31 

129  In  re  Letters  Patent*  No.  8.889  of  1897  sad  Ian 

The  Patents.  &c  Acta,  1883  ti 
1888  appl.  of  Fefcnr.  J.  CraM 
ft  Sons  and  anr.  from  Oder  tf  lb 
Justice  Bockley,  dated  Mircb  1. 
1902  (produoe  order)     Mudi  t 

130  Stagg  The  Medway  (Upper)  Naviptti 

Co.  mppl.  of  FltiT.  from  order  d 
Mr.  Justice  Swinfto  Eady.diM 
March  14,  1902  M«rohtl 


From  the  Chancery,  Probate,  and  Divora 
Divisions, 

Inteblocutobt  List. 

Brewery  (3o.  Id.  «.  Henry  Lovflxnd  k  te 
Id.  appL  of  Defta.  Henry  Lni- 
bond  &  Son  Id.  ftom  oidv  cflt 
Justice  Fkrwell,  dated  Feb.  1,  IM 
(produoe  order)  MuAl 

Williams  Ingram    appLof  Fltikfrgmflto 

of  Mr.  Justice  Bym^  dstfld  Ml 
26, 1901  Cprodnoe  Older)  Mmll 

J.  Ambler  k  Sons  Id. «.  Mayw,  kc  of  BedflMd  iffL 
of  Defts.  firom  order  of  Mr.  J«di» 
Joyce,  dated  Aog.  8,  m  (t» 
come  on  with  Bo.  ,  flvl 
List— produce  order)    isfAU 

1902. 
Isach  Hassan      Abdu  Harari  &  ors.  appLoTDelb. 
tmax  order  of  Mr.  JudoBSwisJea 
Eady,  dated  Jan.  17.  IMl 

In  the  Matter  of  tiie  Bishop's  Outle  By.  CasSb 
tbs  Ry.  Oo.'s  Act,  1867  appL  4 
Appellant  W.  F.  Beddoe*  bm 
an  order  of  Mr.  Jmtioe  Itkt 
widi,  dated  Feb.  1, 1902  (prodaH 
order)  FebrwnrJ 

Saunders  Great  Western  Ry.   appLoffm 

from  order  of  Mr.  JoBttoe  Svinfti 
Eady,  dated  Feb.  28,  im  pi 
heard  Miidl 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Cos.'  Acts,  1862  to  1893  tod  Ii 
the  Mater  of  the  Londao  I 
Northern  Bank  Id.  appL  of  I 
D.  Haddock  fhnn  order  cf  Hr. 
Justice  Byrne,  dated  Feb.  7,  IM 
(produce  order)  March  U 

In  the  Matter  of  Thomas  Downa^  dec 

W.  H.  GiUett     K.  H.  Barker   appL  of  FlUt,  H 
person,  ft-om  order  of  Mr.  JorilM 
Kekewich,  dated  Feb.  24,  im 
March  11 

In  re  Adamson 

Leigh  Adamson    appl.  of  FltiT.  k  DA 

from  pirt  of  order  of  Mr.  JvHu 
Kekewich,  dated  Feb.  20^  iNj 
(produoe  order)  March  SI 


From  the  Probate  and  Divoroe  Dtpwton. 

Final  Libt. 
(Divorce 


1801. 


,  (Divorce 

^  1 M.  F.  Abdy  W.  N.  Abdy  appl.  of  Fietar.  fioi 
oitler  of  The  Freddmt.  Msd 
Jan.  14,  1901  MsrchS 

(Probate 

2<InreEdmondson 
(Edmondson        Edmondson     appL  of  Pltfll  fioi 
ortler  of  Mr.  Justice  Barney  dyrf 
March  28, 1901  JmU 

o  j  Divorce      ""?  a 

^  IF.  A.  H.  Auger,  Petnr.  v.  A.  L.  Anger,  Bet^ 
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.(PreUle 
Mcrickfltt 


MCrtckett 


Mn.W.  Blood 


A.    H.    B.    Johnson,   Co-Rcspt.  , 
appl.  of  Respt  from  order  of  Mr.   { 
Joaiice  Barnes,  dated  July  A,  1901  ! 
Augusts 

CrickeU,  Eliza  Crickett,  Intervener 
appl.  of  Intervener  tiom  order  of 
The  President,  dated  July  25. 
1901  August  3  I 

Crickett,  Eliza  Crickett,  Intervener 
appL  of  Pltff.  from  order  of  The 
Preaident,  dated  July  25, 1901 

AngnatS 

Kaye  appl.  of  Resnt.  from  (xder 
of  Mr.  Jostlce  Barnes,  dated 
Angnst  8,  1901  Octobsr  21 

C.  B  Blood    appl.  of  Applt.  N.  W. 

Biood  flpom  order  of  Mr.  Justice 

Barnes,  dated  November  18, 1901 

December  20 


From  the  County  Palatine  Court  of 
Lancaster, 

GsKEBAL  List. 

1801. 

1  In  re  We'jster  &  Jones  &  V.  &  P.  Act.  1874,  kc- 
appl.  of  James  Webster  &  anr- 
from  order  of  The  Vioe-Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Coimty  FalaUne  of 
Lancaster,  dated  Nov.  18,  1901, 
and  cross-notice  of  appl.  of  Rei^t., 
dated  Deo.  3,  1901     November  30 


From  the  King^s  Bench  Division, 
(In  Bankruptcy,) 

1  In  n.  A  DtbtTT  (expte.  The  Debtor^,  No.  1191  of 
1901  fh>m  a  receiving  order  made 
by  Mr.  Registrar  Linklater,  dated 
28th  November,  1901    part  heard 

J  la  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor),  No.  1,191  of 
1901  fkt>m  a  receiving  order  made 
by  Mr.  Registrar  Linklate-,  dated 

^  ,  28th  November.  1901 

1  Iq  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor),  No.  116  of  1902 
m>m  a  receiving  order  made  by 
Mr.    Registrar   Linkliter,    dated 

^  ,  12th  M^rch,  1902 

^*  In  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor),  No.  1,490  of 
1899  fipom  an  order  made  by  Mr. 
Regist'-ar  Brooghann,  dated  the 
281h  February,  1902,  refusing  to 
approve  a  Composition 

•  In  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor),  No.  305  of  1902 
from  an  order  made  by  Mr.  Regis- 
trar Hope,  dated  28tb  February, 
1902,  dismissing  with  costs  an 
application  to  set  aside  a  Bank- 

,  .  ruptcy  Notice 

«  In  ro  Betty,  A.  T.  H.  K.  (expte.  The  Bankrupt) 
from  an  order  made  by  Mr.  Regis- 
trar Qiflkrd,  dated  4Ui  March, 
1902,  reruslng  to  reschid  the  re- 
ceiving order 


From  the  King's  Bench  Division. 
For  Hbabiho. 

Final  List. 

1889. 

1  Bovlands  (Applt.)  v.  MiUer  (RespL)  Cmum  Sid* 
appl.  of  Respt.  from  Judgt  of 
Jnstioes  Lawnmce  and  Channel!, 
dated  Februaiy  17, 1899  (security 
or  tared)  Maich  S 

1800. 

'  Short  Fofls   appL  of  Defts.  from  Judgt  of 

Mr.     Justice    Lawrano^    dated 

Oct.  28,   1899,   without  a  Jury, 

.  Middlesex  (security  ordered) 

[  January  37 


3  Kerin  (widow)  k  on.  v.  Weston  appl.  of  PItfTs. 
from  Jadgt.  of  Mr.  Justlc^^  Phllli- 
mure,  dated  March  16,  1900  (fie- 
curity  ordered)  June  16 

4  MoGrath  Elder,  Dempster  &  Co.     appl.  of  I 

Pltir.  from  Judgt  of  The  Judge  of  i 
th3  Court  of  Passage  (Liverpool),  j 
dated    July    11,    1900    fsecurlty 
ordered)  Augu«t  1  < 

5  Cathcart  Jacobs    appl.  of  PI'fT.  from  Jnigt. 

of  Mr.  Justice  Day,  dated  Dec.  17,   , 
1900,  witboutjury,  Middlesex  (s.o. 
until  aOer  Petition  in  Lunacy  dis- 
p  »6ed  of  by  order)     December  28 

190L 

6  The  London  County  Council  v.  The  Urban  District 

Council  of  Acton    appl.  of  Deft, 
frum  Judgt.  of  Mr.  JusUce  Ridley, 
dated  Dqc.  14,   1900.  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  (produce  order) 
March  27 

7  Moorby  The  Mayor,  Aldermen  &  Citizens  of 

tbe  Citv  and  County  of  Kingston- 
npon-llull  appl.  of  Defts.  from 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Lawrance, 
without  a  Jury,  dated  April  2, 
1901  May  1 

8  Hainsworth        Briti:>h    Workman's   and   General 

Assce.  Co.  Id.  appl.  of  Defts. 
ftt>m  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Ken- 
nedy, dated  April  18,  1901.  and 
special  Jury,  Leeds  May  8 

9  The  Zillah  Shipping  Co.  Id.  v.  Tbe  Miiland  Ry.  Co. 

(  Crown  Side)  appl.  of  Defts.  from 
Jndgt  of  The  Lord  Chief  Justice 
and  Mr.  Justice  Lawrance,  dated 
AprU  18,  1901  Mav  H 

10  In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Henry  Tvrer  and 

Co.  of  tbe  one  part  k  Hessler  k 
Co.,  owners  of  the  other  part  appl. 
of  Hessler  k  Co.  flrom  Judgt  of 
Justices  Kennedy  k  Pbilllmore, 
dated  May  2,  1901  Mav  2C 

11  Day  k  anr.         Powell  k  anr.    appl.  of  Pltff.  from 

Judgt  of  Mr.  JasticG  Channel], 
dated  April  19, 1901,  witboutjury, 
Middlesex  May  21 

12  Gros  k  ors.         Bamett    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt 

of  Mr.  justice  Grantham,  dat-xl 
May  22, 1901  May  22 

13  Rev.  G.  N.  Herbert,  Applt.  v.  J.  A.  M.  Qnade 

(Surveyor  of  Taxes),  Respt. 
(Bevenue  Side)  appl.  of  Respt. 
from  Judgt.  of  Justices  Keon«ly 
and  PhiUlmore.  dated  May  9,  1901 
part  heard  (s.o.  fur  additional 
facts) 

14  Gates  &  ors.        Bill    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Jndgt.  of 

Mr.  Justice  Ridley,  dated  May  14, 
1901,  with  a  Jury  May  24 

15  The  Caridal  Copper  Mining  Co.  IJ.  v.   Swallov 

appl.  of  Defts.  from  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  JusUce  Wright  (iAte>l  May 
14,  1901  May  21 

16  In  re  an  Arbitration  between  t'le  owners  of  the 

Steamship  Istok  and  Fred  Drug- 
horn  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt.  of 
Justices  Kennedy  and  Phillim  »re, 
dated  May  17,  I90l  May  29 

17  Martingell  Brown  appl.of  Pltff.  from  Ju'gt  of 

Justice-*  Ridley  and  Phillimore. 
dated  May  21,  1901  May  29 

18  Aktieselskabet  Shakespeare  v.  C.  J.  Ekman  k  Co. 

appl.  of  Pltff.  from  Jndgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice  Blgbam  anl  Commertial 
Court,  dated  March  6, 1901 

May  30 

19  Patrick  Igoe  (Appellants)  v.   Thomas   Thomhill 

Shanti  and  ors.,  JJ.  of  the  Peace 
for  the  County  and  City  of  Man- 
chester (Respts.)  Croum  Sid<  appl. 
of  Respts.  from  Jndgt  of  'i'be 
Lord  Chief  Justice  k  Mr.  Jubtice 
Lawrance",  dated  May  7, 1901 

May  31 

„A  /In  re  an  Arbitratkni 

^°  VThe  Bwllta  k  Mertdyr  Dare  Steam  Collieries  (1891) 
Id.  V.  The  Pontypridd  Water- 
works Co.  f>pp1.  of  Defts.  from 
Judgt.  of  Justices  Ridley  and 
PhUUmore,  dated  May  22,  1901 

June  5 

21  Tbe  County  Council  of  the  Administrative  County  tf 
Hertford  v.  The  Rural  DUtrict 
Council  of  Bamet  appl.  of  Defts. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  law- 
rance, dated  May  17,  1901,  with, 
out  a  Jury,  Middlesex       Jime  13 


22  /Lord  Portsmouth  an  1  nor.  r.  Th?  London  and  Soutli 
Western  Ry.  Co.  appl.  uf  PltEfd. 
from  jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jui-tiic  Dar- 
ling, dated  May  22,  19i)l,  with- 
out a  jnry,  Middlesex        Jnne  24 

23  ^Sam3  Same    appl  of  Defta.  from  jutgt.of 

.Mr.  Justice  Darling,  liatcl  May 
22.  19111  Jnuf  24 

24  The    Turncbapel    Wharves  k  Wareliou=*^   id.   v. 

Pitts,  Son  k  King  Id.  appl.  of 
Defts.  from  judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
(Jrauthani,  dated  Jnne  15,  19yi, 
Willi  a  6i>ecial  Jury,  Miidle<»€X 

Jnne  25 

25  John  Marshall    The  Royal  Exchange  Asice.  Corpn. 

appl.  cif  intflf.  from  ju  Igt.  of 
Justices  Ri'iley  and  Phillimore, 
ilatei  May  -22,  1901,  with  special 
Jury,  Mil tiletex  Jooe25 

23  New  River  Co.  p.  Ai^e-saaient  Committee?  (tf  Hert- 
farJ  Union  k  on*.  (Cmion  Side) 
appl.  of  Kespts.  from  judgt.  of 
Justices  Ridley  &  Ulgha-n,  dated 
June  H,  1901  June  25 

27  The  Associated  Portland  Ctm^nt  Manufacturers 
(I900)li.  feors.  0.  T.  Ibnrst  appl. 
tif  Pltffs.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Mathew,  dated  June  12,  1901, 
withryut  a  jury,  Middlesex  (Com- 
mercial Li!*t)  June  26 

2-?    Tolhurst  The    A6(M>ciatel    Torfaad   C  ment 

MinufactnrerB  (19uo)  IJ.  k  ors. 
appl.  of  Defta.  from  judgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice   Matbevv,  da' el  Juie  13> 
1901,  witliout  a  jnry,  Midllesex 
June  2ft 

29  B.  H.  Abrahams  o.  Bult'xk    appl.  of  PltfTd.  from 

Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Juetlce  Ridley,  dated 
June  6th,  1931,  without  a  jnry, 
MidtUestx  June  26 

30  Ounn  Showell's   Brewoiy  Co.   M.   k  ors. 

appl.  of  DeftH.  ShoAeli's  Brewery 
Co.  Id.  fron  jndgt.  of  .Mr.  Justice 
Cbannell,  dutei  June  7,  I9ul. 
without  u  jarv.  Mi  Idietcx 

Jnn'2< 

31  Squire  Hnswy    appl.  of  Deft,  from  jodgi. 

of  Mr.  Justice  (J  rant  ham,  ilato-l 
Jnne  8,  1901,  without  a  jury, 
Middlesex  (security  ordere  I) 

J  uue  28 

3i    Wertheim  Thomas  On  en  &.  Co.   LI.    appl.  of 

Pltff.  from  JLidgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Blgham,  datel  May  7,  1901,  and 
croBS-notice  of  ajipeal  by  Defts. 
(from  part  o(  same  order)  without 
a  Jury,  Middlesex  July  1 

33  The  Corporation  of  th^*  Itoyal  Kxchang':'  Assurance 
V.  ^jjfursSkringj  Aktie  Bokget 
Vcg  I  appl.  of  I'ltffi.  from  Jndgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Blgham,  date! 
June  16,  1901,  without  a  jnry, 
MiJllcsex  July  4 

31    Whlnney  Bowmm    appl.  of  Deft,  from  jndgt. 

of   .Mr,   Ju!*tice    Cliiuueil,   dat  d 

,     June  21),   lyoi,  withyut  a   jury, 

Middlesex  July  5 

35  Favets  Merry    appl.  of  PI  iff.  from  jndgt.  of 

Mr.   Justice   liidley,  dateil  June 

25,  I9J1,  without  a  jury,  Middle- 
sex July  &■ 

36  Michel  Day    appl.  of  Pltff.  from  Ju(!gt.  of 

Mr.   Ju!«ti:e   Ridley,  drticd  June 

26,  1901,  without  a  jury,  Middle- 
sex July  5 

37  Taylor  Tombs  and  Same  v.  Same    appl.  of 

ritffi.  fnjm  juigt.  of  .Mr.  Justice 
Dttrliug,  datel  July  4,  1901,  with 
common  Jury,  Middlesex  (two 
acti-tns  consolidated,  by  order) 

Julys 

38  Hedley  Rippiii  k  ori^.    appK  of  Pltff.  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Ju.stite  Darling, 
datel  July  3,  1901,  with  common 
jury,  Middlesex  (se^Tirity  ordered) 
July  12 
89  Yickers,  Sons  S  Maxim  Id.  v.  Midland  Ry.  Co.  k 
ora.  (Riilway  &  Canal  Com- 
mi-si.ju)  appl.  of  Defts.  from 
jn  Igt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright.  Sir 
F.  I'eel  aud  Viscount  Cobham, 
dateil  July  10,  1901  July  13 

40  Ofcbonie  Qiarry  i*ubllshtug  (.'o.  Id.     appl.of 

Pliir.  from  jndgt.  of  .Mr. •Justice 

Ri  lley,  datf-d  .May  6,  1901,  with  a 

jury,  MidJle?ex  (tecurity  onieral) 

July  IB 

41  Pain  Bros.  Maclejy    appl.  of  Deft,  from  judgt. 

of  Mr.  Jii5li:e  PbilllmorB,  duted 

Digitizi"c/t?'^OQgFe" 


1.04 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[April  12, 1902. 


43(1 


44    Meroer 


48  (  Bnidett  k  Hanrls  v.  Macleay  appl.  of  Deft,  from 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Pbilllmore, 
dated  July  8,  I9ul  July  16 

[  Dallies,  Adam  &  Co.  e.  Macleay  appl.  of  Deft,  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Juatioe  PhlUImore, 
dattrd  July  6,  1901  (8.0.  14  d«y8 
after  Pain  Bros,  above  disposed  of) 
July  16 
The  Liverpool,  St.  Heless  k  South 
Lancaahire  By.  Co.  appl.  of 
Defla.  ft-om  Judgt  if  The  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  dated  June  24, 1901, 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

July  17 

45  Tredegar  Iron  k  Goal  Co.  Id.  v.  Hawthorn  Bros,  k 

Go.  appl.  of  Pltfis.  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Fbllllmore,  dated 
June  96,  1901,  without  a  Jury, 
Middlesex  July  18 

46  Rcseothal   Bros.  TAppellants)  v.  Bedfem   k  Son 

(Rebpts.)  (jOunan  ^ida)  appl.  of 
Defta.  from  Judgt  of  Justices 
Channell  k  Buckoill,  dated  June 
28,  1901  CMcurity  ordered) 

July  ao 

4t    Steel,  Tonng  k  Go.  v.  Grand  Canary  Coaling  Go. 

appl.  of  Deft  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 

JusUce  PhllUmare,  dated  July  16, 

1901  July  29 

48  Charles  Gammell  k  Co.  v.  The  Midland  Ry.  Co.  k 

ors.  (Railway  k  Canal  Comm's- 
slon)  appl.  of  MidUnd  By.  Co. 
fhnn  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright.  Sir  F.  Peel  k  Viscount 
Cobham,  dated  July  10, 1901 

Jnlr  31 

49  John  Brown  k  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Midland  Rv  Co.  k  ore. 

(Railway  ft  Canal  Commission) 
appl.  tf  Midland  Ry.  Co.  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  WriRht, 
Right  Hon.  Sir  F.  Peel  k  Vis- 
count Cobham,  dated  July  10, 
1901  July  31 

60    Mitchell  Richard  Evans  k  Co.  Id.    appl.  of 

Defts.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bucknill,  datei  July  26,  1901, 
w'thout  a  Jury  August  2 

51  MeJiterranean  k  New  York  Steam  Ship  Co.  o. 
Mackay  appl.  of  Pltffs.  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Bucknill. 
dated  July  6,  1901,  with  special 
Jury,  Maochester  Auj^ust  3 

62  George  Nelson  k  Sons  v.  James  k  Alexander  Brown 
appl.  of  Pltfb.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
Juhtioe  Mathew,  dated  July  80. 
190 1 ,  without  a  Jury       AugUbt  5 

A3  PreetoD  (trading  as  John  Preston)  v.  Fumeas,  Wltby 
and  Co.  appl.  of  Defts.  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  JusUce  Matbew  and 
cross-notice  of  appeal  by  PitfT. 
fh)m  same  order,  dated  July  31, 
1901,  without  a  Jury       August  7 

«4  Kigel  Gold,  &c.  Co.  v.  Hiarde  appl.  of  Dift.  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Mathew, 
dated  July  26,  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  August  7 

65    The  Kingswell  Steamship  Oa,  Id.  v.  F.  AV.  Manen 

appl.  of  Pltfls.  fh>m  Judgt.  of  Mr. 

Justice  Mathew,  datel  July  26, 

1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

August  7 

.56    Neustadt  Lambert    appl.  of  Deft  fh«n  judgt. 

of  Mr.  Justice  Mathew,  dated  July 
26, 1901,  without  a  Juiy,  Middle- 
sex August  8 

<57    Handby  Wolverhampton   Race  Course  and 

Dnostall  Park  Club  Co.  Id.  appl. 
of  Pltff.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Darling,  dated  July  24,  190', 
without  a  Jury,  StalTurd 

Augusts 

58  Robinson  Gold  Mining  Go.  Id.  k  ors.  o.  Allla!ice 
Marine  and  General  Assce.  Co. 
id.  appl.  of  Pltffii.  from  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justice  Philllm>re,  dated 
July  15,  1901,  without  a  Jury, 
Middlesex  August  9 

69  G.  H.  A.  Dougherty  v.  E.  Richards  k  Co.  appl.  of 
Deft,  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Darling,  dated  July  31,  1901, 
coDunon  Jury,  Middx.     August  9 


60    EUlott 


61    B.n  Graham  k 


xDgden  appL  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Phillimore,  dated 
July  2,  1901,  and  common  Jury, 
Middlesex  (security  onlerod) 

August  15 

ore.  (trading,  &c.)  «.  The  Com- 
missioners  of  His  Majesty's  Works 
k  PubUc  Buildings  sppl.  of 
Defta.  fi:om  Judgt  of  The  Lord 


Chief  Justice,  dated  Aug.  6,  1901 , 
and  special  Jury,  Leeds 

August  15 

62  Pearoe  Greening  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt 

of  Mr.  Justice  WUIs,  dated  Aug. 
6, 1901,  without  Jury,  Exeter 

August  20 

63  Carter  I^eyson    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 

of  Mr.  Justice  Phillimore^  dated 
Aug.  9,  1901,  without  Jury, 
Birmingham  August  22 

64  Curtis  k  Go.       Head    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt 

(f  Mr.  Justice  Matbew,  dated 
July  29,  1901,  withom  Jury, 
Middlesex  August  23 

65  The  Steamship   Garlsbrook   Go.  Id.  v.  London  k 

Provincial  Marine  k  General 
Insce.  Go.  Id.  appl.  of  Pltif.  fh>m 
Judgt  of  Mr.  JuBtioe  Mathew, 
dated  Aug.  7,  1901,  without  Jury, 
Middlesex  August  81 

66  /Dunn  k  ors.  Donald  Currle  &  Co.  &  Bncknall 
Bros.  appl.  of  Defts.  Buoknall 
Bros,  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Mathew,  dated  Aug.  2.  1901, 
Middlesex  August  10 

67  ^Sir  William  Dunn  k  ors.  v.  Donald  Currie  k  Co.  k 

ors.  appl  of  Defts.  Donald  Currle 
k  Co.  frim  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Mathew,  dated  Aug.  2,  1901, 
without  Jury,  Middlesex 

(September  7 

68  Mollneaux  The  Loudon,  Birmingham  k  Man- 

chester Insoe.  Co.  Id.  appl.  of 
Pltff.  ftom  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Phillimore,  dated  Aug.  6,  1901, 
without  Jury,  'Birmingham 

September  12 

69  The  Long  Eaton  Recreation  Grounds  Co.  Id.  v.  The 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  appl.  of  Defts. 
finom  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
rance,  dated  Aug.  12,  1901  (non- 
Jury).  Derby  September  16 

70  RatclifT  k  Dealtry  o.  A.  B.  Mendelssohn    appl.  of 

Deft,  from  Judgt  or  Mr.  Justice 
Mathew.  dated  Aug.  7,  1901  (non- 
Juiy),  Mkkilesex      September  16 

71  Honikman         Stopfml  &  ors.    appl.  of  Pltff.  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Darling, 
dated  Aug.  9,  1901,  tion-Jury, 
Middlesex  October  9 

72  H.  F.  Van  Laun  k  Go.  v.  Baring  Bros.  Id.     appl. 

of  Pltffs.  from  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bigham,  dated  July  3, 
1901,  non -Jury,  Middlesex 

October  9 

73  Beid  J.  B.  Lee  k  Sons  k  ors.    appl.  of 

Pltflb.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Jubtioe 
Kennedy,  dated  Aug.  9,  1901, 
non-Jury,  Middlesex       October  9 

74  Scott  k  Horton  Godfrey    nppl.  of  Deft  ttom  Judgt. 

of  Mr.  Justice  Bigbam  (Gommer- 
cisl  List)  dated  June  27,  1901, 
special  Jury,  Middlesex 

October  23 

75  Bridgwater  k  Smith  v.  Godfery    appl.  of  Deft,  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Mathew 
(Commerc'al  List),  date  1  August 
2, 19J1  October  23 

76  Wallii  Chlorine  Syndicate  Id.  v.  American  AlkaU 

Co.   Id.     appl.   of  Deris,    ttom 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Ju6tioe  Grantham, 

*  dated  July  6,  1901,  with  specUl 

Jury,  Middlesex  October  23 

77  (The  Major,  &c.  of  Truro  v.  Rowe  appl.  of  Pltfb. 
ftx>mjudgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wilis, 
dated  Aug.  10.  1901      October  23 

78  (Same  Kemp    appl.  of  Pltflb.  fhnn  Judgt 

of  Mr.  Justice  WUIs,  dated 
August  5, 1901  October  23 

79  Vogemann         Zanzibar  Steamahip  Go   Id.    appl. 

of  Pltff.  ftom  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jus- 
lice  PhlUlmor^  dated  July  15, 
1901,  without  Jury,  Middlesex 

i>ctober  24 

80  Renton  k  Co.      Mid*and  Ry.  Go.  k  ors.  (Railway 

and  Canal  Commission)  appL  of 
Midland  Ry.  Co.  from  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justice  Wright,  Sir  F.  Peel, 
and  Vlscunnl  Cobham,  dated 
July  10, 1901  October  29 

81  Lloyds  Bank  Id.  Gerard   Moseley    appl.  of  Deft. 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wills, 
dated  August  6,  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Bristol  October  31 

83  Hoare  k  Co.  Id.  Met.  Borough  of  Lewlaham  appl. 
of  Defts.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawrance,  dated  August  12, 
1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middx. 

November  1 


83  Tiichflekl  Bank  Id.  o.  Irvin  fc  on.  inoLofFMI. 
fhnn  Judgt.  of  Mr.  jfutlce  Ov. 
Un&  dated  Kov.  %  mi,  irii. 
out  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

HovoDterC 

8i    Wyler  The    Ibo    Investment  Tnst  Id, 

appL   4^  Pltff.  from  Jodgt.  4^ 

Mr.  Justice  Waltou,  dAted  oi 

31 ,  190 1,  without  a  Jioy.  Niidz. 

KovoteU 

65    Cowan  Coote  k  anr.    appl.  of  Deit  Ogg^ 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jostia  WHi 
dated  Nov.  2,  1901,  dob-Jb 
Middlesex  NoTcate 

86  Mayor  of  Westminster,  Applt  n.  Edgoom*.  Be^ 

(Crown  Sidt)  appL  of  BmI 
from  order  of  The  Lord  01 
Justice  and  Mr.  JuUob  BUg 
dated  Oct.  25, 1901 

87  Ward  Broe.        James  Bill  k  S<»s  appl.  of  M 

from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Jntioe  WO 
dated  Aug.  6.  1901.  vitM 
Jury,  Middlesex  NoveDber] 
bi  the  Matter  of  Casson  P.  Smith,  a  Solr.,  te.,fl 
In  the  Matter  of  the  Soli 
Act,  1888  appl.  of  C.  P. 
fhnn  Jud«t  of  Juaticei  Ii 
and  Darliog.  dated  Aog.  8.  IN 


88 


90 


,dame 


91    George 


92 


The  Electrolytic  Plating  Apparatus  Co.  Id.  t.  Ha 
Holland  Co.  appl.ofDeftfcM 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Jvstioe  W^ 
dated  Nov.  6,  1901.  vittir 
Jury,  Middlesex      Kovokr: 

J(din  Birch  &  Sods  U.  anLi 
Defta.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jol 
Ridlqr,  datei  Nov.  6,  INI.  4! 
out  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

Noraiiiffl 

Goatea  appl.  of  Deft,  frai  Jrii 
of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley.  (UMlA 

7, 1901,  ^^<»'  <^  J<^J!|;SS!9 

Temple,  Thomson  k  Clark  r.  RonniUs  tf^m' 
Pltffs.  from  Judgt  tf  Xr.  Jafo 
Bigham  (CamoMfdil  OmV 
dated  Nov.  5.  1901,  ««»«  '^ 
Jory,  Middlesex      Novenbff! 

Tnutee  of  G.  Mellor.  a  bankrupt  «.  Mu^  a|ipL' 
Deft,  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jnrf 
Wright    datef  Nor.  8. 
without  a  Jury,  Middlein 

Cuitls  k  ors.    sppL  of 

C3nl  party)  fiom  Jadgt  tf 

Justice   Ridl^.  dated  N«v._ 

1901,  without  a  Jniy.  MUdM 

X(wwl« 

Day  appl.  of  Deft,  frna  ^ 
Mr.  Justice  Wright  dited  IB 
21, 1901,  without  a  Jniy.  Midd 
sex  NotibIi; 

Wren  sppl.  cf  E.  Bott,  n 
fh>m  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jntice  Ifl 
dated  .INI.! 

trict  Reglitry,  Blackbom 

PidsleyftOk.    appLoTDtfttft 
Jodgt.    of   Mr.  Juadoe  Bid 
dated  Nov.  18,  1901, 
Jury,  Middlesex  (lecarity 


>r.  8.I1I 
Deaex  I 
Noicmtof 

ro.Mn 


94    Sykes 


95    Spooner  k  anr. 


96    Holt 


97    Bolton 


98  Simon  HlUam  (trading,  kc)  ani 

Deft  fhnn  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jflri 
Channel],  dated  Nor.  ifi,  » 
without  a  Jury.  Mlddken  _ 

99  Gooke  Payne    appl.  of  Deft,  tea  W 

of    Mr.   Justice  Wrigbi,  *^ 
Nov.  21,  I90I,  wlthflrt  */ 
Middlesex  Nofota 

100  MIII4  k  Sparrow  v.  The  Atiantic  Tnnapect  u> 

appl.  01  Defts.  from  Jodg^tfJ 
Jtetlce  Walton,  dated  Sof^ 
1901,  without  a  Jmy.  J^JJJJJj 

101  ZImbler&anr.  Abrahams     avpL  of  FI>%J! 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Jwttoe  Drt 
dated  Nov.  23,  1901.  «»* 
Jury.  Middleeex  Deo«2 
Berkley  *  anr.  appL  rf  JJ 
fkom  Judgt  of  Mr.  J*l 
Darling,  dated  Nov.  1«, 
without  a  Jury,  MiddtosB 


102  Lewis 


103 


MaudKUy    appL   of  Deft- 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jostle* 
dated  Nov.  96.  IWI,  *»" 
Jury,  Mkidlesex        i)«««» 
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ffaU^  Bennett  J^  Go.     appl.   of  Defts. 

from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jabtlce  Big- 
ham,  dated  Nov.  29.  1901,  ivlth- 
ont  a  Jury,  MkUlesex 

Decembers 

WU.t>:k  Greig    appl.  of  Pltff.  from  Jndgt.  of 

Mr.  Jos  1  e  Darling,  dated  Sov. 
29,  190  U  without  a  Jury,  Mlddle- 
§ez  December  • 

lb  r«  an  Arblmilon  between  Lord  Mos^  and 
F.  H.  FItxslmmone  impL  of  Lord 
Mo»tyn  tratn  order  of  If  r.  Justice 
Wright  (sped*!  case),  datol  Nov. 
2T,  1901  December  ll 

Tbe  Motoal  Loan  Fund  Asaoc.  Id.  v.  Friend  appl. 
of  Pltffs.  fhim  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jna- 
tice  Darling,  dated  Nov.  SO,  1901, 
withont  a  Jiuy,  Middlesex 

December  12 

fBinii  &  Co.  V.  Davia  k  Co.  Id.  k  anr.  appl.  of 
Pltflk.  from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jnetloe 
Wright,  dated  Dec.  6, 1901,  with- 

!  oot  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

December  13 

I  Wjttt  The  Londoo  Oooatj  Council    »ppl. 

cf  Defte.  from  Juigt.  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Wright,  dated  Dec.  9,  1901, 
withont  a  Jury,  Middlesex 
.  December  16 

BiBLlieDgl  The  British  Mutosoope  ft  Blograph 
Co.  Id.  appl.  of  Phff.  ftom  Ju.igt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  FhilUmore,  datei 
Dec.  4,  1901,  with  a  common 
Jnrv,  Middlesex        December  19 

fimn  Lydall  &  aiir.    appl.  of  PltflT.  trom. 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  DarUng, 
dated  Nov.  29,  1901,  withont  a 
Jnry,  Middlesex  (E«curity  ordered) 

I  December  20 

iOirrlDgt^D.  Sells  Dale  ft  Co.  v.  The  Midland  Rv. 
Co.  (Bailwaj  ft  Canal  Commis- 
skxi)  appl.  of  Defts.  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Wright,  Sir  F. 
Peel  and  Vidcount  Cobham,  dated 
Dec.  6, 1901  December  23 

Veale  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justice  Lawrence,  dated  Dec. 
18,  1901,  non-Jury,  Middx. 

December  23 

ProBk    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Jndgt.  or 

Mr.  Justice  Walton,  dated  De^. 

10,  1901,  common  Juiy,  Middlesex 

December  30 

Woodhonse     appl.   of  Deft,  fnm 

Judgt.    of  Mr.    Justice  Walton, 

dated    Dec  21,  1901,    non-Jury, 

Middtosex  December  31 

1802. 

|lhi  FiffVsisBtlcal  CommisaionerB  of  England  v.  The 
North  Eastern  By.  Co.    app?     ' 
-     -        •   •  -     "  "'  ,  Joi 


SH^ 


IBiv.t 


^fltotees 


Deft. 


of 
iisUce 


appl.  <f  Todd,  Birleeton  ft  Co. 
from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jubtice 
Wright  (Special  CaM\  dated 
Dec.  2,  1901  January  17 

126  Shaw  Sideb^tham     appl.  of    Deft,  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  WiUs,  dated 
Jan.  13.  1902,  with  a  Jury,  Man- 
chester January  24 

127  Conntess  Easarto  v.  Whlnney    appL  if  PltfT.  from 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright, 
ilateJ  Jan.  18,  19  j2,  non-Jnry, 
Middlesex  January  26 

128  The  Attoraey-Gen.  (Informant)  v.  Tbe  Hon.  Henry 

John  Barun  Montagu  (Revenue 
i<i(ie)  appl.  of  Deft,  from  order 
Mr.  Justice  PhlUimoxe,  dated 
Jan.  16,  1901  January  27 

129  Wakefield  Corpn.  v.  Cooke  ft  ors.    appl.  of  Defts. 

from  Jndgt.  of  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  and  Justices  Darling  ft 
Channell,  dated  Dec.  16,  1901 

January  28 

130  The  Mayor  ft  ore.  of  the  Borough  of  Southampton  v. 

liord    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 

of    Mr.    Justice    Wright,   dated 

Jan.  16,  1902,  non-Jury,  Middx.  ■ 

January  30 

131  The  British  OU  Cake  Mills  Id.  (Appellans)  p.  Tbe 

Commrs.  of  Inland  Revenue 
(liespte.)  (^Revenue  Side)  appl. 
of  Applts.  fkom  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Phlllimore,  dated  Jan.  29, 
1902  January  31 

132  Cheverton  Brown  v.  Brooke     appl.  of  Deft  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley, 
dated  Dec.  17,  1901,  non-Jury, 
MiJdlesex  Frbmary  1 

133  In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Hacqnoil  ft  Co.  and  L. 

Quart  t  Id.  appl,  of  Defts.  fft>m 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jnstice  Wright, 
dated  Jan.  29. 1902      February  4 

134  F.  Harrison  It  Co.  v,  John  Petenxm  ft  ors.  and 

Foster  and  McUowan  «.  John 
Petenon  ft  ors.  (consolidated; 
appl.  of  Defts.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice  Blgham,  dated  Jan.  23, 
1902  February  6 

135  Mexican  Rosario  Mining  Co.  Id.  v.  Kennedy    appl. 

of  Deft,  from  Jndgt  uf  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Phlllimore,  dated  Feb.  6, 
1903,  non-Jnry,  Middlesex 

February  8 
Teignmouth    ft    Shaldon    Bridge 


lUttisftofS. 


firom  Jndgt  of  Mr. 
Wright,  dated  Dec.  10, 1901, 
Jory,  Middlesex  January  t 

WllUaoas  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Jndgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Walton,  dated  Dec. 
21.  1901,  non-Jory,  Midalesex 

January  3 
GnnTlUe  ft  Go.  Firth    appl.  of  Defts.  fh>m  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Bidl<>y,  dated  Dec 
12,  1901,  common  Jury,  Leeds 
.  January  8 

Ikal  Coronet  Theatre  Id.    appl.  of  Pltff. 

fh>m  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jurtloe  Wright, 
dated  Dec.  10,  1901,  non-Jnry, 
Middlesex  January  8 

IumH  Gold  Mining  Co.  Id.  v.  The  New  Balkis 
Krstelingld.  axml.  of  Defts.  from 
Jndgt  of  Mr.  Jubtlce  BuckniU, 
dated  Dec  20,  1901,  non-Juxy. 
Middlraex  January  8 

Davis  appl.  of  Drft.  firam  Judgt  of 
Mr.  Ju:itici  Grantham,  dated  Dec. 
18, 1901,  non-Jury,  Leeds 

January  8 
Saxby    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Jndgt.  of 
Mr.  Jostloe  Bruce,  dated  Dec  20, 
1901,  non-Jniy,  Middlesex 

January  11 

The   Church    ARcacy   Id.  ft   anr. 

appl.  of  Defte.  from  Judgt  of  Mr. 

Jnatice  Walton,  datei  Nov.  13, 

1901,  common  Jury,  Middlesex 

January  14 

Blake    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt.  of 

The  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Jns- 

ticee  Darling  and  Channell,  dated 

.  Dec  19,  1901  January  16 

h  re  An  AiUt  ration  between  Todd,  Birleston  ft  Co. 

and  The  North  Eastern  Ky.  Co. 


flonedy 


lOblllas 


^Vrjcr 


llUrieOrr 


136  Simpson 


appl.  of   Deft  (3o.  from  Judgt 


_  Mr.  JnsUce  Wright  d^ted 
Nov.  25,  1901,  non-Jnry,  Middle- 
sex Febniary  8 

137  The  (^lour  Printing  Syndicate  Id.  v.  The  Northern 
Press  ft  Engineering  (3o.  Id. 
appl.  of  Pltffs.  firom  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justice  Wright  dated  Jan. 
30,  1909,  non-Jury,  Mid  .lesex 

February  11 

,o(,rKempthome  ft  anr.  v.  Hankey  ft  anr. 

^^(Same  Same  (consolidate;!)  appl.  of  Defte. 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Ju&tlce  Blgham. 
dated  Jan.  28,  1902,  non-Jury, 
Middlesex  February  ll 

139  The  General  Insce.  Co.  Id.  of  Triesk  v.  The  Neptune 

Steamship  Insce.  Assoc,  appl.  of 
Pltffs.  fh>m  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Walton,  dated  Dec.  17,  i90l,  non- 
jury, Mlddltsex  February  15 

140  Ursula  Bright  Steamship  Co.  Id.  v.  U.  P.  Houston 

and  Co.  ft  anr.  appl.  of  Pltff. 
ftom  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley, 
dated  Jan.  13,  1903,  non-Jury, 
Lancaster  (Judgment  given  in 
London)  February  17 

141  Zere2o  ft  Cc  ft  ors.  v.  UrMila  Bright  Steamship  Co. 

Id.  appl.  of  Defts.  ftom  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justice  Ridley,  dated  Jan  13, 
1902,  non-Jury,  Lancaster  (Judgt. 
given  in  London)       February  L7 

142  Tagart,  Beaton  ft  Co.  v.  James  Fisher  ft  Sons  ft  The 

West  Hartlepool  Steam  Naviga- 
tion Co.  Id.  (3rd  pirtles)  appl. 
of  Pltffs.  from  JuJgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bigham,  da'ed  Feb.  10, 
1902,  non-Jury,  Middlesex 

February  19 

143  Capper,  Alexander  ft  Cc  v.  McLeoi  ft  anr.    appl. 

of  Defts.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bigham,  dated  F.b.  3, 
1902,  non-Jury,  Middl&>ex 

February  19 

144  Eskon  Lewis    appl.  of  Pltff.  ftom  Judgt. 

of  Mr.  Justice  Wright  dated  Jan. 
21,  1902,  non-Jnry,  Middlesex 

February  21 


145  Heath,  Ada  Maud  (a  married  woman)  v.  Wheeler' 

Percy  Vork  appl.  of  Pltff.  from 
Jndgt  of  Mr.  JnsUce  Walton, 
daVd  Feb.  10,  1902  Oai7  dis- 
charged) Febmaiy  28 

146  The  Weet  Hartlepool  Steam  Navigation  Go.  Id.  v. 

Tagart,  Beaton  ft  Co.  appl.  of 
Pltffs.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Walton,  dated  Ftrb.  24,  1902.  non- 
jury, Middlesex     _  Febmary  28 


147  McDowall 


The  Great  Western  Ry.  Co.    appL 
r.  Jus- 


of  Defte.  from  Judgt  oi  Mr. 
tlce  Kennedy,  dated  Feb.  20,  1902, 
special  Jury.  Haverfordwest  (ftir. 
con.  in  London)  March  4 

148  The  Attorney-Gen.  v.  The  Rev.  Arthur  Newton 

Johnson  {Revenue  Side)  appl. 
of  Informant  from  Judgt  of  Mr. 
JnsUce  Phlllimore,  dated  Jan.  15, 
1902  March  6 

149  John  Klrkwood  v.  Carroll  ft  Cutler    appl.  of  Defte. 

from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright,  dated  Nov.  26, 1901 

Manh  5 

150  Bowater  ft  Sons  v.  Mirror  of  Life  Co.  Id.  and  The 

Topical  Times  Cc  Id.  (8rd  party) 
appl.  cf  3rd  party  from  Judgt  of 
Mr.  Justice  Kennedy,  dated 
March  4,  1902,  non-Jury,  Middle- 
sex March  11 

151  Fowler  Id.  Steiger  ft  ors.    appl.  of  Defte.  from 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Jelf,  dated 
Feb.  26,  1902  March  12 

162  Hammond  The  Midland  Ry.  Cc  appl.  of 
Delta,  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  JusUce 
Blgham,  dated  March  3,  1902, 
and  sp^ial  Jury,  NotUngham 

March  13 

153  Arthur  Anderson  v.  ThomvB  R«yner    appl.  cf  Deft 

from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  JusUce  WUls. 
dated  Feb.  36,  1902,  non-Jury. 
Lix'erpjol  March  16 

154  Uuderhlll  Lambert    appl.  of  Deft  firom  Judgt. 

of  The  Lord  Chief  JusUce  and 
JusUces  Darling  and  Channell, 
dated  March  4,  1902       March  18 

155  Enright  Bedmoxd     appl.    of    Pltff.    irom 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  JnsUce  Darling, 
dated  Jan.  18,  1993,  non-Jury, 
Middleeex  March  19 

166  The  New  Zealand  Mines  Truste  Id.  v.  Heath  appl. 
of  Defts.  from  Jndgt  of  Mr. 
JusUce  DarUng,  dateJ  March  21, 
1902,  con-Jury,  Middlesex 

March  21 

15T  Devid  Mac  Iver  ft  Cc  Id.  v.  The  Tate  Steamers  Id. 
appl.  of  Defts.  from  Judgt  of 
Mr.  JnsUce  Kennedy,  dated 
March  1, 1902,  non-Jnry,  Middle- 
sex March  22 

168  Rex  The    Urban    District    Council    of 

Newbiggin  {Crown  Side)  appl. 
of  ProsecntoTB  from  Jndgt  of  Jlie 
Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Ju^Alces 
Darling  and  Channell,  dated 
Marth  ll,  1902  March  24 

159  In  the  Matter  of  R.  W.  W.  Huff,  a  Solr.,  and  In  Uie 
Matter  of  Uie  SoUcltors'  Act  18S8 

i Grown  Side)    appl.  cf  R.  W. 
[uff  fhim  Judgt  of  The  Lord 
Chief  Justice  and  Justices  DarUng 
ft  Channell.  dated  March  10,  1902 
March  26 


From  the  Probate,  Divorce,  and  Admiralty 
Division. 

iAdmiraUy.) 

Fob  Hbabisg. 

With  NatUieal  Abhuotb, 

Final  Libt. 

1801. 

,  (Ovingdean  Grange— 1901— FoUos  337  ft  338 

*  iOwners  of  Forsete  v.  Owners  of  Ovingdean  Grange 

(damage)    appl.  of  Pltffs.  from 

Judgt   of  tbe    President,   dated 

Feb.  15,  1901  May  1 

„  J  Mount  Vernon— '899— Fol'o  633  .    .      ^ 

^  { Owners  of  the  Handel  LUbt  v.  George  Shepherd  and 

ors.  (damage)  appl.  of  Defts.  from 

Judgt  of  Mr.  JnsUce  Bemes,  dated 

April.  30, 1901  July  1 
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«  ( Oceanic— 1901— FoUo  357 

*  tTbe  Waterford  Steam  Sblp  Co.  Id.  t».  The  Oceanic 
Steam  Shin  Co.  Id.  (damage) 
appl.  of  Dens.  fh>m  Judgt.  of  the 
President,  dated  Oct.  29, 1901 

November  11 

i8oa 

.    1  Poeen— 1901— Folio  453 

lOwuera  of  Steamship  Inchkelth  v.  Owners  of  Steam- 
ship Poeen  (damage)  appl.  of 
Delta,  from  Jodgt.  uf  the  Presidcntk 
dated  Nov.  16,  1901      January  8 

.    (Ganhagluian— 1901— Folios  SOT  ft  5U 

(Owners  of  Steamship  Glenmore  r.  Owners  of  Steam- 
bhip  Carthaginian  (damage)  appl. 
of  Defis.  from  Jadgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bamea,  dated  Jan.  18, 
1903  February  15 

Without  Nautical  Atsesaon, 

Final  List, 

1901. 

,  (Swindon— 19ei—FoUo52 

'■  iMUlens  ft  Caiys  Cape  Yerde  Islands  Id.  v.  The 
Swindon  Steamship  Co.  Id.  (ques- 
tion of  Law)  appl.  of  Deft,  from 
Judgt.  of  the  Dlviaioual  Court, 
datvd  June  14, 1901  July  24 

1802. 

.    C  DowUl8—U01— Folio  4C6 

(The  Dow  Ills  Steamship  Co.  Id.  v.  Bndd  ft  Ca  appl. 
of  I'ltffs.  from  judgt.  of  die 
Divisional  Court,  dated  Dec.  17, 
1001  January  U 


IVoTTi  t?ie  King*8  Bench  Divinon, 

New  Trial  Papsb. 

1801. 

1    Vkars  The  Hydro  Incandesceit  Gas  Light 

Co.  Id.  and  ors.  appln.  of  Pltff. 
for  Judgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  and  Judgt.,  daied 
July  6,  1901,  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Lawrance  and  conimon 
Jury.  Middlesex  July  13 

a    Taylor  Loudon  ft  Yorkshire   Bank  Id.  ft 

aur.  appln.  cf  London  ft  York- 
shire Biwk  for  judgt.  or  new  trial 
on  appl.  frvm  verdict  and  Judgt., 
rated  Aug.  9, 1901,  at  trial  licfore 
Ibe  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  a 
jury,  Middlesex  October  80 

3  Henderson  Bateman  and  legal  represcutativrs 

&  on.  appln.  of  PiifT.  for  judgt. 
or  uew  trial  on  appl.  fh}m  verdict 
and  judgt.,  dated  Oct.  28, 1901,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Grantham 
and  a  special  jary,  Middlesex 

November  1 

4  Batten,  Came  ft  Came's  Bai.kluK  Co.  Id.  v.  Heed 

appln.  of  t  Itifs.  for  judgt.  or  new 
trial  on  api'l.  frum  ve-dict  and 
Judgt,  duteJ  Nov.  6,  1901,  at 
trial  befure  Mr.  Justice  Graniham 
and  a  sjieiial  Jury,  Miidleeex 

November  12 

6    Baiker  Sullivan  &  ors.    appln.  of  Deft,  fur 

judgt.  or  ucw  trial  on  appl.  firom 
vensict  and  judgt.,  da  eu  Nov.  1, 
1901,  at  tiiai  b«;fure  Mr.  Justie 
liidiey  and  u  bjx'cial  jury,  Mlddx. 
November  i4 

6    Spero  Creswi  II  ft  ors.    appln.  of  I'itfT.  for 

Judgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl.  from 
veruict  aod  Judgt  ,  <  ated  Nov.  28, 
1901,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Daliug  uui  common  jury,  MidJx. 
December  2 

1    White  Bennett    appln.  of  Pltff.  for  judgt. 

or  new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict 
and  Judgt.,  dated  Sov.  30,  1901, 
at  trial  befure  Mr.  Justice  Ridley 
with  a  special  jury,  Middlesex 

lXcember4 

8    Smith  Molr  ft  era.    appln.  of  Difts.  A. 

McKecbnie  and  McKechiiic  Bros. 
fur  judgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  and  judgt.,  t:ated 
Nov.  25, 1901,  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Ridley  with  a  special 
jury,  Middlesex  December  6 


9    Nesbilt  Parrett  ft  Mercer   appln.  of  Defts. 

for  judgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
fr  m  verdict  ft  judgt.,  dated 
Nov.  29,  1901,  at  trial  before 
Lord  «.  hief  Justice  and  a  special 
jury,  Middlesex  December  6 

10  Smith  ft  Co.  Id.  V.  Humphries  ft  Co.  Id.    appln.  of 

Pltffs.  (on  a  preliminary  point) 
for  judgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  ft  judgt.,  dated 
Dec.  6,  1901,  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Da' ling  and  a  fpecial 
Jury,  Middlesex         December  16 

11  Altkeu  Tbe  London  ft  North  Western  Ry. 

Co.  appln.  of  Defts.  for  jodgt  or 
new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict  ft 
judgt.,  dated  Dec.  11,  1901,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  DarUng 
with  a  qpedal  jury,  Middlesex 

December  18 

12  Knight  Yickerman     appln.   of  Pltff.   for 

Judgt  or  new  trial  on  appL  firom 
verdict  ft  Judgt.,  dated  Dec  6. 

1901,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Grantham  and  special  Jury, 
Leeds  Deot-mber  19 

13  Vickers  Lady  Emily  Gold  Mining  Co.  Id. 

appln.  of  Defts.  for  Judgt  or  new 
trial  on  appl.  fi-om  verdict  and 
judgt,  dated  Dec.  12,  1901,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Darling 
and  a  special  jury,  Middlesex 

December  20 

14  Philips  Plumbly      appln.    of    Deft     fur 

Judgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  and  judgt.,  dated 
Dec.  13, 1901,  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Darling  and  a  special 
Jury,  Middlesex        December  21 

15  Cockbum  ft  anr.  «.  Tafft   anpln.  of  Deft,  for  judgt. 

or  new  trial  on  appL  ftt>m  ver- 
dict ft  judgt.,  dated  Dec.  19, 1901, 
at  trial  before  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice  and  special  Jury,  Middle- 
sex D«»a.b?r  34 

1802. 

16  Lennox  Stoddart    appln.  of  Deft,  for  judgt. 

or  new  trial  on  appl.  frum  ver- 
dict  ft  Judgt.,    dated   Jan.    13, 

1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Wills  and  special  jury,  Middlesex 

January  14 

17  Tortus  Roberta    appln.  of  Deft  for  Judgt. 

or  new  trial  un  appl.  from  verdict 
ft  judgt.,  dated  Jan.  14,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Darliug 
and  cimmon  jury,  MiJdleaex 

January  21 

18  DavU  Stoddart    ap,. In.  of  Deft  for  Judgt 

or  new  trial  on  appl.  fh>m  verdict 
ft  judgt ,  dated  Jan.  20,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Darling 
and  common  jury,  Middlesex 

January  28 

19  Tbe  Columbus  Co.  Id.  v.  Moiton,  Down  ft  Co.  Id. 

appln.  of  Defts.  for  judgt.  or  new 
trill  on  appl.  frcm  vtrdict  aud 
judgt.,  dated  Jan.  16,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jocitlce  Hiuce 
and  special  jury,  Middlesex 

Januaiy  30 

20  Gable  ft  Gosncy  v,  Lovibond  ft  aor.  (ounsolldated 

actions)  appln.  ot  Deft.  Lovi- 
bond for  judgt  or  new  trial  on 
appl.  from  verdict  ft  Judgt.,  dated 
Jan.  25, 1902.  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Lawranoe  and  spesial 
jury,  Middlesex  Feb.uary  3 

21  A.  G.  Holzapfel  «.  T^e  Shipping  Agen  y  id.  appln. 

of  Defts.  for  Judgt.  or  new  trial 
on  appl.  from  verdict  ft  Judgt 
dated  Jan  20,  1903,  at  trial  before 
The  Lord  Chief  Justice  aud  special 
jury,  Middlesex  February  3 

22  Hild  Chambers  ft  ois.    appbi.  cf  Defts. 

for  judgt.  or  i:ew  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  ft  judgt.,  dated  Jan. 
29.  1902.  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Darling  and  common  jury, 
Middlesex  February  4 

23  Balls  Tbe  North  Metropolitan  Tramway 

Co.  appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Judgt.  or 
new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict 
and  judgt.,  dated  J.>n.  14,  1902, 
at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Ridley 
and  common  jury,  Middlesex 

Febrnary  6 

21    Craig  Harris    appln.  of  Pltff.  for  judgt.  or 

new  trial  on  appl.  tnm.  verdict  ft 


Jodgt,  dated  Jan.  29,  l»n,  at 
trial  befure  Tbs  Lord  CUef  Joalioa 
and  special  jwy         Febraary  t 

25  Hanlie  Balinan    appln.  of  Deft  for  jodgL 

or  new  trial  on  appl.  firom  verdid 
ft  Judgt,  dated  Jan.  SI,  1N2,  it 
trial  before  Mr.  JusUoe  DtA^ 
and  common  Jmy,  MUdlaaex 

FdvauyT 

26  Blelck  ft  anr.  «.  Jerram  ft  on.  (Crmmaide)  appln. 

of  Pltfb.  for  judgt.  cr  new  trtal  oa 
appl.  Irom  verdici  ft  Jodgt,  diiel 
Jan.  21,  1902,  at  trial  bdcnV* 
Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Fpedd 
Junr,  Middlesex        Febnivy  11 

27  Hall^  Midgfey    apphi.  of  Pltff.  liir  Jnd^ 

or  new  trial  on  appl.  from  veidiot 
ft  jodgt,  dated  Jan.  29,  19(3,  tt 
trial  before  Mr.  Jnstlce  Liwrun 
and  special  jury,  MiddleMZ 

Febnxryl] 

28  Federal  Steam  Navigation  Co.  Id.  v.  Sleigh  k  as. 

appln.  of  Defts.  for  judgt  or  aev 
trial  on  appl.  from  veniiot  & 
jodgt,  dated  Jan.  17,  19n  * 
iriJ  befor«  Mr.  JuAiee  Bi^ 
ft  speilal  jury,  Middlesex 

Febnuyl] 

29  Dqyle  Holder  ft  Son    apphu  of  Ddla  ikr 

Judgt.  or  new  trial  on  ^ppl.  tm 
verdict  ft  Jodgt,  dated  Jin.  31^ 
1902,  at  trial  befun  Mr.  Jndct 
Ridley  ft  oommon  Jaiv,  Hiddto- 
sex  Febnvr  13 

39  F.  Foster  (an  infant,  by  Reuben  Fuiter  bis  Fiite 
and  text  Friend)  «.  Tm 
appln.  of  Pltfb.  for  jodgt  or  NT 
trial  on  appL  fnim  veidiGt  nl 
judgt ,  dated  Feb.  3,  IMS,  it  t.iil 
before  Mr.  Jubftice  Bigbim  k 
common  Jmr,  Middlesex 

FebwjU 

31    Hart  Rogera  (issue)   apphi.  of  Fhff.  k 

Jodgt.  or  new  trial  oo  apd.  fna 
verdict  ft  Jodgt..  dated  Jia.  % 
1902,  at  trialbefore  Mr.  Jwtkt 
Lawrance  and  special  Jmr*  ^i'* 
dlesex  Fetotuij" 

33  Van  Grotten  ft  anr.  v.  Trevener  appln.  <  Wj- 
for  Jodgt.  or  new  trial  oa  ipfL 
fVom  verdict  and  jadgt,  dsHd 
Jan.  31, 1902,  at  trial  befbi«  Mr. 
Justice  Cbannell  ft  c  mmoo  J07, 
Middlesex  FebnwyU 

33  Lambcume        Shrlmpton      appln.  of  P>tir.  for 

Jodgt  or  new  trial  en  appL  tim 
verdict  ft  Jodgt,  dated  Feb.  1, 
1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Jorfce 
Phllllmore  and  oomntou  Jorx,  Ox- 
ford Febrnary  tt 

34  Rattee  Norwich    Electric   Tnmwir  Co. 

(Norwich  District  Kegi*y) 
appln.  of  Defts.  for  jmlgt  or  aej 
trial  on  appl.  from  vendici  « 
Judgt ,  dated  Feb.  1, 1901,  at  tnt 
beiore  Mr.  Justice  GnuthiB 
and  special  jury,  Nwwlch 

FebraarylT 
33    Duclces  Strong  ft  Co.    appln.  of  Deitt  fct 

judgt  or  new  trial  on  ai»pl.  f^■ 
veidict  ft  judgt.,  dateJ  Feb.  S, 
1902.  at  trial  before  Mr.  Ji^ 
Cbannell  and  special  Jarr.  I>i» 

FehnuiT» 
88    Barnes  Richards  ft  ore.    appln.  of  F»ffJ[J 

judgt.  or  new  tnal  on  appL  n* 
vettilct  ft  judgt.  dat«d  Feb.  1^ 
190  i.  at  trial  before  -Tbe  l^ 
Chlrf  Justice  and  jury,  Jtiddlerex 

Febroaryn 

37  Lang  liovatt    appln.  d  Deft  f' W 

or  new  t.-lal  on  appl.  frun  «n» 
ft  Judgt,  dated  Feb.  H  iJJt^ 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  RUk! 
aud  common  jury,  MiddlSKX 

FebnaiyM 

38  Stoddart  The    Watchnukers*   AUiance  tt 

appbi.  of  Defte.  for  Ja«lgt  or  kJ 
trial  on  appl.  from  venlW  J 
Judgt.,  dated  Feb.  25.  l»%A 
trial  before  Mr.  Jiutlce  mtf 
with  a  Jury,  Dorbam 

Febnaiyft 

39  Eingham  Giddy    apphi.  of  Pltff.  fur  ja^« 

new  trial  on  appl.  fSnom  *«™^'7 
Jodgt,  dated  Feb.  7,  !««.  » 
trl2  belbre  Mr.  Justice  Hgba 
and^peclalJoi7,MMdto«^^ 

40  Wightwick        Pope  and  Tbe  Absolute  Life  i«««- 
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Go.  Id.  appln.  of  Defts.  for  Jadgt. 
or  new  kiikl  on  wpl.  from  verdict 
&  Jndgt,  dated  Feb.  11,  1903,  at 
trUl  before  The  Lord  Chief  Jaatke 
and  special  Jary,  Middlesex 

March  4 

U  Lavtker  Boss    appln.  of  Pltif.  for  Jndgt.  or 

new  trial  <»i  appl.  fkom  verdict  & 
Jndgt,  dated  March  6,  1903,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  JubUce  Kennedy 
and  ppeclal  jury,  Middlesex 

March  13 

42  Bogos  Cooaens     applo.    of     Deft,     fur 

Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appl.  from 
venUct  &  Jndgt.,  dated  March  11. 
1903,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Grantham  and  special  Jnry, 
Middlesex  March  16 

ti  GazMT  Wesley   appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jodgt. 

•r  new  trial  on  i^pl.  from  ver- 
dict k  Jndgt,  dated  February 
IT,  1903.  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Biuoe  (Leicester  District 
Registry)  for  Mr.  Justice  Buckley 
(Chancery  Division),  with  a  Jnry, 
Leicester  March  17 

44  MUam  Porvia  r.  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  Co-open- 
tive  Soe.  Id.  appln.  of  Pltif.  for 
Jndgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl.  fixnn 
veMict  &  Jndgt.,  dated  Feb.  33, 
1903,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Lawrance  and  a  Jnry,  Newcastle 
March  30 

tt  Rcttkh  The  HewlandsGriqualand  Diamond 

Mines  Id.  appln.  of  Defts.  for 
Jndgt.  or  new  trial  on  appL  from 
verdict  A  Jndgt.,  dated  March  14, 
1003,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Jusdoe 
Phiilimore  ft  common  Jury, 
Middlesex  March  31 

41  SpMBcr  Eveson,   &g.  Co.   Id.     appln.  of 

Deft  for  Jodgt.  or  new  trial  on 
appl.  tnim  verdict  &  Jodgt., 
datwi  Feb.  30,  1903,  at  trial 
beftne  Mr.  Justice  Bruce  k 
special  Jury,  Derby        March  37 

<'  Morrj  AUdns  h  anr.    appln.  of  Defts. 

for  Judgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
fh>m  verditt  k  Jndgt.,  dated 
,  1903,  at  trial 
before  Mr.  Justice  Wills  and 
fpedaljury,  Middlesex 

March  V 

From  the  King's  Bench  Divtsion. 

ISTEBIiOOUTOBT  Lm. 

leoo. 

1  MsithewB  k  ors.  v.  GqUb  k  anr.  appL  of  Pltif.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Bucknill, 
dated  June  13,  1900  (security 
ordered)*  June  36 

1801. 

S  XdRB  Rosenberg     appl.   of  Deft   fhim 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Day,  dated 
March  18,  1901  (s.o.  pending 
settiement)  March  31 

i  Uaderhill  k  anr.  v.  Lindon  appl.  of  Deft  ftom 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Day,  dated 
March  3S,  1901  (security  ordered) 
April  18 

A'igo  Vigo   appl.  of  Pltit  frtnn  order  of 

Mr.  Jui>Uce  Day,  dated  April  30, 
1901 

yigD  Vigo    appl.  of  PltfT.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Day,  dated  April  17, 
1901  (s.o.  till  after  Master's  re- 
port) April  34 

1802. 

S  XeilB  Lady   Oordon    I^nnox     appl.   of 

Dieft  from  order  of  The  Lord 
Chit-f  Justice,  dat«>d  March  4, 
1903,  non-Jury,  Middlesex 

part  beard 

t  Xewell  Povah  appl.  of  Pltff.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Brnce^  dated  Marck 
14,  1903  Marcb  33 

•  KUictt  Garrett  appl.  of  PltfT.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Jurtioe  BnckniH,  dated  March 
8,  1903  March  19 

«  iHie  Lbwtype  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Johnston  Die  Press  Co. 

I  Id.    appl.  of  Pltffia.  fh>m  order  cf 

Mr.  Justice  Bucknill.  dated  March 

MVTheSsme         The  Same     appl.  of  Pltilk  from 
order  of  Mr.   Justice  Bucknill, 
I  dated  March  11, 1903 

it  lite  JohnetcQ  Die  Press  Co.  Id.  v.  the  Linotype  Co. 


Id.  appL  of  Dtfts.  fhmk  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Bucknill,  dated 
March  11, 1903  March  35 

12  The  London  and   Northern   Bank   Id.  u.  Qeorge 

Newnes  appL  of  Pltfftk  ijrom 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Bucknill, 
dated  March  6, 1903       March  36 

13  Holland  Bennett    appl.  of  PltfT.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Bucknill,  dated 
March  11, 1903  March  31 

14  Ellis  Neck    apoL  of  F.H.W.  Sills  fhim 

, order  cir  Mr.  Justice  Bucknill, 

"**  dated  March  18, 1903     March  34 

15  a  South  African  Venture  Syndicate  Id.  v.  The  Piah 

Gold  Mines  Id.  k  Atome  Mines  Id. 
appl.  of  Pltff^  fhun  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bruce,  dated  March  19, 
1902  March  35 

16  The  Britiah  Workmen's  k  General  Assce.  Co.  Id. 

(Applts.)  V.  cnnlilfe  (Bespt) 
ICrawn  Side^  appU  of  Applts. 
from  order  of  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice  and  Justices  Darling  k 
ChanneU,  dated  March  12. 1903 

March  26 

17  Thomas  Chance    appl.  of  Applt  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Bucknill,  dated 
March  11, 1902  March  37 

18  Anger  Vasnier   appl.  of  Pltffs.  frmn  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Bucknill,  dated 
March  22, 1902  March  27 


In  re  The  Workmen's  Compensaiion 
Act,  1B&7. 


(Fbom  Oouhtt  Goubt.) 


f  In  the  Matter,  ftc 

\w.r  - 


1801. 


E.  Jones  (an  infut)  by  WUliam  Williams^  next 
friend.  Applicant  «.  Lawrence  k 
Niool,  Beq>t  (Ovion  ;S»dei  ^pL 
of  Applicant  firom  award  of  County 
Court  (Lancashire,  Liverpool), 
dated  Jan.  24, 1901  (restored) 

February  14 

„  (In  tiie  Matter,  &c 

^  1  Eliiabetii  JarreU  (the  legal  pemooal  representative 
of  W.  Jiuiett,  dec.).  Applicant  «. 
The  Ffoldan  OolUerieB  Co.  Id., 
Respts.  CCrown  Side)  appL  of 
Bespts.  from  award  of  (xxaiAj 
Court  (Giamorganshirsb  Bridge 
end),  dated  May  24, 1901    June  6 

,  (In  the  Matter,  kc 

^  (John  Owen,  Applicant  v.  George  Clark  Id.,  Bespt 
(Croicn  Side)  appL  of  Applicant 
from  award  of  County  Court  (Dur- 
ham, Sunderland),  dated  May  16, 
1901  June  6 

Stand  over  till  after  Judgment  given  in  *<Wrigley  «. 
Whittaker  "  in  House  of  Lords  (by  order) 

.  )  In  the  Matter,  kc  - 
(Bryan  Ki-nney,  Applicant  v.  Harrison  k  Singleton, 
Respts.     appL  of  Respls.  from 
award  of  County  Court  (Durham, 


( In  the  Matter,  &c. 


West  Hartlepool),  dated  June  14, 
[restored) 


1901  (n 


July  2 


,i 

**  (  Hichard  Peiry,  Applicant  v.  Joseph  Baker  and  Sons, 
Respts.  (jCrovm  Side)  appl.  of 
Applicant  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Middlesex,  MaryleboneX 
dated  June  17,  1901  (security 
ordered)  July  6 

.  1  In  the  Matter,  &c 

^  (George  BarleU,  Applicant  v.  W.  Gray  k  Co.,  Respts. 
{Croum  Side)  appl.  of  Respts. 
from  award  of  County  Court 
(Middlesex,  Bow),  dated  July  10, 
1901  •         July  22 

,  J  In  the  Matter,  &c. 

'  \john  Henry  Matthews,  Applicant  v.  The  Penrikyber 
Navigation  Colliery  Go.  Id., 
Respts.  (Crown  Side)  appl.  of 
Respts.  irom  award  of  County 
Court  (Glamorganshire,  Abpr- 
dare  k  Mountain  Aish),  dated 
July  8, 1901  July  27 

^  i  In  the  Matter.  &c. 
(Abrsham  McDougall,  Applicant  o.  Holupfel's  Com- 
position Co.  Id.,  Respts.  (^Crown 
Side)  appl.  of  Applicant  from 
award  of  County  Court  (Lanca- 
shire,  Liverpool),  dated  Sept  13, 
1901  (security  ordered) 

September  24 


a  ( In  the  Matter,  kc. 

''(Morris,   Applicant  v.  Darcy  Lever  Coal  On.  U.. 


^g  I  In  thejtf  atter,  &c. 


Rebpt.  and  the  Northern 
ployers'  Mutual  Indemnity  Co.  M. 
(Insurers)  Crown  Side  amU  of 
Insurers  from  award  of  Oondty 
Court  (Lancashire,  BoItan%  daleil 
Sept.  23,1901  OddlnrV 

Mary  FjBton  (widow)^  Applicant  v.  J.  E.  Bdwardu, 
Beqpt.  (Crown  Side)  appL  uT 
Bespt  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Denbighshire  Wrexbam), 
dated  Oct  3, 1961         October  IC 

i8oa 

,,  jIn  the  Matter,  &c 

^*^  (Martha  Losh,  Applicant  v.  Richard  Evans  ft  Co.  Id, 
Respts.  {Crown  Side)  appl.  «C 
Applicant  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Laocaabire,  6t  Heiene, 
Widnes\  dated  Jan.  10,  19M 
(restored  March  24, 1902) 

January  91 


,„  (In  the  Matter,  &c. 

"iwi 


1801. 


llliam  Male,  Applicant  v.  Nixon's  Navigation  Oo. 
Id.,  Revpts.  {^Crown  Side)  ap^ 
of  Respts.  Arom  award  of  Oooity 
Court  (Glamorganshire^  Mountain 
Ash),  dated  Sept  SO,  1901 

October  If 


J3  ( In  the  Matter,  &c. 


Hannah  Williams.  Applicant  tr.  Powell  Dufhyn 
Steam  Coal  Co.  Id.,  r  ^ 
(Crown  Side)  appL  of  J 
from  awani  of  County  Court 
r  Monmouthshire,  Trsdegar\date& 
Oct  8, 1901  OcMMg  S 

, .  ( In  the  Matter,  kc 

'■*  (Charles  Fletcher,  Applicant  «.  The  London  UntteA 
"namways  Id.,  Repts.  (Cntmm 
Side)  appl.  of  Applicant  from 
award  of  County  Court  (Middle- 
sex,  Brentford),  dated  Oct  2S. 
1901  October » 

,K  (lu  the  Matter,  kc 

'•^  lEliaa  ClatworUiy,  Applicant  v.  R.  k  H.  Green  Id.. 
Respts.  (Grown  Side)  appL  of 
Respts.  from  award  of  Oonnty 
Court  (Middlesex,  Bow),  dsted 
Oct.  17,  1901  OctoberM 

.g  (In  tiie  Matter,  ^. 

(Thomas  Needham,  Applicant  v.  Geonse  Leader, 
Respt.  (Crown  Side)  appL  of 
Applicant  from  award  of  Omiiity 
Couit  (Durham,  Hartlepool), 
dated  Oct.  11,  1901  (security 
ordered)  October  M 

,.  fin  the  Matter,  &c 

*'  (William  Henry  St  George.  AppUcant  v.  Tim 
Lighting  Corpn.  Id.,  BesplB. 
(Crown  Side)  appL  of  Bespts. 
fh>m  award  of  County  C<Niit  ' 
(Surrey,  Croydon),  dated  Oct  16, 
1901  November  1 


•  a  fin  the  Matter,  kc 


Filiiaheth  Jane  Falrey,  Applicant  v.  John  Rathe, 
Reqyt  ICrown  Side)  appL  of 
Respt  from  award  of  Oonnty 
Court  (Chester,  fifrkenlieadX 
dated  Oct.  38, 1901     No^'ember  I 

.0  (In  the  Matter,  kc 

^  (Henry  Annltage,  Applicant  v.  The  Lancashire  and 
Yorlcshlre  By.  Co.,  Respts.  (Cnmm 
^ide)  appl.  of  Respts.  fbom  award 
ofCountyO>urt(Lanca8hir^  Man- 
cfaester),  dated  Oct.  21. 1901 

November  4 

«„  (In  the  Matter,  &c. 

'"  iWllllam  Jobdou  McMiUan,  Applicant  v.  The  Prince 
of  Wales  Dry  Dock  Co.  Id.,  Bespts. 
(Crown  Side)  appL  of  Respts. 
from    awaid    of   County    '^     ' 


Court 


22, 1901  November  « 

o,  ( In  the  Matter,  &c 

'^t  Nancy  Woby,  Applicant  v.  Tho  ShelBeld 
Water  Syndicate  Id., 
(Croion  Side)  appl.  of 
from  award  of  County  Ooait 
(Yorkshire.  Sheffield),  dated  Oct. 
31,  1901  NoveBber  U 

«^  5  In  the  Matter,  kc 

"  I  James  Carney,  AppUcant  v.  Walter  Scott  k  Middle. 
ton   Id.,  Respts.   (Crown  SUe} 

r.  of  AppUcant  fbom  awird 
County  Court  (Yorksiiii^ 
Sheffield),  dated  Oct  24,  IMt 
(security  ordered)    Noveoiber  t 
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•,C  In  the  Matter,  Ac. 

'''*  I  Robert  AabtOD,  AppUcant  v.  CaUeoder's  Cable  9t 
Constnictlon  Co.  Id.,  Respts. 
(Crown  Hide)  appl.  of  Applicant 
from  award  of  County  Conit 
(Yorkshire,  Sheffield),  dated  Oct. 
25, 1901  Csecozity  ordered) 

November  13 

^.  (In  the  Matter,  Itc. 

iFrederlck  Burnett,  Applicant  v.  The  Dmry  Lane 
Theatre  Id.,  ReepU.  {Crown  Side) 
appl.  of  Reapts.  ftom  award  of 
Connty  Conrt  (Middlesex,  Shore- 
ditch),  dated  Nov.  15.  1901 

November  21 


„  ( In  the  Matter,  fto. 
**  Kharlee  Goodwin,  j 


«.  ( In  the  Matter,  &c 


Applicant  V,  Scmttoua  Id.,  ReeptB. 
{Croivn  Side)  appl.  of  Appli- 
cant fh>m  award  of  County  Goort 
(Bnex,  Grays),  dated  Nov.  9. 
1901  November  22 


George  Hughes,  the  younger  (by  Oeoive  Hngh?8. 
his  (kther  and  next  friend),  Ap- 
nlicAnt  V.  The  Lancashire  & 
Yorkshire  Ry.  Co.,  Respts. 
{Crown  Side)  appL  of  Appli- 
cant from  award  <^  Connty  Court 
(Lancashire,  Manchester),  dated 
Nov.  4,  1901  November  23 


2f  CfotheMattor,  Ace 


Thomas  Redden,  AppUcact  v.  Siddall  &  HUton  Id., 
Respts.  {Crown  Side)  appl.  of 
Applicant  from  award  of  (X>unty 
Court  (Yorkshire,  Halifax),  dated 
Nov.  7,  1901  November  27 


tj  In  the  Matter,  Itc. 


(Hannah  Sonthem,  Applicant  v.  The  Abram  Coal 
Co.  Id.,  Respts.  {Crown  Stde) 
appl.  of  Respts.  ft«>iu  award  of 
Coonty  C(  urt  (Lsncashire, 
Wigan),  dated  Dec.  3,  1901 

December  18 


,B  5  In  the  Matter,  Ac. 


Samnel  Kniverton,  Applicant «.  The  Darcy  Lever 
Coal  Co.  Id.  and  The  Northern 
Employers'  Mutual  Indemnity 
Co.  Id.,  Respts.  (Cnwn  Side) 
KppU  of  Insurers  from  award  of 


30^ 


County  Court  (Lancashire,  Bol- 
ton), dated  Dec.  4.  1901 

December  20 

1802. 

In  the  Matter,  Itc 

Alexander  Lee  Isaacson  &  Annie  Levy  Isaacson, 
I  his  wife,  AppUcanU  v.  The  New 

\  Grand,  Clapham  Junction.  Elespts. 

I  appl.  of  Applicant  from  award  of 

!  Deputy  of  Coonty  Court  (West- 

minster), date  J  Dec.  16,  1901 

January  l 
( In  the  Matter,  fra 

(John  Terrell  Newman,  Applicant  v.  The  Mayor, 
&c.    of    Southampton,     Respts. 
appl.  of  Respr.  fh>m  award  of 
I  :ijg  Connty  Court  (  Hampshire,  South- 

ampton), dated  Jan.  24,  1902 
(stay  granted  pending  appeal) 

February  3 
I  ,.  t  III  the  Matter,  &c 

I  ^^  I  John   Wall    Holmes,    Applicart  v.  The  City  of 
Bliminghtim  Tramways  Co.  Id., 
I  Respts.    appl.  of  Applicant  from 

award  of  Countv  CX>uit  (War- 
wickshire, Birmingham),  date-i 
Jan.  22,  1902  February  7 

„  fin  the  Matter.'&c 

^  \Jules  Foze,  AppUcant  v.  Charles  ManzeU,  Respt. 
appl.  of  Applicant  from  award 
of  County  Court  (Middlesex, 
Westminster),  dated  Jan.  20, 
1902  Fefamaiy  10 

,.  (In  the  Matter,  Iec 

^*  \E\len  Tansill.  Applicant  v.  Evan  William  Howell, 
Respt  appl.  of  Respt.  flnom  award 
of  County  Court  (Herefoitlshlie, 
Ross),  dated  Feb.  I,  1902 

February  14 
».  ( In  the  Matter,  &c. 

^^  (John  Harrison,  Applicant  v.  Mayor,  Aldermen  and 
Burgesses  of  thj  Borough  of 
Hartlepool,  Respt".  appl.  of  Ap- 
plicant from  award  of  Conn^ 
Court  (Durham,  West  Hartle- 
pool)b  dated  Jan.  14,  1902 

February  14 
,-  ( In  the  Matter,  Ac. 
^  (Ernest  Jones,  Applicant  v.  The  Great  Centml  Ry. 


appL  of 

of  Coonty  Court 


Co.,  Respts. 

from    award 

(York,  Daoca^ter),  dated  Feb.  U, 

1902  FebravyM 

„.  (In  the  Matter,  Ac 

"*'  \Charle8  Jewell,  Applicant  v.  The  Gnat  Wcsten 
Ry.  Co.,  Rebpts.  appLof  Bm^Il 
from  award  of  GaoMy  CMUt 
(Glamorgamhlre,  Cardiff),  dsted 
Feb.  6,1902  FebtiiaiylS 

^  ( In  the  Matter,  Ac. 

^  \  Annie  Maria  Dnuham,  Applicant  «.  Joseph  Ciaie. 
Respt.  appl.  of  Applicant  fan 
award  of  Coonty  Conrt  ^iford* 
bhtze,  Walsall),  dated  Feb.  12. 
1902  (security  o:dered) 

,o  fin  the  Matter,  &c. 

^  tHarold  Marshall,  Applicant  o.  F.  W.  Rodcfgrtfa, 

Respt.    appl.  of  Applicant  ftom 

award  of  Connty  Cooit (Yorkibirr, 

ScarborooghX  dattd  Feb.  18,  im 

Mirch: 

..( In  the  Matter,  &c. 

*^  I  Kitty  Hilder,  Applicant  «.  Rock,  HawUns  k 
Thorpe,  Respts.  appLofBeiptk 
fhxn  award  of  Coonty  Ooeit 
(Tunbridge  Wells),  dated  Feb.  so. 
1902  March  U 

. ,  ( In  the  Matter,  &c 

^^IMaglalen  Rachel  Collins  (widow)  AppUcant  a 
Johnson  A  Co.  ft  The  iUght  Hol 
W.  St.  John  Bcodrick,  tiecnttiy 
of  State  for  War,  Bcqits.  appl 
of  Respta.  fhn  awsnl  of  Comij 
Conrt  (Kent,  Wodwldi),  dUed 
Feb.  26,  1902  March  IS 

.«( In  the  Matter,  &C. 

*^  ^Maiy  Ann  Mall,  Applicant  v.  Tubes  Id.,  BesplL 

appl.  of  Applicant  ftaa  award  of 

Coonty  Court  (StalTonlshtre.  We* 

Biomwlch),  dated  March  14,  IM 

MaichU 

. «  i  In  the  Matter,  &c 

*^  { Evan  Jones  h  Mary  Jones,  AppUcantt  «.  Tie 
Universal  Steam  Coal  Ox  11. 
Re^ptfl.  appL  of  Re^la  Aoa 
award  of  County  Court  (Stow- 
ganahlre,  Puntypridd)^  Med 
March  12, 1902  liv^^ 


SUMMABY  OP  APPEALa 

General  Interlocatory  m  ..i 

List.  Motions.  *®"** 

1.  From  the  Chancery  Diyision 180  ••          9        ••  189 

2.  From  the  Probate  and  Dirorce  Dlnalon 7  ..        —        ••  7 

Final.  Interlocutory. 

8.  From  the  Connty  Palatine  Court  of  Lancaster        1  ..        —        ..  1 

4.  From  the  King's  Bench  Division 159  . .        18        . .  177 

5.  From  the  Probate,  Dirorce  and  Admiralty  Division  (Admiralty)                   7  . .        —        . .  7 

6.  From  the  King's  Bench  Division  Sitting  m  Bankruptcy  . .        •  •                  6  . ,        —        . ,  6 

7.  New  Trial  Paper           47  ..        —        ..  47 

Q  /In  re  The  Workmen's  Compensation  Act  \                                                    .^  .^ 

**•  \From  County  Court                                  /            *^  "'        "        "  *^ 

Totals    •.        ..   400  27  .487 

JV.B.^The  above  List  contains  Chanoery,  Palatine,  and  King's  Bench  Final  and  Interlocutory  Appeals  set  down  to 

March  27th,  1902. 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

CHANCERY    DIVISION. 


EASTER.  SITTINGS,  1902. 


NOTICES  RELATING  TO  THE  CHANCEBT  CAUSE  LIST. 

Motions,  Petitions,  and  Short  Causes  will  be  taken  on  the  days  stated  in  the  Easter  Sittings  Paper. 

Mb.  Jvvacm  Kkkbwigh. — ^Except  when  other  Business  is  advertised  in  the  Daily  Cause  List,  Mr.  Justice  Kexewich  will  nit  fur  ^ 
disposal  of  His  Lordship's  Witness  List  daily  throughout  the  Sittings,  to  the  exclusion  of  other  ~ 
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Mb.  Jusncn  Btrnx.— Exoept  when  other  Baslneas  is  in  the  Daily  Cause  List,  Mr.  Jostioe  Btbrx  will  sit  for  the  disposal  of  His 
Lordship's  Witness  List  daily  throughout  the  Sittings  to  the  exclusion  of  other  business. 

Mb.  Ji»n<ni  Fabwsll. — The  retained  Actions  witli  Witnesses  will  be  taken  by  Mr.  Justice  Fabwell  on  days  to  be  announced  in  the 
Daily  Cause  List. 

Liverpool  and  Manchester  Business. — Mb.  Jubtiob  Fabwbll  if  ill  take  Liverpool  and  Manchester  Bushness  as  follows : — 

1.  Motions,  Short  Causes,  Petitions  and  Adjourned  Bummonses  on  erery  other  Saturday,  oommfinoing  with  Saturday, 

April  12th. 

2.  Smmnonses  in  Chambers  will  be  taken  on  every  other  Saturday,  oonunenoing  with  Saturday,  April  12th. 
Mb.  Jusnox  Bugocuet  will  take  his  Business  as  announced  in  the  Easter  Sittings  Paper. 

Ml.  JumoB  JoTOE  will  take  the  retained  Witness  Actions  from  time  to  time  as  the  state  of  the  Non- Witness  List  may  permit. 

Mb.  JuniCB  SwnnraN  EADT.—Except  when  other  Business  is  advertised  in  the  Daily  Cause  List,  Mr.  Justice  Swinfen  Eadt  will  take 
Actions  with  Witnesses  daily  throughout  the  Sittings,  to  the  exclusion  of  other  Business. 


hrfon  ike  Judge  in  Ohambflrt.— Justices  Fabwell,  Buoklbt  and  Jotob  wiU  sit  in  Court  the  whole  day  on  every  Monday 
during  the  Sittings  te  hear  Chamber  Summonses. 
ftawomiii  Adfowmed  into  Oonrl  will  be  taken  as  follows:— Mr.  Justice  Kbkbwiob,  as  stated  in  the  DaUy  Cause  List;   Mr.  Justice 
Btbne,  with  Non-Witness  Actions  on  days  to  be  announced;   Mr.  Justice  Fabwell,  with  Nou- Witness  Actions;    Mr.  Justice 
BucKLBT,  with  Kon- Witness  Actions;  and  Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  with  Non-Witness  Actions. 


SPECIAL  NOTICE   WITH  REFERENCE  TO   THE  CHANCERY   WITNESS  LISTS. 

Duriag  the  Easter  Sittings  the  Judges  will  sit  for  the  disposal  of  Witness  Actions  as  follows  :— 
Mr.  Justice  Kxbxwioh  will  take  his  Witness  List  as  announced  above. 
Mr.  Justioe  Btbvb  will  take  his  Witness  List  as  announced  above. 
Mr.  Justice  Fabwbll  will  take  the  retained  Witness  Actions  as  announced  above. 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley  will  take  his  retained  Witness  Action  on  April  16th. 
Mr.  Justioe  Jotob  will  take  his  retained  Witness  Actions  as  announced  above. 
Mr.  Justioe  Swikfen  Eadt  will  take  his  Witness  List  as  announced  above. 


CHANCERY  CAUSES  FOR  TRIAL  OR  HEARING,  Ht  down  to  Ma/rch  ^th,  19Q2. 


Before  Mr.  JoBtioe  EixiwiaB. 
RekUned  hy  Order. 

ASJOUBMB)  SlTHMOiriBB. 


IWaiie 


Drake 


FlarklBflaB  (8.0.) 
Drake  (8.0.) 


(  Ib  re  Anglo- American  Coii»tnictkn  Go.  Id. 
( White  TheOompany    3  smunouMe  (8.0.) 

LithnBnflbnl 
>  *  ( Fmeny  Whlt«h«8d  (s.o. ) 

b  re  de  KIcoIb  (to  be  in  the  Paper  April  9th,  bat 

not  before  3  o'clock) 
(h  n  BaTmenl 
(Toaer  Fatten    Bomns.  with  witneaNe  (8.0. 

geneially) 
(InreHiU 


(Stvgeie  HIUC8.0W  generally)  pi.  hd. 

P  lBTeOoxw«U  Bogar'B  Tmsta  k  Tnntee  Act  (to  be 
in  Paper  on  April  11) 


MonOHS. 

Bndlqr  QynMCtobeinPaper  April  11) 

Davis  Appleton  (to  be  tn  Fkper  April  1 1) 

bnatandbridge 

SviMleo  Ooltrell  (to  be  in  Finer  April  11) 

Klttel  Mc  Kelrie (U be inPaper  April  11) 

Tte  Btrer  Boden  Co.  Id.  «.  The  Urban  DiatriGt 
CoancU  of  Barking  Town  (to  be 


in  Ptoer  April  11) 
<  TfaeCarpeatera'  Go. «.  The  Loodoa  WaU 
(8.0.  generally) 


VUBIHBB  OovamiBATKHr. 


Co. 


Lodge  fc  Harper  tm.aM.kt 
to  vary  (restored) 


Caubu  vob  Tbuu 
{With  WUneetes.) 


iiJkCo.ld.v.TheSwl88Mllkv 
<  Co.    action 

(In  re  Registered  Tnuie^Marka,  No. 


Carfrae 
Attoroey-Qen. 


BlooBt   aotkm  (reelored)  pt.  hd. 
Birmingham,  Tkme  k  Bea  ^^ 


280,M9.   asa.162  k  1  P^^^i* 


District 
(B.o.  not  I 


Drainage  Board 

before  Trinity.  1903) 
Harrison  Oracie     actkm    k    oomiter-claim 

(PltfT.  bankrupt) 
MadockB  dark    actkm 

Champion,  Sons  k  .Hart  «.  Marshall    action  (not 

until  8  weeks  after  delivery  of 

defence,  kc) 
McConoel  Wright    action 

Watklns  Hall    action 

Morris,  Marshall  k  Poole  v.  Roberts    actton 
Kent  Coal  Kzploration  Co.  Id.  v.  Brown    acUon 
The  Sarile  Town  Chemical  Co.  Id. 


Radway 

Masters 
Nathan 
Saunders 

1ft    Nightingale 
Hennessy 
Duxant 


Qtoa-~'*'~" 


Grand  Pump   Room  Hotel  Co.  of 

Bath  Id. 
Drew    action 

Landau    action  (Trinity  sitthigB) 
The  London  Electric  Snpply  Corpn. 

M.    actkm 
Reynokis    action 
Dompe    actkm 
Adamson    action 
Browne    action  &  counter-claim 
The  Brittsh   Motor  Traotkm  Co.  M.  v.  Outhenbi 
Ghallendre  action  (8.0.  till  certain 
oostspald) 
Automatk  Air  Tight  Cover  Co.  kL  v.  Ryland's  QUss 

and  Engineering  Co.  Id.    action 
The  New  Lydenbeig  Mineral  Ezpk>ring  Co.  Id. «. 
The    Transraai    Land    Co.    Id. 
action 
Bansemer  The  London  Music  Hall  Id.     acti<m 

The  Capital  k  Counties  Bank  ki.  v.  Rhodes    actkm 
Patton  Barber    action  (PltfL  dead) 

Clarke  Earl    action 

Cross  Spalding    actton 

Terry  Davies 


LalTlere  moto. 

ordered  to  be  set 
down  k  come  on 
with  above  action     / 


together) 


30    Millwall  Dock  Co.  v.  The  Agricultoial  Organiing 
Agency     action   for    trial   and 
coimter>claim 
Evans  Hoggan    actkm 

In  re  Billings'  Puent,  No.  18,386  of  1900  peto. 
entered  in  Witness  List  (by 
Older) 
In  re  Letters  Patent.  No.  3S,94T  of  1897,  granted  to 
Harry  Perrin  and  In  re  Patent*, 
kc.  Acts,  1888  to  188))  petn.  to 
come  into  Witness  LltA 
Andrew  Wells    aetkm 

35    Hirschell  Strauss    actton 

Preston  Godfrey    action 

British  Motor  Tnactkm  Co.  kL  v.  Longoemare  action 
Boyd  Dawson    actkm 

McCarthy  Uses    actton 

40    VanPraagh       Everidge    actkm 
"    '  Smith    actk>n 

Bush    action  (restored) 
Hyde  Park  Court  Id.    action 
Kenway    actkm 
Bnshell   action 
Mullens  fc  Co.  kL  v.  Harris    actkm 
Attorn^-Gen.  Rural  District  OouncU  of  Lunesdale 

afjfkm  (restored) 
Foerster  The  Newlaods  ^west  Griqualand) 

Diamond  Mines  kL    actkm  (fixed 
for  April  8) 
Pattinson  Armetreog   actkm 

60    The  British  Homes  Aseoe.  Corpn.  kl. «.  Patterson 


Othen 


Intematk>nal  Tea  Co.'s  Stores  Id. 
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Lowe  Lord 

Btichuian  The  WeBtem  Gazette  Ck).  Id.  action 

without  pleadlDgs 
Stappe  Stappe    action 

Prampton  Heogee   action 

Osberne  (Duke  of  Leeds')  v.  Clarkaon    action 
Rimell  k  Allaop  v.  Barher    action 
Byng  Stq>henB   action  &  oonnter-claim 

Herbert  Alexander  &,  Cot  Id.  v.  Gordon    action 
G.  Rloordi  k  Co.  v.  J.  Poole    action 
Eeyior  SmiCh    artion 

Major  of  Hore  The  Brlghtonlntercepilng  k  Ontfall 

Sewers  Board    action 
Edgar  Laurie    action 

Watklns  Watklns    action  k  motn.  for  Judgt. 


Befoie  Mr.  Joatdoe  Btbhb. 

Retained  by  Order. 

Adjotjbned  Suhhoxses. 


I  i  In  re  Curry's  Estate 
^tTbompoon  Catnadi    adjd. 


2  (In  re  Cooper 


pt.  hd. 


i  Cooper 


Cooper     adjdt    snmjis.     pt.   hd. 
(liberty  to  amend) 
f.  jln  re  BfCgfitt,  dec. 

°  (BaggeU  Hodgklnson    a4Jd.  siunns. 

.  ( In  re  FOyser,  dec 
*  ( LandOQ  Poyeer    adJd.  i 


snmns. 
.( In  re  Edward  Smith,  dec. 
^  (Loagbraa  Smith    adJd.  somns. 

.  tin  re  Ekiward  Smith,  dec. 
*  (Loaghian  Smith  (restored  by  order)    a4Jd. 

snmns. 
»  «Inze  Jolm  Lncas  Allen 
^  iBrinaley  Stirling    a4)d.  snmns. 


ClnreCnsTen 
iBottoraley 


de  Kauttow    adJd.  snmns. 


Pbtitionb. 

Montefiore  Gnedalla 

In  re  Smith 

Smith 


^  iiSmith 


Causes  roR  Tbial. 
(WUh  WUneaes.^ 


(In  re  Dunn 


^tBrinklow 
3    Ackerman 
»  ( In  re  Brown 
^tBrown 


Singleton    action  (restored) 
Smallpleee    action  (s.o.) 


Brown    action  (8.o.  till  after  Pro- 
bate Aotion  disposed  of) 
4    International  Bank  of  London  «.  Rio  de  Janeiro 
Floor  Mills    actkm  (sUyed  until 
depoeitioos  filed) 
6    Adler  Joel     action  (stayed  till  10  days 

after  return  of  commission) 
6    Sacli  Cottrell    action  f  stayed  until  return 

of  oommtseion) 
1    The  Welsbach  Incandescent  Lamp  Co.  Id.  v.  Stan- 
dard Inoandescent  Gas  Light  Co. 
Id.    action  (stayed  until  return  of 
coramiasionj 
Kimber  (s.o.  May  1) 
Kdwards    action 
McCnUnm    action 
Wood  k  ore.    action 
Geo.   Newnes  Id.    (Wide   World) 

action 
Geo.  Newnes  Id.  (Traveller)  action 
Webster  k  an.    action  &  motn.  for 
Judgt. 
Reason  Manulkcturing  Co.  Id.  v.  Kmest  F.  Moy  Id. 
action 

16  Wrlford  Patrick    action 

17  Strange  Smith    action 

18  Dyson  k  anr.     Greening  k  Sons  Id.  motn.  by  onler 

and  mon 
,a  tin  re  Thompson 
^*  )  Snelgar,  Wfilis  k  Co.  tr.  Webster  k  on.    action 

20  The  Attorney-Gen.  k  Bray  e.  The  Mayor,  Burgesses 

of  the  Borough  of  Hastings  action 

21  Nicholson  DanielB   aotion 
„  jln  re  G.White,  dec 

"  I  Nicholls  k  anr.  Seammen  k  ore.    action 

21    OottUck  Evans    action 

24    Jared  WaUeAom.    action 

26    The  Worthington  Pumping  Engine  Co.  o.  Moore 


8  Goodson 

9  Robeon 

10  Knott 

11  SomervUle 

12  pitxGerald 

lalFitsGerald 
14    Burroughs 


15 


Before  Mr.  Jostioe  Faewbll. 

Betained  by  Order, 

Causes  fob  Tbjaim 

CWUh  WUnemt,) 


Crusoe  Marks    aotion  (s.o.)  pt.  bd. 

Bumside  Bumside    action  (s.o.  until  return 

of  commission) 
Webster    action  (restored) 
Wandsworth  Boro'  Council    action 

pt.  hd.  (not  before  June  26) 
Weatherley    action)  by  Certlllcate 
Davlaon    action       )     ooonected 
( In  re  Joseph  Davis 
I  Davis  Davis    action    pt.  hd. 

7    Ashby  Bee  Ac  Co.  Id.    action 


Rlmmer 
Leader 

5  ( Davison 
>  Davison 


Causes  fob  Tbial. 

iWUhotU  WUne$$es  and  Adjowmed 
8ummonte$,} 

In  re  Trusts  of  Marriage  Settlement  of  Henry  Joseph 
Yeraon  k  Emiiy,  his  wife   wiJA. 


I.  (S.O.) 


( In  re  J.  J.  Delany's  Trusts 
fConoley  Unick    adJd.  eumns.  (restored) 

Butlln  HaU™ 

( In  re  Swales 

{Halgh  Swales    a4Jd.  snmns.  (Pltlf.  dead) 

.  ( In  re  Lawrence 

^  \  Bardwick  Sentor    adjA.  snmns.  (rastarad) 

Finney  Kendrlk  Ac  Fisks  (3rd  parties)  action 

(Liverpool  D.R.— e.o.  1st  Liver- 
pool day) 
( In  re  MoMurdo 

iPenfleld  McMurdo    adJd.  sunms.  (to  come 

on  with  fur.  con.  when  set  down) 
JInreTomlinson 

(Martin  Norman    adJd.  sumns. 

In  re  ScrattoQ,  Tnffnell  &  Beridge    adJd.  sumns. 
,„  Jln  re  Hammond 

^"  (Hammond         Eustace    an^d.  snmns. 
(In  re  H.  Carlsaon's  Estate 
(Poulson  Saiford    adJd.  sumns. 

j  In  re  Etommlng 
IWard  OUver    adJd.  a 

,.  jIureFenton 


(Fenton 


Fenton    adtJd.  sumns. 


FUBTHIB  CONBlDBBATIOZrS. 

JIu  re  Harvey 

(Harvey  Harvey    for.  con. 

( In  re  Johnson 

(Robert  Attomer-Gen.     tar.  con.  k  adJd. 


Hedley  Reitmeyer  fur.  con.  k  a4)d.  sumns. 

Hobson  Layoock    Air..con.  k  adJd.  sumns. 

.  (InreWhitham 

^>Whitham  Davies    far.  con.  (restored) 

Jfin  re  Carltn's  Trusts 

(Trustees»   Ezecuton  k  Securities  (3orpn.   Id.   «. 
Boydell    for.  con. 


( In  re  Phenlx 
(Hemmant 


Phenlx    far.  con.  and  adJd.  sumns. 


Before  Mr.  Jostioe  Buoklbi. 

Betained  by  Order. 

Causes  fob  Trial. 

{WUh  WUneues) 


Broome 


Speak      action    (April    16  a'^ter 
pthd.) 


FUBTHBB  CoNSIDBBATIOlfB. 


.  ( In  re  Hellyer,  dec. 
^i  Bennett 


2    Watts 


Bennett    fur.  con. 
DrlsooU    fur.  con. 


,  (In  re  Sllvaul,  dec 

*t  Alexander  Butler   fur.  am.  (restored) 

M  jInreLettsom 
(Equitable  Reversiontry  Intarest  Soc  Id.  r.  Fisher 
fur.  con. 


Causes  fob  Tbial. 

(Without  TFAiMMw  and  A^jourmed 
Summoiuee.') 


Gumey  (s-o.  till  after  report) 


( In  re  Gumey 

( Gumey 

jIu  re  Webster 

(Marrtott  Turner    motn.  (restored) 

)  In  re  Gosling 

(Gosling  Gosling  (restored)  ftxrtber  1 

In  the  Matter  of  the  Companies'  Acta,  1862  to  1890 
and  In  the  Matter  of  John  Henry 
k  Co.  Id.  motn.  treated  as  trial 
of  action 

( In  re  Bamford's  Estate 

{ Bamfbrd  Bitemui    ai^d.  sumns. 

j  In  re  Bennett's  Trunta 


(Bennett 
Coles 

( In  re  Fane 

(Fane 

jln  reHalfon 

IFranklin 


Bennett    adJd.  somna. 
Beale     motn.  fhr  Judgt.  (Brighton 
D.R.) 

Fane    adjd.  snmns. 


Halfon    motn.  fivr  Judlgt.  (by  order 
without  pleadings) 
(In  re  Andrew,  dec. 
(Creasey  Greaves   adJd.  snmna. 

Worthiiigtoii  Pumping  Engine  Co.  e.  Moore    Bdjl, 

sumns. 
i  In  re  Gorbin's  Estate 
(  Beckwith  Corbin    tAj/L  snmns. 

Wright  k  anr.    Smith   a4)d.  snmns. 

Long  Biakey  k  anr.    §ajd,  ■nmna. 

t  In  re  J.  W.  Tabernacle,  dec 
(Tabernacle        Legg    a4)d.  annms. 
j  In  re  Keek's  Estate 
iKeck  Powell   a(Ud.Bnmns. 

I  In  re  Burrows'  Estate 
( Eadle  Sheldon   a4]d.  snmns. 

Gould  Ooaks    adJd.  sumus. 

( In  re  John  Rowe^  dec. 
(Richards  Rowe    adJd.  snmns. 

In  re  Stephens  k  Barfleld's  Contract  (In  re  V.  *  P. 

Act)  adJd.  fl 
C  In  re  Smith 

tUowitt  Smith    a4jd. 

J  In  re  Smith 
tSmith  Howitt    a4}d. 


COMPANIES  (WIIfDING  UP)  and 
CRANCERY  DIVISION. 


COMPAKIES  (Winding  iip> 
Petitiohb. 

Sunlight  Gold  Recovery  Syndicate  Id.  (peta.  of 
£.  B.  PameU)  s.o.  tnm  Mazcfa  6 
to  April  16 

High  Explosives  Co.  Id.  (petal,  of  James  Gibb  k  Co.) 
8.0.  from  March  96  to  April  f 

Grand  Theatre,  Islington,  Id.  (petn.  of  J.  Qngo  A 
ors.)    S.O.  March  13  to  April  16 

Birthday  Amalgamated  of  Western  Australia  U. 
(petn.  of  Bernard  Boalerftors.) 
S.O.  March  20  to  April  6 


Melbourne  Brewery  k  Distillery  Id.  (petn.  of  A.  U. 

Baker) 
Lawton's  Fatento  kL   (petn-   of  Moiday  Carney 

(jiouthampton)  Id.) 
London  k  County  Industrial  Accident  k  OeMral 

Aflsoe.  Oou  Id.  (pecn.  «f  A.  Cnlli) 
Lyric  Trusto  Id.  (petn.  of  Eugene  Solmersits) 
English  k  Spanish  Produce  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  Oedge, 

Kirby  It  MiUett) 
Bungalow  Building  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  R.  D.  ^kea) 
Morgan  David  k  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  A.  TuoMtmam 

k  ors.) 
David  Payne  k  Co.  Id.  TPetu.  of  Hie  Bradfbid  Old 
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Ill 


U  Mo8ft]!Mighld.(petai.orDixonftBoe)  i 

II   Aigilrii  ft  ODtooiAl  Fora«e  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  Heniy  , 
Sykeskl.) 


Pcrmoir  mider  the  Joint  Sto^k  Companies 
Anrangemeat  Act,  1870. 

1   FMf noo,  Lftliig  ft  Bnioe  Id.  (petn.  of  Llqaldator) 


Mappln  Bras.     Liberty  ft  Co.    action 
Homer  Tomklns    adioa 

9    Rnsh  worth         Heglnbottom    action 


CHANOEBT  DIVISION. 

I   VbajM,  Santander  Mining  Co.  Id.  ft  reduced  (petu. 

of  Company)  j 

3   Leweatift  ft  Eaat  Coast  lee  Mannfkctnring  Co.  Id.  ft  { 
rednoed    (petn.  of  Company) 


OOHPANIBS  (  Winding  up)  and 
OHANOEBY  DIVISION. 

OOURT  SUMMONBU. 
i  Albert  Oonrt  Estate  Co.  id. 


Albert  Cmut  Estate  Co.  Id.    (for 
declaration  a^  to  rents^  | 

jl  Gbbe  VeotarB  Syndicate  Id.    (for  mlifeasanc»—  , 
witaeaseB) 

3  Tborpe  Broo.  ft  Co.  Id.  (for  misfeasance— wltneasea)  ; 

,4  Sane  (oD  Directon' Fees— witnesses)  i 

S  SoBtli  Amerlcaii  ft  Mexican  Co.  Id.  (lor  decUrailon 
as  to  secnrlty,  created  by  Inden- 
ture of  UoTigm^,  dated  An&  1,  i 
imi)  j 

•  StfiBd  Buildings  Co.  IdL  (as  to  dMOing  with  surplus 

assets  of  the  Company)  | 

i  5«ctbem  Transvaal  Lands  Co^  Id.  (for  deckratlon 
as  to  under^Titlng  the  re-constme- 
tlon  of  the  Company)  I 

9   Walsh.  Aaqalth  ft  Go.  Id.    (for  mlsfeasancfr-wit- 


Hmnnhries    a4)d.  sumns. 
Shapter  Amphlett    motn  for  Jadgt.  (s.o.  to 

prepare  proper  scheme) 
6    Williams  Poole     motn.  for  Judgt.  (s.o.   go 

into  General  List) 
RIgden  Rlgdrn     motn.  for  judgt  (go  Into 

General  List)  i 

Anderson  Berkley    action  ft  motn.  for  Judgt. 

I  In  re  K.  Cresweirs  Estate  I 

( Hayles  Cnswell    a4J<l.  somns. 

(In  re  Siloock 

ISUooek  EUlott    adjd.  sumns. 

.^C  In  re  Jackson 

'"iJemdns  Wl^    a4Jd.  sumns. 

jIn  re  Robfaison 

j  Robinson  Robinson    a4Jd.  sumns. 

Foy,  Morgan  ft  Co.  o.  Kempf   a4jd.  sumns. 
j  In  re  Smith 

Shepatone    a4Jd.  sumns. 


Before  Mr.  Jostioe  JoToi. 

rOB  JUDQMKKT. 


Sowerbotts  ft  Co.    actkin 
McMullen     actloQ    (to    be 
tloned  April  11) 


Retained  by  Order. 

Gatjbib  fob  Tbiai*. 

(WUhimnmeed 


I  Smith 
(lure  Waller 
>  Waller 

(lore'" 

IWatt 

jIn  re  Brand 

iBnmd 

flnieBeachy 

iHeaton 

( In  re  Anne  Carr 

iBraml^  Wall   a^Jd.  sn 

(In  re  Dale 

{Dale  Badgery    adjd, 

«,  (In  re  Drake 
''^t^'oohran  FoweU    ai^J. 


Waller   a4)d.  somns. 

Morris    a^Jd.  sunns. 

I 

Watt    acUd.  sumns. 

Brand    a4Jd.  a 


Beachy    adjd.  sum  is. 


FUBTHKB  OON8IDSBATIOII8. 


(In  re  Berwick 

(Berwick  Lane 

»  ( In  re  Job  Ashton 
^  1  Ashton  Ashton 


ftir.  con. 
Air.  eon.  ft  9djd,  sumns. 


(lareCoppen 


^Lasd 


Ditigle    actku  ft  adJd.  notice    pt 
hd.  (8.0.  April  10  J 
SutherUnd         Halllax  Banki'ig  Co.     action     pt. 

hd. 
Bart  West    action  1 

I 


Before  Mr.  Justioe  Swdoten  Eady. 

Fob  Judgment. 

Id  re  The  Arbitration  between  The  Oorpn.  uf  Wigan 
and  Wigan  Cannel  Collieiy  Id. 


and  In  re  Arbitration  Act,  188!) 
(special  case    Liverpool  D.R.) 


Causes  fob  Tbial. 

(Withoni  WOneaee  and  Acyoumed 
Summonaee.) 

In  re  Contract  between  Everitt  ft  anr.  and  Andrews 
and  Y.  ft  P.  Act  a^Jd.  sumn^. 
(8.0.) 

In  re  Nectar  Tea  C4>.  for  registration  of  trade  mark 
motn.  ordered  to  come  into  Mon- 
Witness  List  (not  to  come  in  till 
after  notioe  giveo  to  Cause  Clerk 
that  evidence  closed) 
[  In  re  Humphries 


Betained  by  Order. 
Motions. 

Jays  Id.  Davis 

Olenfleld  Gleofleld 

Tortwck  Lord  Westbury 

Lorme  ft  Co.  Alien 

6  Earl  of  MexlK)rongh  v.  Bath  Club 
In  re  Jackson 

7  Street  Tialng 


Adjoubned  Summonses. 

(la  re  Hester,  dec 

(Hester  Hester    adJd.  sumns. 

( In  re  Skinner 

(Cooper  Skinner    ft^Jd.  sumns. 

( In  re  J.  U.  Chance's  Settlement  Trusts 

)Mobberley  Mackintoah    a^Jd. 

.  i  In  re  Churchis 
'iTilley 


Harvey    adJd.  sumna. 


apply 
toUx 
aday 


Causes  fob  Tbial. 
(With  Wiineeeee.) 

In  re  Deighton's  Patent,  No.  16,670  of  1890 

petn.  ordered  to  go  into 

Witness  List 
Id  re  Mooson's  Patent,  No.  4,806  of  1800, 

ftc    petn.  ordered  to  go 

into  WItuess  L<8t 
Hargrr    action 
Harger    action 
Dowse    action  (ntflf.  deid) 
Clark    aotlon 
Adamson  ft  Co.    action  (pleadings 

tobedeUvered) 
Lambert    action 
Higglna   action 
Clay  ft  Walmsley    actkm 
BATdoastle   action 
Klyder    action  (not  to  oome  in  till 

after  9th  May) 
WIthaU 


iDeFalbe 
(Tuylor 

Hancock 
6    Madero 

Hitchcock 

Harly 
Henley 
Chalmers 
10    Attorney-Gen, 
Taylor 


Driver 

The  New  Centuiy  Trvt  Id.  v.  WHhall    action 
I  In  re  Jackson 


-{In  re  Jonas 
(niley 
15    Borton 

Sakell  Paget 
jCiundall 
iUwea 


Bright's  Ti 
CoQvelas 
Mitchinson 
BaUey 


oottttter- 


Jackson 
Reeves    action 
Eskell  Paget   action 
Lawes    t  action     and 
Crundallf 
V.  Hastingi 
Mate    action 
Spencer    aciion 
Lee  ft  Event   action 
Savlll    aetlon 
Whltwortb,  Son  ft  Nephew  Id.  v.  W.  L.  B.  Hirst 


action  (SheiBeld  D.R.) 
The  Real  Estotes  Coipn.  of  London  Id. 

berg   action 
Boosey  ft  Co.       Jamea  Poole  ft  Semi  Id. 

Stewart  MoCabe 


V.  Rosen 
action 


SUMMABT  OF  CHANOEBT  CAUSE  LIST. 

1.— Mr.  Jnstioe  Kekxwioh— ITitfieM  Jofjofu 6t 

A^ioBxiied  SnnuiMmfeB  9 

Further  ConsideratioDe 1 

Motions       . .        , ,  . .  . .  . ,  , .        6 

—  BO 
2.--Ur.  Justioe  BrBmB—Ftlfwti  Aetian* 25 

Petitions 2 

Causes  for  Trial  witliout  Witnesses  and  Adjouiued  biauunonses  8 

—  85 

8.~Mr.  Jostlse  Fabwxll— TTiflfieM  ilflCibM        8 

Adjonmed  Summonses 12 

Further  Considerations 7 

Liyeipool  Distriot  Registry        1 

Digitized  by  V3OOQ IC 
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Brought  forward    . .  143 

4.— lir.  Justice  Buoklbt— TTflneM  AeUon  1 

Adjonmod  Sammonses 22 

Further  Ck>D0ideration8 4 

—  27 
5.— Mr.  Jiutioe  Jotoi — Wiin$n  AaUaiu 6 

Non-WitneM  Actions,  inoloding  SummoiiBes 21 

Further  OousdderationB 2 

—  29 
6.--Mr.  Justice  SWINFBN  £ADT—?rtllMM.^tOM             26 

Causes  for  trial  without  Witnesses,  and  Adjourned  Summonses 4 

Motions       7 

—  37 

Total  Causes  and  Matters  for  Hearing  in  the  Chancery  Diyision 2M 


Companies  (  Winding  Up)  Matters  for  Hearing  before  Mr,  Justice  Bybnb  and  Mr»  Justice  BuOKLXT. 

/.  8.  C.  Arrangement  Aet    I 


PeiMms,  Oompafdes  (Winding  up)    14 

PeUtians,  Chanieery  Division         

Court  SummmueSf  Companies  (  Winding  up)  and  Ckanoory  Divi$im 


15 
2 

8 
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HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

KING'S   BENCH   DIVISION. 


EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 


CBOWN  PAPEB. 


rOB  JUDGIOKT. 

Middlesex.  Uonaej  TJrUn  District  (oancll  v. 
Hennell  Magistrate's  case  dismissal  of  claim 
for  sewerlDg,  &c.  expenses  (c.a.v.  March  25, 
1903,  oor.  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Darling  and 
ChanneU,  JJ.). 

FOB  ABOmffBHT. 

I  Pembrokeshire.    The  King  v.  Major,  kc.  of  Pem- 

broke nisi  for  mandamns  to  obej  order  of  Local 
Goremment  Board  (expte.  Local  Qovemmeiit 
Board). 
3  London.  Vestry  of  St.  James  and  St.  John,  Glerken- 
well  V.  Evans  appl.  against  dismisMl  by  Jj.  of 
claim  under  Metropolis  Management  AcX,  1863. 

3  Connty  of  L<ondon.     The  King  v.  Special  Com- 

missioners of  Income  Tax    nisi  for  mandamns  to 
state  case  (expte.  Wilson  k  on.). 

4  Cardiff.    McKenzie  v.  Spear    Magistrate's  case    in- 

formation under  LloensiDg  Acts. 
6    York8hir^  W.  11.     The  King  v.  Mnyor,  kc.  cf 
Bradford    nisi  for  certiorari  fbr  SherilTs  inqnlsi- 
tioo  (expte.  Verity  k  aor.). 

6  London.    Great  Northern  k  City  Ry.  Go.  r.  Tillett 

Magistrate's  case     appl.  against  oompensation 
under  Land  Clauses  Act,  1845. 

7  Worceetenhire.     Hayes  v.  Rule  k  anr.     Magis- 

trate's case  dismissal  of  information  under  Sale  of 
Food  k  Drugs  Ads. 

8  Met.  Pol.  Dist.    The  King  v.  Kennedv,  Esq.,  Met. 

PoL  Mag.  nisi  for  order  to  bear  appln.  for  3  sum- 
monses Cexpte.  Stirling> 

9  Monmouthshire.    Monmouthshire  County  Council «. 

Monmouth  Unko  ft  ors.  Quarter  Sessloos  Special 
case    Respts.'  appl. 
10    Cheshire.      Mayor,   kc.   of  Stockport  v.  Wright 
Magistrate's  case    dismissal  of  complaint  under 
Stockport  Waterworks  Aot,  1661. 

II  London.    The  King  r.  Crosby,  Esq.,  Alderman  k 

Woodthorpe  nisi  to  Alderman  to  state  case 
(expte.  Charing  Cross,  kc.  Corpn.). 

12  Merlonethsbire.     Lkqrd  k  anr.  v.  Evans     Magl»- 

trate's  case  oonvlctlan  for  trespaas  in  puxeuit  of 
game. 

13  Met  Pol.  Dist.     Irving   (on   behalf  of  Islington 

Borough  Council)  v.  Callow  Park  Dairy  Co. 
Magistrate's  case  dismissal  of  complaint  under 
Sale  of  Food  k  Drugs  Acts. 

14  Same.     Bacon  (on   behalf  of  lalington   Borough 

Council)  V.  Same    same. 

16  Same.  Sheath  v.  Cockbum  Magistrate's  case  con- 
viction under  Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891. 

16  nevonshire.  Th«  King  v.  Mayor,  kc.  of  Plymouth 
nisi  for  mandamus  to  assess  compensation  (expte. 
Underhill> 


Met.  Pol.  Diet.  The  King  v.  E.  C.  T.  d'E/ncourt. 
Esq.,  Met.  Pol.  Mag.  and  Cowling  nisi  for  order 
to  Met  Pd.  Mag.  to  state  case  (expte.  Boots,  Cash 
CliemMs). 

County  of  London.  The  King  «.  H.  Bgerton,  Esq. 
k  anr.,  JJ.,  kc.  nisi  for  order  or  warrant  of  com- 
mitment by  JJ.  (expte.  Munby>  . 

Yorkshire^  S.  &  E.  K.  The  King  «.  Howden  Rural 
District  (Council     nlal  for  order  to  pay  costs  of 
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certiorari  for  SherilTs  inqniaition  (axpte.  Lvid 
Mayor,  fcc  Shefflcld). 
Bedfonkhlre.    The  King  v.  Eaton  Braj  17.  D.  C 
(expte.  Local  Government  Boani). 


(knatj  of  Southamptoo.  Bayvy  v.  Peark^  Qun- 
ston  k  Tee  Magistrate's  case  dismlwa«l  of  2 
informations  under  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
1876. 

Yorkshire,  W.  R.  The  King  v.  Myers,  Esq.  k 
ora.,  JJ.,  kc.  nisi  for  mandamus  to  hear,  kc. 
appln.  ior  renewal  of  music  liceose  (expte.  Satten- 


Same. 
Same. 
Same. 
Same. 
Same. 


^)-.- 


The  King  v.  Same 
The  King  «.  Same 
The  King  v.  Same 
The  King  v.  Same 
The  Kiug  v.  Same 


same  (expte.  Hartl^). 
same  (ex|^.  Annitage). 
same  (expte.  Thomas). 
same  (expte.  Blakey). 
same  (expte.  Harrison). 


RtchoMind.      Peazica,    Ounston    k  tee   v.   Waid 

Magistrate's  case    conviction  under  Sale  of  Food 

k  Drugs  Act,  1875. 
Met   Pd.   Dist    MacKensle  «.   Hawke    Magis- 
trate's case  conviction  under  16  Ac  17  Vic,  c.  119. 
Same.    Hawke  «.    MacKensle     Magistrate's  ease 

appl.  as  to  moiety  of  penalUes. 
Same.    Same  v.  Same    Magistrate's  case    dismissal 

of  information  under  16  k  17  Vic,  c.  119. 
Same.    Same  v.  Same    same. 
Warwickshire.    Stokes  e.  Mitcheson     Magistrate's 

case    dismissal  of  Information  under  Goal  Mines 

Regulation  Act  1887. 
Blackpool.    The  King  v.  Whittaker  Esq.  k  ors.,  JJ.. 

kc.  k  Fielding  k  ors.    nisi  for  order  to  state  case 

(expte.  Mayor,  kc  of  Blackpool). 
Met.  Pol.  Dist    London  County  Council  v.  Mayor, 

kc  of  Wandsworth    Magisumte's  case    claim  k 

apportlaDment  of  paying  expenses. 

86  Northamptonahlrs.     Burton  k  Sons  «.  Matllnson 

Magistrate's  case    oonvlctkm  under  Sale  of  Food 
k  Drugs  Act  1676. 
36    Emsland.    In  the  Matter  of  a  Solicitor  «.  Expte. 
dcorporated  Law  Soc.    notice  of  motion  to  strike 
a  Solicitor  oir  the  Roll. 

87  Southampton.   Hennen  e.  Southern  Counties  Dairies 

0>.  Id.  Magistrate's  case  dlsmisaal  of  information 
under  Sale  of  Food  k  Drugs  Acts. 

38  Denbighshire.    Colwyn  Bay  k  Colwyn  U.  D.  C.  v. 

Homan    Magistrate's  case    dismissal  of  informa- 
tion under  sec  3  of  The  Public  Health  Act  1888. 

39  Same.    Same  v.  Same    Magistrate's  case    dismisaal 

of  Information  under  Public  Health  Act  1875. 

40  Loodoo.    Pearks,    Gunston  k  Tee  v.    Mitchener 

Quarter  Sessfams    Special  case    Applts.' appl. 

41  Yorkshire,  W.  R.    The  King  v.  BUkelock    nisi  for 


CIVIL  PAPER, 
POB  ABOUMBBT. 


1    Middlesex,  Brentfbn]. 


HH.^^  (Wheatlv  Id.,  Clmi.)    Oownyc\.ur 
Pltff.'8  appl  from  Judge  Bsgsbawe. 


2    Middleeex, 


ax,  cierkenwell.  Wright «.  Fatrfcalm  C*miAT 
Court    Deft's  appl.  fh»n  Judge  Kdoa. 

Middlesex,  Westminster.  Maskelyne  ft  Cook  t. 
Smith  (Pahner  k  ors.,  dmts.)  Ooanty  Court 
Clmt.  Palmer's  appl.  ftnm  Deputy  Jm^e  Hortoa 
Smith. 

Warwickahire,  BirmluKham.  Wilkinson  «.  «»» 
A  anr.  County  Court  Defta.'  appL  firam  Jvigs 
Wbltehome. 

Glamorganshire,  Neath.  Griffiths  v.  ie*«tM>«iM  u. 
County  Court    PItff.'s  appL  flrom  Judge  Bishop. 

Lukcashire,  Bolton.  Northern  Bnoiplc^yere'  In- 
demnity Co.  ».  Knlveton  Connty  Court  Applis.' 
appl.  fitMn  Judge  Bradbury. 

London.  Geary,  Walker  ft  Col  v.  Moortwnse  MayeCs 
Conit  Pltflb.'  appl.  from  Assistant  Jw^e  Jackaoa. 

Middlesex,  Shoreditch.  Janishevsky  v.  North  Mcm- 
poUtan  Tramways  Co.    County   Oont     Pltlf.'i 


IssKson  ft  Wife  •.  Ke« 

PltlEk'  appl.  from  Dqratf 


appL  ftam  Judge  F^wich. 
Middlesex,  WeetnUoster. 


Grand    OmntyOourt 

Judge  Horton  Smith. 

IQ    Brind  v.  AUeo    motion  to  sat  aside  a«ard. 

11    DevoDshlrSb  Exeter.  Davey  «.  WUlar  ft  Oc  Coant; 

Conn    Pltff.'s  appl.  fhxn  Jnd|Mvood&IL 
13    Yorkshire,  Halifax.  Smith  v.  Ingham  OMO^ikart 

Pltff.'s  appL  from  Judge  Cadman. 

13  Cardiganahire,  Lampeter.   Williams  v.Jooea  ft  av- 

County  Court    Pltff.'s  appeal  from  Judge  Bkbop. 

14  Cambridgeshire,  Ely.     Haddenham  Paxirii  Cooacfl 

V.  Mli^ngale  County  Court  Pltflh.'  anwal  tnm 
Judge  Willia. 
16    Suffolk,  Ipewich.     Groves  (trading,  ftc)  «.  Brett 
Coun^  Court    Deft'k  appL  ftmn  Jadffe  Eaidlv 
WUmot, 

16  Berkahbe^  Reading.    Bajnes  ft  Go.  «.  Watts  ft  Oo- 

County  Court    Pttllii.*  appL  iVom  Judge  BosBaU. 

17  Yorkshire,  Hnddentteld.    Halghv.  Barron   Coootf 

Court    Ddt's  appl.  tnm  Deputy  Jvdgs  tttmaf' 
son. 

18  Northamptooahirc  Northampton.    Walls  ft  anr.  r. 

Dowdy   County  Court    Pltlb.'  appL  fkum  Jt4p 

D^flff&dbyVjiOOgre 
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»  Woreestanhlze,  Skmrbridg*.     Abrahams  v.  Great 
WMtern  Rj.  Go.    .County  Court    Defts.'  appl. 
from  Depa^  Judge  Hanington. 
20  Ilanpshlre,  Lymtngtan.    Smith  v.  Bachaoan  h  anr. 
Codatj  Court    Pltff.'d  ^pl.  Crviin  Deputy  Judge 
DeCMtro. 
31  Olmonuahfra,   Methyr  Tydfil.      Jones   ft  on. 
BBDTdancn  Brewery  Go.    County  Court    Defto.' 
appl.  from  Judge  Williama. 
22  Middeiex,  ClerkenweU.    Oaa  Light  &  Coke  Co.  «. 
Ckniiflo  Brewery  Co.    Coonty  Cunrt   TltlSi.'  appl. 
fion  Judge  Edge.  * 

a  Torkshlrep  Sheffield.   Cockayne  Id.  v.  P&pe   County 

Gout   FUfb.' appeal  ftom  Judge  WndJy. 
»  WanrlckAhln.  Btrmlngfaam.    Broadley  r.  Poole  ft 
Cql    County  Ctouit     Delia.'  appl.  from   Judge 
WMtehome. 
35  MUdkaex.    Bow.      Kamsey    v.    Friend     ft    ors. 
Oomty  Court    Defto.'  appl.  from  Judi(e  French. 

16  .    In  re  an  Arblttdtioa  between  Mellor  ft 

•nr.  and    Sladdln.      Special    case    aUtel     by 
IrUtiator. 
H  Lmdoo.    BadclyfTe  v.  Harvev     C^ty  of  London 

Court    lJefk.'a  appL  fh»n  Judge  I^nmley  Smith. 
a  Sldbidihlre»     Walaall.      Hales     v.     Cartwrlght 
('«unty    Goozt       PItff.'8     appl.    fhnn     Judge 
I  Roberts. 

I  n  Woreenenhire,  Stourbridge.  Hawklna  ft  anr.  v. 
I  8taart  ft  Smith  County  Court  Pltflii.'  appl. 
'         fhin  Jndge  Sir  R.  Haringt  jn,  Bart. 

31  Wwoestenhiin,    Worcester.     Holtom   v.    BenUey, 

I         Hobbs  ft  Mytton    County  Court     Pltff.'s  appl. 

Item  Judge  Sir  K.  Haringtoo,  Bart. 

n  SuMZ,     Brigbton.      Cane    v.    Willett    ft    Wife 

County  Court   Pltir.'sappl.flnom  JndgeMartlneau. 

I  a  SorMk,  Great  Yarmouth.     Saunders  v.  CockriU 

Oonnty  Court    Deft 'a  appl.  ftom  Judge  Eardley 

Wilmot. 

a  WiiMleoei,  Bow.     Brightmore  v.  Baker     County 

Gooit    I>eft.'a  appl.  fhnn  Judge  French. 
31  Wsrwkkshlre,     Coventry.      Elliott    v.    Liggins. 

OouDty  Court    Deft. 'a  appl.  f rooi  Judge  Ingham. 
U  8iAak,   Ipawich.      Bead  v.  Friendly   Society  of 
Opeiatire    Stinemasons  ft  ors.     County   Court 
Defts.'  appl.  fkom  Judge  Eardley  Wilmot. 
M  London.      PrantiB    v.    Abbott    ft    Co.      City  of 
Loodon  Ooort    Defla.'  appL  from  Judge  RentooL 
37  Middkeex,  Wesfeminster.     Williams  v.  WillUms. 
GoQDty    Court       Deft.'a     appL     from     Judge 
WoodtiH. 
3S  Suae.     White.     Druce    ft    Brown    «.    Walker. 

Ooenty  Court  Deft's  appl.  fkom  Deputy  Judge, 
a  SoMx,  Chichester.      Critchell   ft   ors.   v.    Brind. 
County  Court    Delt's  appl.  fh>m  Judge  Martl- 
uean. 

\  Cherlsey.     Egham  Rural  District  Council 
County  Court  appl.  from  Judgs  Kuaeell. 


Surrey.      In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Hickie, 

Borman  ft  Co.  and  Hart     Special  case  stited  by 

Arbitrator. 
.    In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Boetel,  Sons 

ft  anr.  and  Easton,  Anderson  ft  Co.  Id.    Special 

case  stated  by  Arbitrator. 
Sulfolk,  Beoclee  ft  Bungay.    Hartcup  v.  Overton 

County  Court    Deft'«  appl.  flnom  Ju  Ige  Eardley 

Wilmot 
Warwickshh^    Birmingham.      Pearce   ft  on.   v. 

Bolton  ft  anr.    County  Court    Deft.'8  appl.  from 

Judge  Whltebome.  ILC. 
Somersetshlrp,    Taunton.     Thome  v.    Banaomes, 

Sims  ft  JeflTrles    County  Court   Defts.' appl.  from 

Judge  Beresford. 
Yorkshire,  Halifax.     Wadsworth  ft  Son  v.  Holda- 

worth    County  Court    Pltffs.'  appl.  fh>m  Deputy 

Judge  Thompson. 
Gk>ucester»hire,   Gloucester.      Trevosper  v.  Poole 

County  Court    PltflT.'s  appl.  from  Judge  Eliioott 
Mancheeter  District  Registry.    Fletcher  o.  Waters 

motion  by  PltfT.  to  set  aside  Jndgt.  dbected  to 

be  entered  by  Edward   Pollock,  Esq.,   Official 

Referee. 
Same.    Same  v.  Same    tame. 
Same.    Same  v.  Same    same. 
Northumberland.  Marrs  ft  ors.  v.  Thompson  County 

Court    De(t.'s  appl.  ttom  Judge  Green  well. 
Loodon.   Hindley  v.  Tewson,  Son  ft  Meeks  Mayor's 

Court    Pltff.'s  appl.  from  Common  Serjeant. 
Gloucestershire,  Cheltenham.  Martin  ft  anr.  «.  Hall 

ft  Sons    County  Court    Defts.'  appl.  fbom  Judge 

Eliioott. 
Yorkshire,  Hnddersfleld.    Siswick  «.  Reihge  Assce. 

Co.    County  Court    Defts.'  appl.  from   Deputy 

Judge  Thompson. 
Derbyshire,  Derby,  ft  Long  Eaton.   Holland  v.  Hunt 

County  Court    Pltff.'s  appl.  from  Judge  Smyly. 
^— —    Cochrane  v.  Morke    motion  by  Deft  to  set 

aside  award. 
Liverpool.    Edwards  v.  I»rd  Mayor,  ftc.  of  Liver- 
pool   appl.  from  Bucknill  J.  granting  certiorari 

to  remove  Action  fix>m  Liverpool  Court  of  Paae^ffe. 

In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Ibo  Trust  Id. 

and  Isidore  Wyler    motion  by  Wyler  to  set  aside 
award. 

Yorkshire.  Thirsk.    Kidd  «.  Kidd  ft  anr.    County 

Court    Pltff.'B  appl.  from  Judge. 
Glamorganshire,   Swansea.     McKevitt  v.  Hodgena 

County  Court  Deit's  appl.  from  Judge  WUlfami. 
Preston.    Darlow  «.  Singleton  ft  ors.    Preston  Court 

of  PI.  as    Pltff.  '8  appl.  ftom  Recorder. 
Same.    Same  v.  Shuttleworth    same. 

Moth^rsill  ft  ore.  v.  Blelby    motion  to  set 

aside  award  of  Special  Referee. 

In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Kempf  and 

Von  Franz. 


65    Preston.    In  re  the  Great  Northem  ft  City  Ry.  Ca 
96    London.    Worth  ft  Sons  v.  Leach  ft  wb. 


SPECIAL  CASES. 

FOB  ABOITMENT. 


Harrington  v.  Ho: brook  Special  case. 

In  re  an  Arbitration  between  The  City  ft  South 
London  Ry.  Co.  and  The  Rector  and  Church- 
wardens of  the  United  Pkrishei  of  St  Mary  Wool- 
noth  ft  St  Mary  Woolchurch  Haw      Special  case. 

Godstone  R.  D.  C.  «.  Caterfaam  U.  D.  C. 

Special  case. 

Empress  of  Gwalla  v.  Taylor  "  "  *     *  ' 

Pride  of  Gwalia  v.  Same 

Tcng  V.  Great  Northem  Ry.  Co. 

>miUi      -  ■      • 


Smith  0.  Kynnersley  ft  ors. 


Points  of  Law. 

Points  of  Law. 

Points  of  Law. 

Special  caae. 


MOTIONS  FOa  JUDGMENT. 

1  Green  v.  Lane  ft  anr. 

2  GooJman  v.  Horgan  ft  anr. 


COURT  FOB  THE  CONSIDERATION 
OF  CROWN  CASES  RESERVED. 

FOB  ABODUaNT. 
Rex  9.  Hadwen  ft  Ingham. 

REVENUE  PAPER. 

Opposed  Motion. 

Tht  Attorney-Gen.  (Informant)  an  I  Baldwin  John 
PoUezfen  BasUrd  (  Defendant). 


Cases  Stated. 

H.H.  The  Niaam's  Guaranteed  State  Ry. 
(Applt)  and  Apthoipe  (Surveyor  of 


(Applt 
Respt 


E.    L"    Browne    (Applt) 
(Surveyor,  ftc.),  Reept. 

Motkma  for  Attachment 


Co.  Id. 
Taxes), 

and    M.    C.    Fuxtada 


DIVISIONAL  LIST.— SUMMARY. 

Crown  Paper        ..         ..         42 

Civil  Papar            ..         , 66 

Special  Cases        7 

Reyenue  Pup.r «        7 


Total 


1S2 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE, 

KING'S  BENCH   DIVISION. 


EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 


Appuu  firom  County  Conrts  to  bo  beard 
by  a  DiTinoMAL  Coubt  Sitting  in  Bank- 
niptcy,  Pending  let  April,  1902. 

In  re  Ycnkon  Ezp!e.  The  Official  Receiver,  Tmstee 
V.  Alexander  Fyke  ansppl.  ftx>m 
the  County  Court  of  Northampton- 
Bhire,  holden  at  Northampton 


APPEALS   AND   MOTIONS   IN   BANKRUPTCY. 

In  re  Same 


MoTiOHB  in  Bahkbuptot  for  hearing  before 
the  Judge,  Pending  1st  April,  1902. 

In  re   Mateo  Chu-k    Ezpte.  The   Debtor  «.  The 

Bnenoe  Ayrea  ft  Pacific  Ry.  Co. 

Id.  and  The  Official  Receiver 
In  re  Sir  Robert  PMl    Bzpte.  F.  S.  Salaman,  Tnutee 

V.  Von  der  Hyde  Heydt  and  P.  J. 

Burt,  S.  A.  Went  ft  anr. 
In  re  Drncker    Expte.  Mrs.  Th-reee  Drucker  v.  D. 

F.  Baaden,  Truatee 
In  re  Hall  ft  Hall    £xpte.  G.  O.  Foppleton,  Trusted 

V.  John  Hay  Half 
6    In  re  Hawkins  Expte.  Percy  Mason,  Trustee  r.  T. 

E.  Hawkhis  and  W.  H  Dalton 


Expte.  Same  v.  Mrs.  Charlotte  E. 

Hawkins 

In  re  Same         Expte.  Same  v.  T.  £.  Hawkina 
In  re  Lawford  ft  Lawrenoe  (trading  aa  The  Londoo 

Co-operative  Cab  Co.)     Expte. 

Hastings  Bros.  Id.  v.  C.  L.  Nkbols* 

Trustee 
In   re   Dolmetsch    Expt?.  E.  Hobbe^  Tnutee  v. 

Helene  Dohnetach 
InreSUckells    Ex^.  R.  Str»y  «.  J.  C.  Alton^ 

In  re  Fonnerean    Expte.  Mra.  8.  I.  Harland  v. 

F.  Oimblett,  Trustee 
In  le  Coltam      Expte.  J.  F.  Lovering.  Trustee  v. 

Schmetta'i  and  Ancrum 


Mattibs  IN  Bankbuftot. — Total  number  of  Appeals  and  Motiona 


18. 
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HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 
PROBATE,    DIVORCE,    AND    ADMIRALTY    DIVISION. 


PROBATE  ACTIONS  anl  MATRIMONIAL  CA(T3Ea  to  he  Heard  and  Tried  at  EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 


Abdbbyiations. — p.  Probate— D.  DiBsolution  of  Marriage — ^J.S.  Judicial  Separation— N.  Nullity— I.  Issue — 
B.C.B.  Restitution  of  Conjugal  Rights— A.  Act  on  Petition. 

When  preceded  by  "  H."  suit  brought  by  Husband,  and  "  W."  suit  brought  by  Wife. 


A  Libt  of  Causes  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  set  down  for  Trial  wUl  be  posted  at  the  Registry,  Somerset  House,  and  Supplemental 

Lists  Tvill  be  printed  from  time  to  time. 

Parties  must  be  prepared  to  try  their  Causes  ten  days  after  the  same  have  been  set  down  for  2WdZ. 


Ko. 


WD. 
P. 


NAME  OF  CAUSE. 


1 

H.D. 

2 

H.D. 

3  W  J.S. 

4 

WD. 

5 

W.D 

6 

W.D. 

7 

H.D. 

8 

W.J.S. 

9 

W.D. 

10 

W.D. 

11 

H.D. 

12 

W.D. 

13 

H.D. 

14 

W.D. 

15 

H.D. 

16 

W.D. 

17 

W.D. 

18 

H.D. 

19 

W.D. 

20 

W.D. 

21 

H.D. 

22 

W.D. 

23 

W.D. 

24 

W.D. 

25 

H.D. 

26 

H.D. 

27 

WD. 

28 

H.D. 

29 

W.D. 

30 

W.D. 

31 

H.D. 

82 

H.D. 

33 

W.N. 

34 

W.D. 

35 

W.D. 

36 

W.D. 

87 

W.D. 

88 

W.D. 

PART-HEARD  CAUSES. 

Notice  to  be  given  at  Court  when  Parties  are  ready  to 
proceed  with  the  further  Hearing  of  these  Causes, 

Lo  Ben,  F.  K.  v.  Lo  Ben,  P 

rWest,  dec. 

\Lightbody  v.  West  &  ore.  (for  judgment) 


BEFORE  THE  COURT  ITSELF— UN- 
DEFENDED DIVORCE. 

Power  V.  Power  &  Luscombe  . 

Holin  V.  Hulin  A  Evans 

Turner,  C.  B.  A.  v.  Turner,  S.  8. 

Lambom,  M.  E.  B.  v.  Lambom,  J, 

Bowcn-RowlandB,  H.  v,  Bowen-Rowlands,  E.  B. 

Pudner,  A.  D.  v.  Pudner,  G.  B. 

Smith  V.  Smith  &  Forrest 

Mitchell,  £.  E.  A.  K.  v.  Mitchell, 

Morris,  M.  J.  v.  Morris,  G. 

Reilly,  L.  H.  v.  Beilly,  L.  S.  . 

Dane,  E.  T.  v.  Dane,  C.  . 

Whitcomb,  M.  v.  Whitoomb,  B. 

Mulley  V.  Mulley  &  Barber 

Law,  E.  J.  V.  Law,  H.  W. 

Bullock  V.  Bullock  &  Belcher 

Marychurch,  M.  A.  v.  Marychurch, 

Cooper,  M.  A.  v.  Cooper,  F.    . 

Bartlett  v.  Bartlett  &  Tuck    . 

Donnelly,  M.  A.  v.  Donnelly,  J. 

Eenningham,  F.  v.  Kenningham,  H.  W. 

Bennett  v.  Bennett  &  Dockercll 

Wright,  A.  J.  V,  Wright.  A.  W. 

Whiteman,  E.  v.  Whiteman,  W.  R. 

Williams,  C.  G.  v.  Williams,  J.  J. 

Harris,  J.  H.  v.  Harris,  B.  M. . 

Brown  v.  Brown  &  Bowe . 

Hickling,  L.  F.  v,  Hickling,  H.  G. 


Hatherly  v.  Hatherly  &  Reach 

Wainwright,  A.  A.  v.  Wainwright,  W.  G. 

Aldridge,  E.  C.  P.  v.  Aldridge,  H 

Campbell  v.  Campbell  &  Douglas 

Hecum  v.  Heam  &  Ayers 

Browne  orse.  Wilson  v,  Browne      _^        .(in  oamerft) 

Moynihan,  M.  E.  v.  Moynihan,  T. 

Homsby,  F.  v.  Homsby,  F.  B. 

Bridges,  M.  A.  v.  Bridges,  T. 

Greenwood,  E.  A.  v.  Greenwood,  W. 

Moaeby,  C.  v.  Moseby,  J. 


SOUCITOES. 


PUlntiffe. 


Dyson  &  Co. 

Brown,  Bingrose  &  Co.  ft„'^„^'^- 


Defendaut's. 


Co-Eespoodenfa. 


.    I 


Goldberg  &  Co. 
Judge  &  Priestley. 
Smith,  Fawdon  &  Low. 
Maddooks  &  Colson  . 
Goldberg  &  Co. 
R.  P.  H.  Watts. 
In  Person. 
Jennings  &  Co.     .     . 

E.  P.  Trotman. 
L.  A.  L.  North. 
Long  &  Gardiner. 

J.  D.  Langton.     .     . 
Corbin  &  Co. 
W.  H.  Young.     .     . 
Rooke  and  Sona 
Warmington  &  Co. 
Page  &  Scorer. 

F.  J.  Little. 
Peacock  &  GodJarJ. 
Marsh  &  Co. 
Milliken  &  Co. 
Dubois  A  Williams. 
Sparkes  &  Richards. 
Treadwell  &  Aylwin. 
Busk  &  Co. 
Clarkson  &  Co. 
Crowders,  Vizard  A 

Co. 
Radford  &  Frankland. 
Metcalfe  &  Storr. 
W.  Denman. 
Hare  &  Co. 
Blyth  A  Co. 
Cameron,  Kemm  &  Co. 
In  Person. 

Jordou  &  Lavington . 
Lewis  &  Lewis. 
Sharpe,  Parker  &  Co. 
Leonard  &  Pilditch. 


In  Person. 


J.  E.  Harris. 


In  Person. 
Holroyd  &  Co. 


Collyer-Bristow  &  Co.  \ 


Rowcliffes  &  Co. 


Hunter  &  Haynes. 


J.  D.  Fowle. 
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ITo. 


39 

WD. 

10 

II.D. 

41 

W.D. 

42 

W.D. 

43 

H.D 

44 

W.D. 

45 

H.D. 

46 

W.D. 

47 

W.D. 

48 

W.D. 

49 

WD. 

NAME  OF  CAUSE. 


Twentyman,  E.  M.  H.  v.  TwentymaD,  W.  A.  H. 


Metters  v.  Metters  &  Cutterell 
Wastall,  E.  S.  v.  Waetall,  J. 
Leuenbei^,  L.  v.  Leaenberger,  A.  F. 
Pipe  r.  Pipe  A  King      .         .         .         . 
Lilford-Powys,  B.  J.  v.  Lilford-Powys,  V. 
Cooke  V.  Cooke  &  Ball  . 
Fletcher.  C.  J.-r.  Fletcher,  T.  H.    . 
Young,  E.  V.  Young,  St  J.  M. 
Moore,  M.  I.  v.  Moore,  B.  D.  . 
Baker,  F.  S.  W.  v.  Baker,  F.  E.      . 


E. 


2  W.J.S. 

3 

P. 

4 

P. 

5 

W.J.8. 

6 

P. 

7  W..J.8. 

8 

W.D. 

9 

/W.B.1 
C.B.) 

10 

W.D. 

11 

P. 

12 

P. 

13 

WJ). 

14 

H,D. 

15 

(W.  B.1 
lO.B.j 

IG 

P. 

17 

H.D. 

18 

H.D. 

19 

H.D. 

20 

H.D. 

21 

W.R.\ 
CR. 

22  W.J.S. 

23  W.J.S. 

24 

W.D. 

2j 

H.N. 

20 

W.D. 

27J 

H.R.  \ 
C.B. 

28 

H.D. 

29 

P. 

30 

H.D. 

31 

H.D. 

32 

P. 

BEFOBE  THE  OOUBT  ITSELF— PBOBATE 
AND  DEFENDED  DIYOBCE. 

(G.  Worsley,  dec. 

\Vincent  v.  Worsley  &  ore 


Day,  H.  v.  Day,  W.  C.  . 
rHolt,  dec. 
\  Freeman  v.  Holt   . 

(Dayies,  dec. 
Danes  v.  Dayies  &  ora.  . 
Backes,  G.  M.  v.  Backes,  V.    . 
/Colyer,  dec. 
\Whittlaw  r.  Colterell     . 
Burton,  0.  L.  v.  Burton,  A.  L. 
Korris,  I.  A.  B.  v,  Norris,  J.  J. 


Aylard,  E.  E.  r.  Aylard,  W.  H 

Jeans,  E.  r.  Jeans,  B.  W. 

JBrindley,  dec. 

(Harrison  v.  Brindloy 

(Vieweg,  dec. 
Stitt  A  anr.  v.  Yieweg  &  ors 

Kinsey,  M.  r.  Einsey,  H.        .         .         ,         .         . 
Ellis  r.  Ellis  &  Bailey  (King's  Prcctor  shewing  cause) 

Archer,  A.  E.  v.  Archer,  A.  J 

I'Fligelstone,  dec. 

JFligelstone  v,  Fligel stone 

Weir  w.  Weir  &  Lonnon 

Phillips  V.  Phillips  &  Roggenban    .... 

Harris  v.  Harris  &  Baker 

Eaves  v.  Eaves  &  Marland 


Grey,  M.  v.  Grey,  E. 

Lynes,  E.  A.  v,  Lynes,  F.  W 

Williams,  E.  v,  Williams,  E.  H 

Guthrie,  G.  S.  v,  Guthrie,  R.  G.  (King's  Proctor 

shewing  cause) 
Wightman  v.  Wightman  orse.  Males  (King's  Proctor 

sbewino:  cause) 
GUbert,  M.  9.  Gilbert,  L. 

Murphy,  F.  J.  v.  Murphy.  M.  M.  I. 

Downshire  v.  Downshire  &  Laycock 
/Wooler,  dec. 
\  Watson  tJ.Wooler  .... 


Mason  v.  Mason,  Kenyon  and  Appleton 

Jackson,  E.  F.  v,  Jackson,  I.  . 
(Clayton,  dec. 
(Oakes  r.  Percival 


Plaintiff's. 


Beardall  &  Co.     . 

Law  &  Worssam. 
James  &  James   . 
J.  D.  Langton. 
In  Person. 
J.  Hill. 

Beynolds  &  Co. 
Osbom  &  Osborn. 
I/Cwis  &  Lewis. 
A.  Newton  &  Co. 
A.  Newton  &  Co. . 


Gcdgo  A  Co.  .  .  . 
Thomson  &  Thomson 
D.  Freeman    .     .     . 


Purkis  &  Co.  . 

Stacpoole  &  Co.  .  . 

C.  F.  Karuth.  .  . 
Page  &  Scorer  .  . 
Stileman  &  Neate. 

A.  C.  Derham     .  . 

Brash,  Wheeler  &  Ck). 

Bowcliffes  &  Co.  .  . 

Banger  &  Co. .     ,  . 

J.  W.  Sykes  .  .  . 
Law  &  Worssam. 

P.  A.  S.  Stem     .  . 

Anning  &  Co.      .  . 

A.  E.  Debenham.  . 

R.  W.  Beckwith  .  . 
Slark,  Edwards  &  Co. 

Leigh  &  Nash      .  . 

Clarkson  &  Son  .  . 

D.  A,  Remain  .  . 
D.  A.  Bomain  .  . 
Osbaldeston  &  Co. 

Lovell  A  Co. 


J.  p.  Langton 
Eardly&Co..     .     . 
Lewis  &  Lewis     .     . 

Andrew  Wcod  &  Co. 
Biddell  &  Ck).  .  . 
Bowe&Maw.     .     . 

Stephens  &  Stephens 


SOUCITORS. 


Defendant's . 


Steavenson  &  Could- 
well. 

Benham  &  Meyer. 


T.  Hack. 


Co-Rospondaafi. 


F.  C.  Matthews  &  Co. 
Ley  &  Co. 
Pears  &  Co. 
H.  Wilson. 


Cartwright    A 
ningham. 


Cun- 


Wrentmore  &  Son. 
Beaumont  A  Co. 

Mills,  Lockyer  A  Mills. 
Walker,  Son  &  Field. 

Bouth  &  Co. 
J.  Meredith. 

A.  E.  Fenton. 

Maude  &  Tnnnicliffe. 
Lee,  Ockerby  &  Co. 

Osbom  &  Osbom. 

R.  Barnes. 

G.  Jolly  .'  .*  .'  ! 
Walker  &  Rowe  •  . 
Robinson  &  Bradley. 

Windsor  &  Co. 

Gibbe,  White  &  Strong. 
In  Person. 


A.  Newton  &  Co. 
Sutton  &  Co. 
Slaughter  &  Colegravo 

A.  Bum  &  Son. 
j  Howard  &  Son. 
\S.  H.  Ackroyd. 

Bachelor  &  Cousins. 

Sharpe,  Parker  &  Co. 


S.  Myers. 

Lloyd  &  C3o. 

T.  Hack. 

Robinson  &  Bradley. 


C.  Russell  &  Co. 
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1 

H.D. 

2 

P. 

3 

H.D. 

4 

P. 

5 
6 

7 
8 

H.D. 
W.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 

9 

P. 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 
H.D. 

15 

H.D. 

'{ 

W.J.S. 
H.D. 

2 

P. 

3 

H,D. 

4 

P. 

5 

H.D. 

6 

P. 

7 

P. 

8 

9 

10 

H.D. 
H.D. 
W.D. 

11 

H.D. 

12 

P. 

NAME  OF  GAUSS. 


COMMON  JUBIES. 

Blaokett  v.  Blackett  &  Trail  . 

iHolliwell,  dec. 

\Cotton  V.  Cottou   . 
Ryan  v.  Byan  &  Greavee 

rBemer,  deo. 

\Tar8ey  &  anr.  v.  Hales  . 
Boberts  v.  Boberts,  FoaUces  &  Jones 
Schonatadt,  E.  v.  Schonstadt,  ^.  R. 
Lineham  v,  Lineham  &  Badger 
Alexander  v.  Alexander  A  ^ench 

{Metcalfe,  dec 
Snow  &  anr.  v,  Metcalfe  &  anr. 
Andrews  v.  Andrews  &  Edwards 
TomlinsoD  v.  Tomlinson  &  Wilmot 
Cottle  V.  Cottle  &  Jamea 
Eyans  v.  Evans  &  Wilson 
Watkius  p.  Watkins  &  Cheesewrigbt 

Besley  v.  Besley  &  Walters    . 


SPECIAL  JUBIES. 

Harland  v.  Harland 

Harland  v.  Harland  &  Acheson 

1 

fBobisoD,  dec. 

IBiyers  &  ors.  v.  Plater  &  on 

I 

,  Griffiths,  W.  P.  V,  Griffiths,  C.        .         .        . 
(Boee,  deo. 

\Sigismand  v.  Justice 

Vick  r.  Vick  &  de  Wynter     .         .         .         . 

(Campbell,  deo. 
Ireland  v.  King's  Proctor        .... 
JTyser,  dec. 

iTyser  «.  Tyser 

Pepp^  V.  Pepp^  A  Butter        .... 
Bradbury  v,  Bradbury  &  Boesiter-Wade  . 
Chambers  v.  Chambers  (Hartland  interyening) 


13 


Pinson  «.  Pinson  &  Baumann. 

{Derry,  dec. 
Derry  A  anr.  v.  Sargent. 

{Hard,  deo. 
Whittle  &  anr.  v.  Hard 


80UGIT0BS. 


Collyer-Bristow  &  Co. 

Hare  &  Co.     .     .     . 
W.  A  W.  Stocken. 

Hopwoodft  Sons.     . 
Huntley  A  Son    .     . 
Osbom  &  Osbom.     . 
Montagu  &  Co. 
Cowland  &  Chowne  . 

Bobins&Clirk   .     . 
H.  T.  Nicholson  .     . 
Ward  &  Co.    .     .     . 
BiddeUACo. 
In  Person. 
Stewart  &  Ainger. 

Avery  &  Wolverson  . 


T.  D.  Dutton  . 
Scott  &  Co.     . 


L.  W.  Byrne  .     •     . 

Wood  &  Sons  .     .     . 

Stewart  &  Ainger  . 
Winter  &  Co. .     .     . 

Keddey  ft  Co.      .     . 

Braby  ft  Maodonald  . 
Banken,  Ford  ft  Co. . 
Banger  ft  Co. .  .  . 
F.  F.  Palmer .     .     . 

Miller,  Smith  ft  BeU 

G.B.  Hubbard    .     . 

Nye  ft  Co 


C.  Lumley 

£.  J.  Q.  Maggs. 


Palmer  ft  Bull. 
T.  D.  Jonei    .     . 
In  Person. 

Thorowgood  ft  Co. 

A.  Toovey. 
Stewart  ft  Ainger 


/Hamlin  ft  Co. 
(H.  H.  Austwick. 


Scott  ft  Co. 
T.  D.  Dutton. 

I  Parish  ft  Hickson. 
Pritohard,  Englefield 
ft  Co. 
Booth  ft  Smee. 
Grant,  Bulcraig  ft  Co. 

Radfordft  Frankland. 
Brandon  ft  Nicholson 

The  Treasury  Solicitor. 

A.  Newton  ft  Co. 
Bumie  ft  Co. .     . 
H.  B.  Peake  •     . 
Lowty  ft  Co.  .     . 

Wingfleld  ft  Blew 

Crowders,  Vizard  ft  Co. 
(Marsh  ft  Co. 
xField,  BosooeftCo. 
(The  Official  Solicitor. 


Co-BeiiMBdBBfi. 
Woodcock  ft  Ca 

T.  D.  Jones /or  Jones. 
A.  Newton  ft  Co. 


Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
Kingsford  ft  Go. 


Brandon  ft  Nicholson. 


GoleftCo. 
J.  Marshall. 
Prior  ft  Co.  f&r  Inter- 
vener. 
In  Person. 


BUMMABY  OF  PBOBATB  ACTIONS  AND  MATBIMONIAL  CAUSES. 

Causes  before  Court  itself— Undefended 49 

Causes  before  Court  itself— Defended 32 

Conmion  Juries 15 

Special  Juries 13 


Total  Actions  and  Causes 


108 


PBOBATE  ACTIONS  and  MATBIMONIAL  CAUSES  standing  oyer  by  Consent  or  otherwise,  or  stayed  by  order:  To  be 
zeplaoed  in  the  List  of  Caoses  for  hearing  on  the  Petitioner  giying  Ten  days'  Notice  in  writing  to  the  other  partieBibr 
whom  an  appearance  has  been  entered,  and  filing  a  Copy  of  snch  Notice  in  the  Begist^. 


No. 


1  W.J.S. 


NAME  OF  CAUSE. 


MICHAELMAS,  1899. 
Green,  A.  E.  v.  Green,  E.  W.    469. 


(def.) 


SOUCITOBS. 


FokMoner'B. 


Jennings,     Son      ft 
Allen. 


C.  W.  Marriott 
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Ho. 


2  H.D. 

3  H.D. 


4  W  J.S 

6  WJ). 

7  H.D. 

8  H.D. 

9  W.D. 

10  H.N. 

11  W.J.8, 

12  WJ.S. 

13  W.J.8. 

14  W.D. 

15  W.M, 
IC     H.D. 

17  HJ). 

18  H.D. 

19  H.D. 

20  WJ.8. 

21  WJA 

22  W.J.8. 

24  W.D. 

25  W.  JJ3. 


27  HJ). 

28  W.D. 

29  H.D. 

30  H.D. 

31  W.D. 

32  W.D. 

33  WJ.S. 

34  W  J.S. 

35  w  j.a 

36  W.D. 

37  W.D. 

38  HJ). 

39  H.D. 

40  WJ.S. 

41  W.D. 

42  H.N. 

43  W.D. 

44  HJ). 

45  HJ). 

46  H.D. 

47  H.D. 

48  HJ). 

49  H.D. 

50  HJ). 

51  H.D. 

52  aD. 


NAME  OF  GAUSS. 


Vizard  v.  Vixard  &  Griffiths.    19978 
Barclay  v  Barclay  &  Chetwynd 


(C.J.) 
(8.J.) 


MICHAELMAS,  1900. 


Grarea,  M.  A.  v.  Graves,  H.  .        .        .  (def.) 

Getty,  W.  r.  Getty,  0.  B.       .        .        .  (def.) 

Greares.  E.  M.  K.  C.  v.  Greaves,  0.  J.  (def.)  stayed 
Clarke  v,  Clarke  &  Page_     .         .     (def.)  stay  sec. 


Hughes  V.  Hughes,  Taubfiichen  and  Bayer 


Phillips,  L.  M.  V.  Phillips,  A.  E.     . 
Birch  V.  Biich  orse.  Howarth  .  (in  oamerft) 


Hawkins,  A.  E.  «.  Hawkins,  J.  8.  B. 
8ptirr,  M.  W.  t7.  Spurr,  M.  B. . 
White,  M.  F.  v.  White,  F.  J. . 
Theobald,  E.  E.  v.  Theobald,  A.  G. 
Horton,  A.  V.  v.  Horton,  8.  H. 
Craymer  v.  Craymer  ft  Williams     . 
Lines  v.  Lines  &  Thorp. 
8tQrgess  v.  Stargess  &  Lapthome  . 
Metherell  v.  Metherell  ft  Yanderwolf 


(def.) 

stay  sec 

(undef.) 

(def.) 

etay  sec 

(undef.) 

(undef) 

(C.J.) 

.  (def.) 

(S.J.)  stay  sec. 

(C.J.)  stay  sec. 

(def.)  stay  sec. 

(def.)  stay  sec. 

(uDdef.) 


Lloyd-Boberts,  F.  G.  M.  v.  Lloyd-Roberts,  G.  H. 

(def.) 

(def.) 

(0. J.)  stayed 


MoAvoy,  V.  V.  McAvoy,  F.  W.  . 
Dickinson,  M.  v.  DickiDson,  J.  F. 


Grant,  H.  M.  v.  Grant,  J.      . 

Warwick,  J.  F.  v.  Warwick,  G.  J. 
Bennett,  B.  M.  v.  Bennett,  J.  M. 

Armitage,  C.  E.  v.  Armitage,  F. 


.(def.) 

.(def.) 
.  (def.) 

.(def.) 


MICHAELMAS,  1901. 

Rutherford  r.  Rutherford  ft  Jennings  (def.)  stay  sec. 
Krause,  M.  J.  F.  E.  v.  Krause,  J.  G.  W.  (def.)  stayed 
Tittley  v.  Tittley  ft  Walsh     .         .     (def.)  stay  sec. 

Goodwin  v.  Goodwin  ft  Bentley      •        ,        .(C.J.) 

West,  A.  E.  v.  West,  E.  J.  W.  .  .  (undef.) 
Wright  V.  Wright,  Moutrie  ft  Dark          .  cited  (def.) 

Hulme,  E.  E.  M.  v.  Hulme,  A.  E.   .         .  (undef.) 

Martin,  J.  H.  t;.  Martin,  A.  J.          .         .  (def.) 

Lyles,  8.  t7.  Lyles,  F (def.) 

Orton,  F.  v.  Orton,  W.  E.       .         .         .  (S.J.) 

Barry,  K.  V.  M.  v.  Barry,  J.  H.      .         .  (def.) 

Williams  9.  Williams,  Grinstead  ft  Bolton  (pt.  hd.) 


Evans  v,  Evans  ft  Dorling 
Marsland,  A.  r.  Marsland,  F.. 
Fisher,  E.  8.  v.  Fisher,  A.  E. 
Tules  V.  Yules  orse.  Solomon  . 
Herring,  M.  J.  v.  Herring,  W. 
Wales  V.  Wales  ft  Fenton 
Phillips  V.  Phillips  ft  Campbell 


(0.  J.)  stay  sec. 

(undef.)  stay  com. 
.  (def.)  stay  sec 
.  (def.)  stay  sec. 
.  (def.)  stay  sec 
.    (def.)  stay  sec. 

D&rTBchmidt  V.  Diirrschmidt  ft  Fischer  (C.J.)  stay  sec 
McGill  V,  McGill  ft  Lees        .         .     (C.J.)  stay  sec. 

Knight  v.  Knight  ft  Guildford       .      (C.J.)  stay  sec. 

Goodwin  v.  Goodwin,  White  ft  Smith  (S.J.)  stay  sec. 

Weeks  v.  Weeks  ft  Bawden  .         .      (C.J.)  stay  ceo. 

Turner,  J.  E.  v.  Turner,  A.  .  (S.J.)  stay  sec 

Holland  v.  Holland  ft  Allen  .  (def.)  stay  sec 


soucrroBs. 


PetiUoner'ft. 


Riddell  ft  Co.      .     . 

Gedge,  Kirby  ft  Mil- 
lett 


H.  A.  Sims     •     •     • 

Busk,  Mellor  ft  Co.  . 

W.  L.  Walker  .  . 
Windsor  ft  Co.  .  . 
0.  V.  Yonng  ft  Co.   . 

Andrews  ft  Andrews, 
E.  Fits-Geiald    •     . 

Dunns,  Baker  ft  Co.. 
In  Person. 

Walker  ft  Rowe  .  . 
Biggs,  Roche  ft  Co.  . 
Field,  Roscoe  ft  Co. . 
T.  D.  Jones  .  .  . 
Smiles  ft  Co. .  •  • 
Apps  ft  Son  .  .  • 
Busk,  Mellor  ft  Norris. 
T.  White  ft  Sons.     . 

W.  H.  Armstrong  • 
J.  A.  Whitehead.      . 

H.  E.  Moojen.     •     . 

Turner  ft  Co. .  .  . 
J.  K.  Torkington.     . 

Woodcock  ft  Co. .     . 


Cree  ft  Son  .  .  . 
Goldberg  ft  Co. .  •  . 
A.  Syrett  .... 

OsbomftOsbom.     . 

G.  B.  W.  Digby. 

Oolyer  ft  Colyer  .  . 
Prior  ft  Co. 
Osbom  ft  Osbom 

Cheater  ft  Cc      .  . 

Lewis  ft  Lewis    •  . 

Booth  ft  Smee     .  . 
Shaw,Tremellen  ft  Co. 
Upton  ft  Britton  . 

Hewitt  ft  Urquhart  . 
Osbom  ft  Osbom. 

Hamlin  ft  Co..     .  . 

AirdftCo.     .     .  . 

Hanne  ft  Son .     •  . 

Headley  ft  Roberts  . 


Lee,  Ockcrby  &  Co  . 

W.  L.  Walter      .  . 

Oswald  ft  Co.      .  . 

Everett  ft  Hodgkinson 

H.  T.  Nicholson  .  . 

R.  Greening  .     .  . 

Rowcliffes  ft  Co.  •  . 


RMpoadonfa. 


Ward,  Bowie  ft  Co. 
Long  ft  Gardner. 
Wontner  ft  Sons. 
(G.  W.  Wallis. 


Ford  ft  Ford. 

T.  B.  ft  W.  Nelaon. 

In  Person. 

R.P.H.  Watts    .     . 

Lewis  ft  Lewis. 

H.  B.  SewelL 

Preston,  Stow  ft  Co. 

Blair  ft  Girling. 
Cameron  ft  Co. 
Brooks,  Jenkins  ft  Co. 
Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
H.  A.  Sims    •     •     • 
W.  H.  Curtis. 

Soames  ft  Co. 

Wells  ft  Son. 
Marsden  ft  Son. 

Howard  ft  Shelton. 

Colyer  ft  Colyer. 
F.  A.  8.  Stem. 

Ayrtou,  Biscoe  ft  C^. 


Pyke  ft  Parrott 
Woosnam  ft  Smith. 
Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
rH.  Mear. 
\Sharpe,  Parkers  ft  Co. 

H.  Rumney    .     .     . 

Plunket  ft  Leader. 
Helder,  Roberts  ft  Co. 
Peacock  ft  Goddaj^. 
Harcourt  ft  Co. 

Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
Rowcliffes  ft  Co. 

A.  Solomon. 
A.  Howard. 
W.  N.  M.  Scutts. 
Chapman    ft    Stone- 
house. 
H.H.  Price    .     .     . 
Smiles  ft  Litchfield. 

{A.  J.  Grinstead. 
Venn  ft  Woodcock. 
J.  B.  ft  F.  Purchase  . 
/G.  W.  Davis. 
\T.  M.  Richards. 
J.  T.  Rossiter. 
/Curtis  ft  Blott 
\Taylor,  Hoare  ft  Co. 


Oo-RMpondenk's. 


H.  Jacobs. 


J.  Morley. 


H.  A.  Sims. 


F.  Cherry /or  Moutrie 


H.  H.  Prico 


L.  Stroud /or  White. 
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HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

PROBATE,  DIVOROB,  AND  ADMIRALTY  DIVISION. 


ADMIBALT  Y.-^E ASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 


10 


15 


20 


25 


90 


Ship  "AcHURi" 

„  "  Albion  " 

„  "  Alhadi  " 

„  **  Andbbas  " 

„  "Anjou" 

„  **Arraoan" 

„  "ASLAK" 

„  "  AsauNTA  •' 

„  *'AUNIS" 

„  **  Babolo  " 

„  "Benmohr** 

„  "  BiRKHALL  " 

^  "BoBDEB  Knight" 

„  "  Buckingham  " 

„  "  Cahbbian  " 

„  "  Oabthaginian  " 

„  •*  Cato  Bonito  " 

„  "CJbbeb" 

„  "City  op  Bochester" 

„  "Chabekte" 

„  "  COPELAND  *' 

„  **  GOB8IOA  *' 

„  **  CJONISTON  " 

„  "  Ck)BDILLEBA8  " 

„  *•  Ck)MMBROIAL  " 

^  "  Cygnet  " 

„  "Dalton  Hall" 

„  "DUBAO" 

„  "DiJKB  OP  Buckingham" 

„  "  Dundee  and  Dolly  Vabdbn  " 

„  "Earl  op  Lathom  " 

yy  "Edmund  Gustave" 


ACTIONS   FOB   TBIAL. 

Ship  "Elswick  Lodge"  65 

„  "Enfield" 

35       „  **  England" 

„  *•  Etrubia  " 

„  "Gannet" 

„  **  Garland  and  Alice  "  70 

„  «  Gemma" 

40       „  **Germania" 

„  "  Glasgow  " 

„  "  Harmonides  " 

[n  •'Hermina"  '   75 

„  **HeR03" 

45       „  "Hersoitell"  ' 

„  **lBBX"  i 

„  **lBr8" 

„  "Idlewild"  I    80 

„  ^ James  Cameron"  ' 

50       „  "J.W.  Wendt" 

„  "Khartoum"  i 

„  "Lanchester" 

„  "Lettrim"  '   85 

„  "Loch  Pinlas"  .  ' 

55      „  "Lord  Clyde"  ' 

^       „  "Manchuria"  , 

„  "Manorbier  Castle" 

„  "  Marpessa  "  90 

„  •*  Margaret  " 

60       „  "Maria  Thebese" 

„  "  Meoiana  " 

„  "Meggie" 

„  •*  Manzanares  "  ;    95 

„  "  Monsoon  "  ' 


Ship  "  Munificent  " 

„  "Neckar" 

„  "  Newington  " 

„  «  Numidia  " 

„  "Ole  Bull" 

„  "Onyz" 

„  "Ormuz" 

„  "OswiN" 

„  «  Oxford  " 

„  "  PmLADKLPHIAN  " 

„  "POLYXENi" 

„  "  Plymotuian  " 

„  "Poplar" 

^  "BlON" 

„  "  Sanoki  Maru  " 

„  "Siam" 

„  "Snowflake'* 

„  ''Suez" 

„  "Surrey" 

„  "  Sutherland  " 

„  "Teal" 

„  "Tergeste" 

„  "Thorsten" 

„  "  Tynefield  " 

„  "Umtata" 

„  "Uplands" 

„  "Valle" 

„  "Viscount  Castlereagh ** 

„  "  Wbllgunde  " 

„  "  Yarrawoxga  " 

„  "  Zwebna" 


APPEALS   TO   THE   DIVISIONAL   OOUBT. 


Ship  "  Margbby  " 
„  "John  Watbbs' 


SUMMABT.— Actions  for  Trial 


Ship  "  Statteb  V.  Thomeson*' 


95 ;   Appeals  to  Divisional  Ooort 


3— Total 


88. 


Mbmorandxth.— No  complete  List  of  Actions  to  be  tried  in  this  Diyision  during  Easter  Sittings  can  be  given  in  advance,  as  the  numkt 
and  order  in  which  they  will  be  tried  are  necessarily  dependent  upon  the  presence  in  this  Country  of  Seafaring  Witncsacs  wbo^ 
movements  are  unavoidably  nnoertain.    The  List  will  therefore  be  subject  to  alterations  and  additions. 


OOUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


EASTER  aiTTINQS,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEGISTBABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 

Dati. 

KXKBOSVOT 
BOTA. 

Apfbal 

COCXTlL 

Ms.  Jusnox 

Btxvb.               Fabwkll. 

He.  Jusnox 

BUOKLST. 

Mb.  Jctstics 

JOTOB. 

Mb.  JcsrtCB 

Mondiij,     Apr. 

14 

Mr.  Gbnrrli 

Mr.B.Leacb 

Mr.  Garrlogton 

Mr.  W.  Leach  '    llr.  Fanner 

Mr.  King 

Mr.  Jacluon 

Mr.  Pngh 

ToMday 

16 

„    King 

„    Beal 

„    Pngh 

„    Gi«awaU 

„    Godfrey 

f,    Ghiindi 

„    Pemberion 

„    Cttrtagtoe 

Wedneaday  „ 

16 

..    Godfiri7 

„    B.  Leach 

,.    Garringtan 

„    W.  Leach 

„    Fanner 

„    King 

„    Jactaon 

..    Baal 

TbnwUy     „ 

11 

„    Fanner 

„    Beal 

.,    Pogh 

„    GreaweU 

„    Godfrey 

„    Chnrch 

»    Panberton 

„    B-Lmeh 

Friday 

18 

,,  '  GnaweU 

„    B.  Leaoh         „    Garrlngton 

„    W.  Leach  \     „    Fanner       '     „    King 

„    JadDMn 

„    Pndwtti 

Satardaj 

19 

„    W.  Leach 

„    Beal                 „    Pogh 

„    GresweU           ,.    Godfirej            „    Church 

„    Femberton 

M    J^ckaoa 

{ 


V    l%e  Whittun  Vacation  vHU  oommmce  on  SoUurday,  (he  Ittk  day  of  May  and  terminate  on  Tuesday^  tke  20IA  day  ^  iray,^1903,  (oM  day  imdutive. 
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COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


FBOSFECTU8  OF  IiECTUBES  AlSfD  CI«A8SE8 

DURING 

EA8T£R  AND  TRINITY  EDUCATIONAL  TEBM8,  1902. ' 


BOMAN  LAW  AND  JUKISPBUDENCE  AND  INTER- 
NATIONAL LAW— PUBLIC  AND  PBIVATE. 

Reader J.  Pawlkt  Batb,  Esq. 

'Assistant  Beader  .    .    S.  H.  Lkonabd,  Esq. 

Daring  Easter  and  Trinity  Terms  the  Beadsb  propoecs  to  deliver 
Leetnres  as  followa : — 

I.  On  TnesdajB  (at  five  o'clock)  he  will  continue  his  course  of 
Lectores  upon  Private  International  Law,  with  especial  reference  to 
English  doctrine.  In  Easter  Term  the  first  Lecture  will  he  given  on 
Toeaday,  April  15th,  and  in  Trinity  Term  the  first  Lecture  will  he 
given  on  Tuesday,  June  8rd. 

The  following  topics  will  he  dealt  with  (the  cases  mentioned  heing 
particalarly  considered) : — 

1.  Movahles;  Transfer  inter  vivos.    Cammeill  v.  SeioeU  (1867); 

AlootA  V.  Smith  (1892). 

2.  Contract.    General  principles.    Theory  of  Autonomy.    Uoyd 

V.  CfuibeH  (1865) ;  In  re  MissouH  Steamship  Company  (1888) ; 
Hamlyn  v.  Taltsker  Distillery  (1894). 

(a)  Capacity.     Male  v.  RoberU  (1800);   Sottomayor  v. 

de  Barros  (1877). 
(6)  Form.    Leroux  v.  Brown  (1852). 
(c>  Contents.     Santos  v.   lUidge  (I860);    RousHlon  v. 

BousUlon  (1880).  | 

(<J)  Discharge.    Jacc^  v.  Cr€dit  Lyonnais  (1884). 
(6>  Bills  of  Exchange. 

3.  Tort    The  Hdlley  (1868);  PhiUipa  v.  Eyre  (1869);   British 

South   Africa  Co,  v.    Companhia   de   Mozambique  (1893); 
Maehado  v.  Fontes  (1897);  Davidson  v.  HiU  (1901). 
i.  Foreign    Judgments.     Oodard  v.   Chay  (1870) ;  Snhibsby  v. 
WestenJioU  (1870). 

II.  On  Mondays  and  Wednesdays  (at  two  o'clock)  and  Fridays  (at 
twelve  o'clock)  during  Easter  Term  and  on  Wednesdays  (at  two  o'clock) 
ud  Thursdays  <at  twelve  o'clock)  during  Trinity  Term  the  Bkadeb 
vQl  continue  his  course  of  Lectures  on  Boman  Law  and  Jurispru- 
desoe.  In  Easter  Term  the  first  Lecture  will  be  given  on  Wednesday, 
^vil  9th,  and  in  Trinity  Term  the  first  Lecture  will  be  given  on 
Wednesday,  May  28th.  This  Course  is  so  arranged  as  to  cover  in 
ue  edncational  year  the  topics  ordinarily  treated  of  in  conmientaries 
vpon  the  Institutes  of  Justinian,  (more  attention  being  paid  to  the 
dereloped  Boman  Law  than  to  the  antiquities  of  Boman  lezal  history. 
In  particular  the  Beadbb  compares  the  Boman  with  &6  English 
uw,  and  shows  the  effect  of  Boman  Law  upon  the  legal  ^sterns  of 
ue  present  day ;  and  in  the  course  of  the  Lectures  the  leamng  ideas 
md  terms  of  legal  systems  in  general  will  be  explained  and  analysed. 
The  following  topioa  will  be  discussed  in  Easter  and  Trinity  Terms : — 

1.  Gontraot  and  Quasi-contract. 

2.  Delict  and  Quasi-Delict. 

_  IIL  On  Mondays  (at  two  o'clock)  during  Trinity  Term  the  Bbadeb 
^  deliver  four  Lectures  on  Public  International  Law.  The  first 
wctare  will  be  given  on  Monday,  June  2nd.  The  following  topics 
»ill be  dealt  with:— 

1.  The  Declaration  of  Paris,  1856. 

2.  Tho  Geneva  Convention,  1864,  and  the  Brussels  Conference, 
1874. 

3.  The  Treaty  of  Washington,  1871. 

4.  The  Hague  Conference,  1899. 

The  Bbadeb  is  prepared  to  explain  difiiculties  and  give  advice  in 

««n€ction  with  any  of  the  subjects  for  wliich  he  is  responsible  after 

j  toy  of  his  Lectures.    Ho  will  see  Students  who  desire  advice  as  to 

WW  studies    at  his  Chambers,  11,  Old  Square,  Lincoln's  Inn,  on 

wednfiadiiy,  April  9th,  between  11  a.m.  and  1  p.m. 


During  Easter  Term  the  Assistant  Bbadbb  proposes  to  deliver 
Lectures  and  hold  Classes  on  the  several  titles  of  the  Ist  Book  of 
Justinian's  Institutes,  and  particularly  on  the  following  subjects :— 

The  nature  and  importance  of  Boman  Law. 

The  legislation  of  Justinian. 

The  Sources  of  Boman  Law — Slavery,  Manumission,  Patron 

and  Freedman,  Marriage  and  Divorce,  Patria  Potestas 

Adoption,  Tutela,  Cura. 

The  'first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  WednesJay,  9th  April,  at 
8  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on 
subsequent  Wednesdays. 

The  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Monday,  14th  April,  at  12  o'clock, 
and  the  Classes  wiU  be  continued  on  subsequent  Tuesdays  at 
3  o'clock  and  Mondays  at  12  o'clock. 

Daring  Trinity  Term  the  Assistant  Beadbb  proposes  (o  deliver 
Lectures  and  hold  Classes  on  the  .several  titles  of  the  2nd  Book  of 
Justinian's  Institutes,  and  particularly  on  the  following  subjects:— 

The  nature  and  dassifioations  of  Bes.  The  modes  of  acquiring 
(a)  Bes  Singulie;  (5)  Universitates  Berum.  Ownership. 
Fosseesion.    Servitudes  and  other  Jura  in  re  alieniL 

The  Boman  Law  of  Wills.  Bequests  (a)  by  Legacy,  (h)  by 
Fidei  commissa. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Wednesday,  28th  May,  at 
3  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on 
subsequent  Wednesdays. 

The  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Monday,  2nd  June,  at  12  o'clock, 
and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  on  subsequent  Tuesdays  at 
3  o'clock  and  Mondays  at  12  o'clock. 


CONSTITUTIONAL  LAW  (ENGLISH  AND  COLONIAL) 
AND  LEGAL  HISTOBY. 

Reader A.  T.  Oabteb,  Esq. 

During  Easter  and  Trinity  Terms  the  Beadbb  proposes  to  deliver 
Lectures  and  hold  Classes  on  the  following  subjects : — 

The  Nature  of  Constitutional  Law. 

The  liberty  of  the  Subject  in  Peace  and  War. 

Public  Order. 

The  Crown  and  its  Officers,  and  their  Liability. 

Acta  of  State. 

Parliament  and  its  Privil^es. 

The  Estates  of  the  Bealm. 

Colonial  Constitutions. 

Eastbb  Tbbm. 

The  first  Lecture  wiU  be  delivered  on  Thursday,  10th  April,  at 
3  o'clock,  and  the  subsequent  Lectures  at  the  same  hour  on  radays, 
Mondays,  and  Thursdays. 

The  first  daas  will  be  held  on  Friday,  11th  April,  at  11  o'clock, 
and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on  subsequent 
Fridays. 

Teinitt  Tbbm. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Thursday,  29th  Mav,  at 
3  o'clock,  and  the  subsequent  Lectures  at  the  same  hour  on  Fridays, 
Mondays,  and  Thursdays. 

The  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Friday,  30th  May,  at  11  o'clock, 
and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on  subsequent 
Fridays. 

The  Beadbb  wHl  be  glad  to  see  any  gentleman  who  desires  to  con- 
sult him  informally  as  to  his  reading  at  the  end  of  the  first  Lecture  or 
the  first  Class. 


EVIDENCE,  PBOOEDUBE  (CIVIL  AND  CBIMINAL),  AND 

CBIMINAL  LAW. 

Reader W.  Blaks  Odoebs,  Esq,  K.O. 

During  Easter  and  Trinity  Terms  the  Bbadeb  proposes  to  deliver 
Lectures  and  hold  Classes  as  follows : — 

Evidence,  Obal  and  Doouhentabt,  with  especial  reference  to  the 
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oonduot  of  a  case  at  Niai  Prins.  The  first  Lecture  in  Kaster  Term 
will  be  delivered  on  Tuesday,  April  15th,  at  4  p.m.,  and  the  first 
Lecture  in  Trinity  Term  on  Tuesday,  June  3rd,  at  4  p.m. 

Crimikal  Law  :  Offsnob9  against  Pbopertt.  The  first  Lecture 
in  Easter  Term  will  be  delivered  on  Wednesday,  April  9th,  at  5  p.m., 
and  the  first  Lecture  in  Trinity  Term  on  Wednesday,  May  28th, 
at  5  p.m. 

Pbocedure  in  a  Civil  Action  in  the  King's  Bench  Division 
FBQM  NoncB  OF  Trial  TO  JUDGMENT,  with  practical  illustrations  taken 
from  actual  interrogatories,  affidavits,  &c.  The  first  Lecture  in  Easter 
Term  will  be  delivered  on  Thursday,  April  10th,  at  4  p.m.,  and  the 
first  Lecture  in  Trinity  Term  on  Thursday,  May  29th,  at  4  p.m. 

Gbdunal  Law  :  Offences  against  the  Person.  The  first  Glass  in 
Easter  Term  will  be  held  on  Saturday,  April  12th,  at  11  a.m.,  and 
the  first  Class  in  Trinity  Term  on  Saturoay,  May  Slst,  at  11  a.m. 
An  oppogrtnnity  will  be  given  in  the  Class  for  any  student  to  ask 

^uesnons  as  to  any  subject  discussed  in  that  Class  or  in  the  preceding 
.eotures  of  the  week.  , 

The  Beadeb  will  be  glad  to  see  any  gentleman  who  desires  to 
consult  him  informally  as  to  books,  course  of  study,  &c.,  at  his 
Chambers,  4,  Elm  Court,  Temple,  E.C.,  on  Tuesday,  April  8th,  from 
5  to  6  p.m. 

THE  LAW  OP  BEAL  AND  PBBSONAL  PBOPERTY  AND 
CONVEYANCING. 

Reader A.  Undbbhill,  Esq. 

Assistant  Reader  .    .    J.  Abbbbw  Stbahan,  Esq. 

During  Easter  and  Trinily  Terms  the  Beadeb  will  deliver  a 
weekly  Senior  Lecture  (on  Fridays),  and  hold  two  Classes  each  week 
(on  Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays)  on  Leases  and  the  Bights  and 
Remedies  of  Lessors  and  Lessees. 

The  first  Lecture  in  Easter  Term  will  be  delivered  on  Friday, 
11th  April,  at  4  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the 
some  hour  on  subsequent  Fridays. 

The  first  Lecture  in  Trinity  Term  will  be  delivered  on  Friday, 
30th  May,  at  4  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same 
hour  on  subsequent  Fridays. 

The  Classes  will  be  divided  into  two,  so  that  Students  can  suit 
their  convenience  as  to  which  of  the  two  they  will  attend,  Wednesday's 
Class  being  a  repetition  of  Tuesday's. 

The  first  Class  in  Easter  Term  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  15th  April, 
at  12  o'clock,  and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  on  subsequent 
Wednesdays  at  10  o'clock  and  Tuesdays  at  12  o'clock. 

The  first  Class  in  Trinity  Term  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  3rd  June, 
at  12  o'clock,  and  will  be  continued  on  subsequent  Wednesdays  at 

10  o'clock  and  Tuesdays  irt  12  o'clock. 

The  Beadeb  will  also,  on  Thursdays,  deliver  a  5  o'clock  Lecture 
intended  primarily,  but  not  exclusively,  for  gentlemen  who  cannot 
attend  at  any  earlier  hour,  on  the  subjects  set  for  the  Final  Examina- 
tion in  Beal  and  Personal  Property  and  Conveyancing.  The  first 
Lecture  in  Easter  Term  will  be  delivered  on  the  10th  April,  and  the 
first  Lecture  in  Trinity  Term  on  the  29th  May. 

Mr.  XJnderhill  will  be  glad  to  see  any  of  the  Students  who  desire 
advice  as  to  their  studies  at  his  Chambers,  5,  New  Square,  Lincoln's 
Inn,  on  Tuesday,  8th  April,  from  4.30  to  5  p.m. 

The  Assistant  Beadeb  proposes  to  continue,  during  the  coming 
Easter  and  Trinity  Terms,  his  course  of  Lectures  and  (Masses  on  The 
Elements  of  the  Law  of  Beal  Pbopebtt,  dealing  with  Devolution 
OF  Beal  Pbopebtt  on  Death. 

Easteb  Teem. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Monday,  14th  April,  at 

1 1  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on 
subsequent  Mondays. 

The  first  class  will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  16th  April,  at  11  o'clock, 
and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on  subsequent 
Thursdays  and  Wednesdays. 

Tbinitt  Tkbm. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Monday,  2nd  June,  at 
11  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on 
subsequent  Mondays. 


The  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  4th  June,  at  11  o^cloci 
and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on  sabseqiieBt 
Thursdays  and  Wednesdays. 


COMMON  LAW. 

Reader HuGH  Fbaskb,  Ebq. 

Amstant  Reader  .    .    A.  Llkwmlth  Dayhb,  Ebq. 

During  Easter  and  Trinity  Terms  the  Beadeb  proposes  to  oootiiuH 
his  Lectures  and  Classes  on  the  foUowing  subjects  :— 

SENIOB  LECTUBES. 

Couueboial   Contbagts. 

Easteb  Tebm. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Wednesday,  9th  Apd, 
at  4  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  wiU  be  continued  on  subaequl 
Fridays  at  10  o'clock,  and  Wednesdays  at  4  o'clock. 

Tmnity  Tebm. 

Tlie  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Wednesday,  28th  Maj, 

4  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  contiuubd  on  subsequent  Fridijl 
at  10  o'clock,  and  We^csdays  at  4  o'clock. 

The  Lectures  will  be  made  as  practical  as  possible,  and  fonni 
documents  in  actual  use  will  be  distributed    amongst  gentlenl 
attending  the  Lectures,  and  will  be  discussed  by  the  Beadeb. 

JUNIOB  LECTUBES. 
Law  of  Contbact  (can*«»««f). 
Mistake,  Misrepresentation,  and  Fraud. 
Xlleplity  and  Impossibility. 
Assignment  of  Contract. 
Discharge  by  New  Agreement. 
Performance. 
Breach  of  Contract. 
Bemediee  and  Damages. 

EAffTXB  Tebm. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Monday,  Uth  April,  »t 
o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  honr 
subsequent  Mondays. 

The  above  subjects  will  be  dealt  with  more  in  detail  in  the 
Classes  on  Monday  afternoons  at  5  o'clock. 

The  first  of  such  Classes  will  be  held  on  Monday,  14th  April, 

5  o'clock,  and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour ' 
subsequent  Mondays. 

Opportunities  of  discussing  the  subjects  dealt  with  in  the  pwoedB 
Lecture  will  be  afforded  to  gentlemen  attending  the  Classes. 

Tbinitt  Tebm. 
The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Monday,  2nd  Jo^e,  i^ 
o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  oa  nm 
quent  Mondays. 

The  above  subjects  will  be  dealt  with  more  in  detail  in 
Bradeb's  Classes  on  Mondays  at  5  o'clock;  the  first  of  such 
will  be  held  on  Monday,  2iid  June. 

The  Beadeb  will  be  glad  to  see  any  gentleman  who  daffl« 
consult  him  informally  as  to  his  reading  at  the  end  of  the  ■ 
Lecture  or  the  first  Claes. 

The  Assistant  Beadeb  will  continue  his  Classes  on  the  B'^JJ'JI 
Principles  of  the  Law  of  Tobts,  and  will  deal  with  the  foI»«l 
subjects : — 

Trespass  to  Good?. 
Conversion. 
Nuisance. 
Negligence. 

Easteb  Tebm. 

The  first  Oass  will  be  held  on  Thursday,  10th  April,  at  10  tj 
and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on  msff^ 
'  Saturdays,  Tuesdays,  and  Thursdays. 
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Trinity  Term. 

The  fint  Clan  will  be  held  on  Thursday,  29th  May,  at  10  a.m.,  and 
the  Glawes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on  subsequent 
Sitnidayi,  Toeadays,  and  Thursdays. 


EQUITY. 

lUader J.  A.  Sojjlly,  Esq. 

AuUtant  Reader  .    .    Walteb  Abhbitbnib,  Esq. 

Dnring  Easter  and  Trinity  Terms  the  Keadeb  will  deliver 
leetves  and  hold  Classes  on  Specific  Pebfoumakce  of  Go2n:'BACT8. 

In  each  of  his  Friday  Glasses  (5  p.m.)  the  Reader  will,  for  the 
feeial  bat  not  exclusive  benefit  of  those  who  cannot  attend  at  an 
earlier  hoar,  giye  a  rAumfoi  the  principal  topics  dealt  with  during 
tfatt  week.  A  few  minutes  before  the  end  of  every  Lecture  and 
Owan  opportunity  will  be  given  for  questions  upon  the  topics  dealt 
with  in  the  Lecture  or  Glass. 

The  Beadbb  will  be  happy  to  see  anyone  who  desires  advice  as  to 
Ui  resding,  Ac,  at  his  Cluunbers,  15,  Old  Square,  Lincoln's  Inn, 
ibetveenS  and  5  p.m.  on  Tuesday,  April  8th,  or  at  the  end  of  any 
ieetore  or  Class. 

N.B.~To  prevent  mifiapprehension  the  Header  desires  to  point  out 
ibt,thoagh  Specific  Performance  is  not  expressly  iDcluded  in  the 
i-UbJBetifor  the  Trinity  Examination,  Candidates  will  be  liable  to  be 
^iKitioDed  on  the  Principles  of  Equity  applicable  to  or  illustrated  by 
the  doctrine  of  Specific  Performance  so  far  ns  dealt  with  in  the 
Uctm  and  Glasses  of  Easter  Term. 

Doring  Easter  and  Trinity  Terms  the  Assistant  Bbadbr  will 
mtiBiie  and  terminate  his  course  on  the  Principles  of  Equity. 

He  will  deal  with  the  following  subjects  :— 

L  Specific  Performance. 

n.  Administration  of  Assets  on  Death, 
ni  Estoppel  in  Equity, 
nr.  Equitable  Defences. 

Easter  Term. 

Hie  Bradeb's  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Wednesday, 
h  April,  at  12  o'clock,  and  the  subsequent  Lectures  on  Mondays, 
4  o'clock,  and  Wednesdays,  at  12  o'clock. 

The  Bradeb's  first  Ckss  will  be  held  on  Friday,  11th  April,  at 
(o*elock,  and  the  dasaes  will  be  continued  on  subsequent  Tuesdays, 
It  2  o*ck)ok,  and  Fridays,  at  5  o'clock. 

J[he  AttDFAKT  Beadbb's  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Thursday, 
MKh  April,  at  2  o'clock,  and  the  subsequent  Classes  on  Fridays,  at 
t«^clo<^  Tuesdays  at  11  o'clock,  and  Thursdays  at  2  o'clock. 


The  Beadbb's   i 
ifliMay,atl2o'c 


Tbihity  Term. 

firbt  Lecture   will   be  delivered   on  Wednesday, 
'clock,  and  the  subsequent  Lectures  on  Mondays,  at 
o'dodc,  and  Wednesdays,  at  12  o*clock. 

The  Beader's  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Friday,  30th  May,  at 
Vdock,  and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  on  subsequent  Tuesdays, 
12  o'elock,  and  Fridays,  at  5  o'clock. 

^  AflgnrAiiT  Beadbb's  first  Class  will  bo  held  on  Thursday, 
Nh  May,  at  2  o'clock,  and  the  subsequent  Classes  on  Fridays  nt 
^Ml,  Tuesdays  at  11  o'clock,  and  Thursdays  at  2  o'clock. 


ABTICLED  clebks. 


^pfj^Mrring  under  Articles  of  Qerkship  to  Solidton  may  attend 
J^J^^faws  and  Classes  on  payment  of  half  the  fees  payable  by 
^^peiaons  not  being  Members  of  an  Inn  of  Court,  the  Coonoil  of 
f**j>«nwrated  Law  Society  having  agreed  with  the  Council  of 
"8*1  Edooation  for  payment  of  the  remainder. 


Articled  Clerks  may  obtain  Vouchers  for  Tickets  by  application  to 
the  Secretary  at  the  Hall  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  Chanoeiy 
Lane,  W.C. 

ParUeular$  as  to  FeetpayaJtle  hy  genU&mmk,  not  being  Memben  of  an 
Inn  of  Courts  may  be  obtained  upon  apfilioaHon  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Oouncilj  LincoMe  Inn  HaU,  W.C, 

Maonaobtiv, 

Chairman  of  CouneU  of  Legal  EdneaHon. 

Alfbed  Q.  Mabtbbt, 

Chairman  of  Board  of  Studiee. 

Council  Chambeb,  Linoolh's  Ihk, 
March,  1902. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


BEGULATI0N8. 

For  the  admisnon  of  pertom  who  are  not  Membere  of  any  Inn  of 
Court  to  Leduret  and  CUusee  given  or  hdd  under  the  direction 
of  the  CouncH,  {See  Note  at  foot  as  to  arrangement  with  (he 
Incorporated  Law  Society.') 

Any  gentleman  not  a  Member  of  an  Inn  of  Court  shall,  on  payment 
of  a  sum  of  Four  Guineas,  be  entitled  to  attend  all  the  Lectures  and 
Classes  during  any  four  conoeoutive  Educational  Terms,  and  on 
payment  of  a  sum  of  Six  Guineas  he  shall  be  entitled  to  attend  the 
Leotores  and  Classes  during  any  eight  conaeoutive  Educational 
Temos. 

Each  Non-Member  shall,  on  payment  of  a  fee  of  Two  Guineas,  be 
entitled  to  attend  all  the  Lectures  and  Classes  for  one  Educational 
Term,  or  the  Lectures  and  Classes  on  any  one  subject  for  four 
consecutive  Educational  Terms. 

Each  Ticket  of  Admission  to  run  from  the  date  of  the  Ticket  Each 
Ticket  to  be  dated  on  the  first  day  of  the  Edacational  Term  in  or  for 
which  it  is  issued. 

Afternoon  or  Evening  Lectures  on  Special  Subjects,  to  be  from 
time  to  time  announced  bv  the  Council,  shall  be  delivered,  and  shall 
be  open  to  all  Members  of  the  Inns  of  Court  fine,  and  to  gentlemen, 
Non-Members,  on  payment  of  a  fee  of  One  Guinea  for  each  Course, 
and  to  Articled  Clerln  on  payment  of  lOs.  6d,  (or  each  Course. 

The  times,  places,  and  subjects  for  these  Lectures  on  Special  Sub- 
jects will  be  fixed  by  the  Council. 

Tickets  to  be  obtained  at  the  Office  of  the  Council.  Each  Non- 
Member,  on  applying  for  his  Ticket,  to  enter  his  name  and  address 
in  a  book  to  be  kept  by  the  Clerk  for  that  purpose,  and  his  fee  to  be 
paid  at  the  Office  of  the  Coonoil  of  Legal  Education. 

Tickets  issued  to  any  person,  not  being  a  Member  of  an  Inn  of 
Court,  to  attend  any  of  the  Lectures  and  Classes,  ahall  dedare  that 
he  shall  be  subject  to  such  Begulations  as  the  Council  may  horn 
time  to  time  prescribe. 


Articled  Clerhe. — Clerks  serving  under  Articles  to  Solicitors  may 
attend  the  Lectures  and  Classes,  and  Evening  Lectures,  on  payment 
of  half  the  fees  payable  by  other  persons  not  being  Members  of  an 
Inn  of  Court,  the  Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  having 
agreed  with  the  Council  of  Leg^l  Education  for  payment  of  the 
remainder. 

Mackaghten, 


Chairman. 


CouiroiL  Chambeb,  LiNooLar's  Inh. 

Digitized  by 


Google 


122 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[Apbil  12, 190-2. 


COUNCIL    OF   LEGAL    EDUCATION. 


EASTER  EDUCATIONAL  TERM,  1902. 


LE0TUBB8  and  CLA3BE8  io  be  hM  fo  th»  Letlmre  Boom  <n  the  lanEB  Tskpu,  to  oomimmm  on  Weinaidaji.  9tt  AprU, 
and  he  eonUmtied  aeeonUng  to  the  eul^ned  Time  Tabh  tuUa  May  Srd. 


Monday. 

Tuesday. 

Wednesday. 

Thubsday. 

Fbiday. 

Sattidat. 

CLASS  BOOM 

A. 

CLASS  BOOK 

B. 

CLASS  BOOU 

A. 

Mr. 
Llbwiltv 

DATBi. 

Class. 

CLASS  ROOV 

B. 
Mr. 

ASHBUBinCB. 

Class. 

1 

CLASS  BOOK     CLASS  ROOM 

A.         1          B. 

CLASS  BOOmIcLABS  BOOV 

A.         1         B. 

CLASS  ROOM      CLASS  ROOM 

A.                    B. 

CLASS  BiOOM    riiSS  !»•« 

A.                 B. 

10-U 

itfCtntraet) 
Mr.HDOH 

Junior 

Lecture. 

rtntLectaI^ 

14th  April. 

1 

1 

UlTDBRHILL.* 

1       Class. 

1 

Mr. 

Llewelyn 

Davies. 

Class. 

First  CUss. 

10th  ApriL 

(Commercial 

Omtracli,) 

Mr.  Hugh 

Frasbr. 

Lecture.     ' 

! 

Mr. 

Llbwbltx 

Dattes. 

Class. 

11-19 

Mr. 

Stmamax. 

I^ctim. 

FIrrt  Lecture, 

14th  April. 

I 

Mr. 
Strahav. 

Class.       > 
FiiBtClaH,, 
l«th  April.  1 

" 

Mr. 

Stbahah. 
Class. 

1 

Mr. 

Carter. 

Class. 

.Firet  Class. 

nth  April. 

rrroMMt 

Ofmm 

Ptnon.) 
Mr.  Bua 

Owm. 
Oi*. 

lltb  April 

11-1 

lir. 

LlOVABI). 
ClttM. 

First  Clua» 
14th  April. 

(Leaici.) 

UlTDlBHILL. 

Class. 
First  Class, 
15th  April. 

1         Mr. 

1        ScULLT. 

Lecture. 
First  Lectue^ 
;    MhApriL 

(Roman  Law 

and  Juris- 

prudenc-:.) 

Mr.  Bate. 

Lecture. 

i 

■ 

•-« 

(Roman  Law 
andJuri*- 

Zt.  Baw? 
j     LAciure. 

1 
1 

Mr. 

SCUIXT. 

Class. 

_ 

Mr. 
Lbonabd. 

Class. 

1 
(Roman  Law 
andJuri$-  \ 

Lecture.    I 
FirstLectmv, 
9thApriL 

Mr. 

ASHBUBKBB. 

Class. 
First  Class. 
lOtb  A  pi  11. 

Mr. 

ASHBURKBR. 

Class. 

>-4 

Mr. 
Caxtbx. 
l^ectnre. 

1 
1 

Mr. 

,      LlOKARD. 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 

»th  April. 

Mr. 
Cabter. 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 

lOtb  April. 

__ 

Mr. 
Carter. 
Lecture. 

4-d 

Mr. 

SCULLT. 

Lecture. 

ODons. 
Lecture. 

Flrst"L«cttiie, 
16th  April. 

(Commercial 

ContracU.)  ! 

Mr.  HuoH 

Frabbr. 

Senior 

Lectnie. 

First  Lecture, 

9thApriL 

(Vrocedare  ' 
ina  Civil  Ac-\ 

tion  in  the 
King's  ffench\ 

JHvifion.) 

Mr.  Blakb 

Odgrrs. 

Lectare. 

First  Lecture^, 

10th  AprlL  ' 

First  Lecture, 
nth  April. 

6-6 

(Law 
of  Contract.) 
Mr.  Hugh 
Fraber. 
Class. 
First  Class, 
14th  April. 

(Private 

Interna- 
tional law.) 

Mr.  Bate. 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture. 

16th  April. 

j   (Criminal 
iLaw.  0ffenct4 
!      againtt 

Odqrbs. 

Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 
{    9thApriL 

Mr. 

Urdb&rill. 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 

10th  April. 

1 
Mr.        • 

SCDLLT.       i 

Class. 
First  Cla», 
nth  April. 

Leotare  Room  A  is  under  the  Inner  Temple  Library. 
Lectare  Room  B  is  at  3,  King's  Bench  Walk. 


Entrance  in  King's  Bench  Walk. 
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COUNCIL    OF    LEGAL    EDUCATION. 


TRINITY  EDUOATIONAL  TERM,  1902. 


LBCTUBES  and  CLASSES  to  be  htid  iit  fh»  OUmm  Boomi  in  the  Middle  Timplb,  to  aommenee  on  Weehtetday,  28fh  Mag, 
and  be  eonUmtd  aoeordktg  to  Ote  nibjoined  Time  ToNf  imta  2Slh  June. 


Monday.  ; 

TUBSDAT. 

Wednesday. 

Thubsday. 

Fbiday. 

Satubday. 

CLAB8X00M 

A. 

OLABBBOOiC 
B. 

A. 

CLABBBOOM 
B. 

GLAB8  BOOM 

A. 

CLABBSMW. 
B. 

A.                 B. 

ntrAff  BOOM 

A. 

B. 

class  BOOM 

A. 

OLAaBBOOK 

B. 

10-11 

Contract.) 
Mr.  UuoH 

Junior 

Lecture. 

FfntLector^ 

SndJuie. 

Mr. 

Llbwblth 
Davibb. 
Ckae. 

{Ijeoiet.) 

Uhbbbhiu.. 
Class. 

Mr.  ScuLLT. 

Lecture, 

First  Lecture, 

28th  May. 

Mr. 

Llewbltn 

Davibb. 

Class.      * 

Pint  Class,' 

29th  May.  j 

{rommercial 
OontrocU.) 
Mr.  Hugh 
Fbasbb. 
Lecture. 

Mr. 

Llbbtbltv 
DAms. 
Oaas. 

IKU 

Mr. 

Stbahav. 

Lecture. 

FlIBtLeotor^ 

and  Jooe. 

4- 

Mr. 

ABHSraSBB. 
ClMB. 

Mr. 
Stbahav. 

First  Glass, 

4th  June. 

{Roman  taw 

andJari*- 

prudence.) 

Mr.  Batb, 

Lecture. 

Mr. 

Stbahah. 
Glass. 

Mr. 

Gasxbb. 

Glass. 

First  Class, 

3(rth  May, 

{Criminal 
Law, 

Offences 
agaimtttht 

Pmrwn.) 
Mr.  Blakb 

Odgbbb. 

dasB. 

FliBt  Glass, 

Slat  May. 

IM 

Mr. 
Lbokaxd. 

Class. 
FlKtCkfifl, 
tod  June. 

(T^easts,) 

Mr. 

Ukdkrhill. 

Class. 
First  Class, 
3rd  Jnne. 

1 

i 

M 

1 

1 

Mr.  Cakbb. 
Lecture. 

i 
1 
1 

i 

1 

(PuUic 

Interna- 

tional  Law.) 

Mr.  Bar. 

Lectoxv. 

Fiiat  Lecture, 

2iidJime. 

^ 

Mr.  SCULLT. 

Claaa. 

I 

(Roman 
Law  and 
Jurispru- 
dence.) 
Mr.  Batb. 
Lecture. 

First 

Lecture, 

28th  Maj. 

Mr. 
Abhbuejibb. 

Class. 
First  Glass, 
29th  May. 

Mr. 

Abhbubvsb. 
dasB. 

M 

Mr. 

Lbovabo. 

Claas. 

Mr. 

Lbobabd. 

Lecture.' 

First  Lecture. 

28th  May. 

Mr. 

Gabtbb. 

Lectme. 

Fint  Lecture, 

29th  May. 

Mr. 
Gabtbb. 
Lecture. 

W 

Mr.  SCVU.T. 
Lecture. 

{Soidenee.) 

Mr.  Blakb. 

Odgbrb. 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 

8rd  June. 

{Obmmtrcial 

Contracts.) 

Mr.  Hdqh 

Frasbb. 

Senior 

Lecture. 

First  Lecture, 

S8th  May. 

1 
! 

{Procedure 
in  a  Civa 
Action  in  the 
King's  Bench 
.Division.) 
Mr.  Blakb 
Odorbs. 

FirstLecture, 
29th  May. 

UimKKHILL. 

Lecture. 

Pint  Lecture, 

30th  May. 

5-€ 

(Law  of    ' 
Contract.) 
Mr.  fi[uoH 

Frabeb. 

CUflB.         1 

FbstClan,  ' 
aodJune. 

{Privaie 

Interna" 
tional  Law.) 
Mr.  B4TE. 

Lecture. 
Piret  Lecture, 

8rd  June. 

{Crimitial 

IMW. 

Offences 
against 

Odokrs. 

Lecture. 

Pirst  Lecture, 

28th  May. 

Mr. 

Ukdbbhill. 

Lecture.    1 

FirstLecture. 

29th  May.    , 

Mr.  ScuLLT. 

Class. 
First  Class, 
30th  May. 

The  Class  Rooms  are  at  Plowden  Buildings.    Entranoe  in  Middlo  Temple  Lane. 
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COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


LECTURES  AND  CLASSES. 


EEGULATIONS  FOB  TERM  EXAMINATIONS. 

1.  Thero  will  be  an  Examination,  at  the  end  of  each  Educational 
Term,  by  the  Reader  and  Assistant  Reader  in  each  subject 

2.  The  Examination  in  any  subject  will  be  open  free  of  charge  to 
all  persons  who  have  attended  two-thirds  of  the  Lectures  and  Glasses 
of  tne  Term  in  that  subject  A  person  may  be  examined  in  more 
than  one  subject 

8.  The  Examination  in  each  subject  will  be  coiduoted  viva  90G&, 
and  upon  the  topics  consideored  during  the  Term  in  that  subject 

4.  Any  person  intending  to  be  examined  in  any  subject  must  notify 
his  intention  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Gouncil  of  Legal  Education  at  their 
Oi&oe,  Lincoln's  Inn  Hall,  in  writing,  not  less  than  three  clear  days 
before  the  time  appointed  for  the  Examination  in  that  subject 

5.  The  Examination  in  each  subject  will  take  place  at  the  end  of 
the  last  meeting  in  the  Term  of  the  Glass  in  that  subject,  and  in  the 
same  place,  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

6.  The  Readers  and  Assistant  Readers  will  report  the  results  of 
the  Examinations  to  the  Board  of  Studies  for  the  Gouncil  of  Legal 
Education. 

7.  Every  person  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Gouncil  of  Legal  Educa- 
tion, has  passed  a  satisfactory  examination  in  any  subject  at  the  end 
of  any  Term,  will  be  so  informed  by  a  letter  addressed  to  him  by  the 
Clerk  of  the  Council. 

Maokaghtek, 

Chairwuin, 
GomroiL  Chambeb,  Lxnooln's  Ihk. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


EASTER  EXAMINATION,  1902. 


GENERAL  EXAMINATION  OF  STUDENTS  OF  THE 
INNS  OF  COURT, 

Held  at  Gray's  Inn  Hall,  18/A,  im,  20th,  and  2lst  March,  1902. 

FINAL  EXAMINATION. 

CLASS  IL 

Ahuja,  Hira  Lai,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Backhouse,  James  Christopher,  Gray's  Inn. 
Bruce,  Frederic  Donnison,  Inner  Temple. 
DiokoDB,  Henry  Charles,  Inner  Temple. 
Holmes,  Aubrey,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Jordan,  Arthur  Edward  North,  Gray's  Inn. 
Roberts,  Harold,  Inner  Temple. 
Sanders,  Gerard  Stanley,  Middle  Temple. 
Singh,  Ran,  Lincoln's  Iim. 
Thomson,  Henry  Thomas,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Todd,  Ernest,  Inner  Temple. 

CLASS  UL 
Ikiddiugton,  Reginald,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
licrryman,  Frederick  Henry,  Middle  Temple. 
Bowcher,  Frederick  Henry,  Inner  Temple. 
Bradford,  Louis  Frederick,  Middle  Temple. 
Brice,  Arthur  John  Montefiore,  Middle  Temple. 
Brigstocke,  William  Flayer,  Inner  Temple. 
Buxton,  Charles  Roden,  Inner  Temple. 
Carey,  Gerald  Hatton,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Chisman,  Frank  William,  Inner  Temple. 
Chit  Hlaing,  Middle  Temple. 


Christie,  George  Francis  Stephen,  Inner  Temple. 
Cree,  Donald  Charles  Ludlow,  Lincdn's  Inn. 
Crewdson,  William  Dillworth,  Inner  Temple. 
Davies,  Llewellyn  Sidney,  Inner  Temple. 
Day,  Francis  Henry  Coryton,  Inner  Temple. 
Evans,  David  George,  Inner  Temple. 
Farwell,  Christopher  John  Wickens,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Field,  George  Albert,  Inner  Temple. 
Fothering^m,  Alexander,  Middle  Temple. 
Graham,  William  Newsum,  Middle  Temple. 
Gubbins,  John  Gaspard,  Middle  Temple. 
Hacking,  Arthur,  Inner  Temple. 
Harben,  Henry  Devenish,  Inner  Temple. 
Innes,  William  Ernest  Reid,  Middle  Temple. 
Jackson,  Charles  James,  Inner  Temple. 
Jackson,  John  Carter,  Inner  Temple. 
Lamond,  Claude  Henry  Pitt,  Middle  Temple. 
Langworthy,  Geoffrey  Parker,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Leung,  Francis  Stanislaus,  Gray's  Inn. 
Lobo,  Paschal  Constantino,  Grav's  Inn. 
Lucas,  Artus  Albert  Andrd,  Middle  Temple. 
Manby,  Percy  Alan  Farrer,  Inner  Temple. 
Marsh,  Harold  Graham  Clifton,  Middle  Temple. 
Marshall,  John  Frederick,  Inner  Temple. 
Matsumoto,  Tadashige,  Middle  Temple. 
Maung  Tsain,  Middle  Temple. 
Newey,  William  Lewis,  Middle  Temple. 
N^htingale,  Samuel  Robert,  Middle  Temple. 
Pase,  Rushard,  Middle  Temple. 
Pidcthall.  Rudolf  George,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Powell,  David  Thomas  Herbert,  Inner  Temple. 
Ram,  Atma,  Gray's  Inn. 
Sen,  Pramatha  Nath,  Biiddle  Temple. 
Stuart,  William  Murray,  Inner  Temple. 
Taylor,  George  Robert,  Middle  Temple. 
Thin,  Harry  Maxwell,  Middle  Temple. 
Yaughan,  Percy  Cecil,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Walker,  John  Ewart,  Inner  Temple. 
Watkin,  Richard  Hughes,  Gray's  Inn. 
Whitaker,  Edmund  Thomas,  Inner  Temple. 
Whitworth,  Charles  Warwick,  Middle  Temple. 
Williams,  Thomas  Juremiah,  Gray's  Inn. 

Examined,  85.    Passed,  63. 

Three  Candidates  were  ordered  not  to  be  admitted  for  examination 
again  until  the  Michaelmas  Examination,  1902. 


The  following  Students  passed  in  Roman  Imw  :  — 

CLASS  I. 

Wynn,  William  John,  Middle  Temple. 

CLASS  I[. 
Atkinson,  Evelyn  Leigh,  Middle  Temple. 
Elphinstone,  Lancelot  Henry,  Lincoln's  luu. 
Lupton,  Arthur  Sinclair,  Gray's  Inn. 
Mennell,  George  Gillies,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Munro,  Ranald  Martin  CunliiTe,  Inner  Temple. 
Neville-Bagot,  William  Hugh,  Inner  Temple. 
O'Brien,  The  Hon.  Donongh,  Inner  Temple. 
Rawlenco,  Claud  Vivian,  Inner  Temple. 
Sharma,  Pandit  Govind  Sahai,  Lincoln^s  lun. 
Tha  Hnyin,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Thursfield,  Edward  Philip,  Inner  Temple. 
Todd,  Ernest,  Inner  Temple. 
Trapnell,  John  Graham,  Inner  Temple. 
Wing,  Tycho.  Inner  Temple 

GLASS  in. 

Atkinson,  John,  Gray's  Inn. 

Barrett-Leunard,  Ffionnes  Cecil  Artiiur,  Lincolifd  luu. 

Biney,  Joseph  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 

Bowen,  Francis  Moull  Storer,  Gray's  Inn. 

Brown,  Emmanuel  .Joseph  Peter,  Inner  Temple. 

Buckle,  Yidal  James,  Gray's  inn. 

Buissinnc^  Templer,  Inner  Temple. 

Burke,  James  Albert  Conception,  Gray's  Inn. 
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Cobb,  Gerald  Blackburn,  Inner  Temple. 

Cochrane,  Ernest  Cecil,  Inner  Temple. 

Cohen,  George  Hubert.  Inner  Temple. 

Colledge,  John  Theodore,  Inner  Temple. 

Davies,  Digby  Griffith  Willoughby,  Middle  Temple. 

De  Bille,  Torbeu  lyor.  Inner  Temple. 

Donald,  William  Pennington,  Oray's  Inn. 

Draper.  Reginald  William*  Middle  Temple. 

Dadman,  Robert  Edward  Albert,  Graj*s  Inn. 

Ellis,  Charles  Bower  Radclyife,  Inner  Temple. 

Filose,  Augustin  Francis,  Inner  Temple. 

Garraway,  Grarnet  Wells,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Glyn-Jones,  William  Samuel,  Middle  Temple. 

Harris,  Edward  Honry,  Gray's  Inn. 

Hawkin,  Robert  Crawford,  Inner  Temple. 

Healy,  John  Crichton,  Gray's  Inn. 

Holms,  John  Mitchell,  Inner  Temple. 

Howard,  Algar  Henry  Stafford,  Inner  Temple. 

Hosain,  Sheikh  Aijaz,  Middle  Temple. 

Johnson,  Peter  Randall,  Inner  Temple. 

Khan,  Kazi  Abdul  Salam,  Inner  Temple. 

Khan,  Mohsin  Ali,  Middle  Temple. 

Kingsbury.  George  Chad  wick,  Middle  Temple. 

Knox,  Frank  Percy,  Inner  Temple. 

Lawrance,  Baldeo  William,  Inner  Temple. 

Leaning,  Henry  John,  Middle  Temple. 

Leschallas,  Gilbert  Pige,  Middle  Temple. 

MacGregor,  Ronald,  Middle  Temple. 

Majeed,  Abdul,  Gray's  Inn. 

Karais,  Abraham  Johannes,  Inner  Temple. 

Medd,  Arthur  Cuthbert,  Inner  Temple. 

Meller,  Richard  James,  Middle  Temple. 

MeWiUe,  William  Woodfall,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Kenon,  Kizhakepat  Sankar<i,  Middle  Temple. 

Uattannah,  Coravanda  Nanj appall,  Middle  Temple. 

Obeyedokere,  James  Stanley,  Inner  Temple. 

Palmer-Morewood,  Rowland  Charles  Arthur,  Inner  Temple. 

Patker,  Shamrao  Sakharam,  Middle  Temple. 

Pereira,  Daniel  Viegas,  Gray's  Inn. 

Powell,  George  Allan,  Gray's  Inn. 

Boberts,  Arthur  William  Rymer.  Inner  Temple. 

Byoroft,  George  Jessel,  Middle  Temple. 

Souilan,  Albert  Augustus,  Middle  Temple. 

Shepherd-Cross,  Cecil  Herbert  Shepherd,  Inner  Temple. 

Standen,  Bertram  Prior,  Inner  Temple. 

Sweeney,  Hubert  Joseph  Peter,  Middle  Temple. 

Thomson,  William  Bannatyne,  Middle  Temple. 

I'nthank,  Ralpli  Arthur,  Middle  Temple. 

Van  Soelen,  Johannes  Gerhardus  Yerstolok,  Middle  Temple. 

Wake,  Dmry,  Inner  Temple. 

Waley-Cohen,  Charles,  Inner  Temple. 

Walter,  Stephen,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Whyte,  Charles  Graham,  Inner  Temple. 

Wooll,  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 

Yearwood,  Charles  Edwanl,  Inner  Temple. 

YouU,  Geoffrey  Blenkinsopp,  Inner  Temple. 

Examined,  1 13.    Passed,  79. 

Two  Cindidates  were  ordered  not  to  be  admitted  for  examination 
agA'n  until  the  Michaelmas  Examination,  1902. 


The  following  StU'lents  passed  in  Constitutional  Iaxw  and 
1^  Ifidory : — 

CLASS  I. 
Barrows,  Roland,  Inner  Temple. 
Holms,  John  Mitchell,  Inner  Temple. 
Michelin,  William  Plunkett,  Middle  Temple. 
Moonan.  William  Herbert,  Middle  Temple. 
Moore,  James  Richard  Allenby,  Gray's  Inn. 
Pegg,  Percy  William,  Middle  Temple. 
Williams,  John  Rolleston,  Inner  Temple. 


CLASS  IL 
Benson,  Edward  Lionel,  Gray's  Inn. 
BuTgia,  Edwin  Cooper,  Gray's  Inn. 


Elliot,  Frederick  Barnard,  Inner  Temple. 
Jones,  George,  Gray's  Inn. 
Khan,  Mirza  Hussein,  Inner  Temple. 
Maurice,  Henry  Gasooyen,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Maxwell,  William  George,  Inner  Temple. 
Mitter,  Bmjendra  Lai,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Nelson,  Edward  Theophilus,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Sanders,  Gerard  Stanley,  Middle  Temple. 
Stutchbury,  Harold  Owen,  Inner  Temple. 
Todd,  Ernest,  Inner  Temple. 
Watmongh,  Frank  Cutbbert,  Middle  Temple. 
Wooll,  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 

CLASS  IIL 
Abdullatif,  Abdullatif  Camrudin,  Gray's  Inn. 
Aga,  Gulamdastgir  Kadirdad  Khan,  Inner  Temple. 
Agar,  Charles  Herbert,  Inner  Temple. 
Ander.on,  Neville,  Inner  Temple. 
Archibald,  Malcolm  George,  Middle  Temple. 
Atkinson,  Evelyn  Leigh,  Middle  Temple. 
Aziz,  Abdul,  Inner  Temple. 

Berkeley,  Henry  Segrave,  Middle  Temple.  j 

Berry,  William,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Botry-Pigolt,  Dayrell,  Middle  Temple. 
Byles,  G^il  Maurice  Barnard,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Coe,  Frederick  Augustus,  Middle  Temple. 
Combe,  Robert  George  Nicholson,  Middle  Temple. 
Copland,  Randcdph,  Inner  Temple. 
Cornish,  Lionel  John,  Gray's  Iim. 
Crovsdale,  John  Hawkshaw,  Inner  Temple. 
Dickinson,  Benjamin,  LinooUi's  Inn. 
Dunbar,  Erio,  Middle  Temple. 
Earls,  James  Henry,  Middle  Temple. 
Fear,  Edgar  Daniel,  Gray's  Inn. 
Gupta,  Hamath  Sahai,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Hastings,  Patrick  Gardiner,  Middle  Temple. 
Hoskins,  Charles  Joseph  Alexander,  Midaie  Temple. 
Hutton,  John  Timothy  Darcy.  Inner  Temple. 
Hyder,  Mohammad  Wahajuddin,  Middle  Temple. 
Jardine,  William  Ellis,  Middle  Temple. 
Jenks,  Shirley  Hatton,  Middle  Temple. 
Khan,  Mirza  Mehdi,  Inner  Temple. 
King,  James  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 
Kirlew,  Thomas  Oliver,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Landers,  Tiiomas,  Middle  Temple. 
Lewis,  Henry  William,  Middle  Temple. 
Lewis,  Lewis,  Middle  Temple. 
Lloyd,  John  Conway,  Inner  Temple. 
Marshall,  George  McLean,  Inner  Templo. 
Martindell,  Ernest  Walter,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Medd,  Arthur  Cuthbert,  Inner  Temple. 
Misra,  Granga  Prusad,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Obeyesekerc,  Forester  Augustus,  Inner  Temple. 
Page,  Richard,  Middle  Temple. 
Payne,  John  Akinola  Otonba,  Inner  Temple. 
Roundell.  Christopher  Foulis,  Inner  Temple. 
Rowe,  Philip  Carlos,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Scanlan,  Albert  Augustus,  Middle  Temple. 
Sen,  Harendra  Nath,  Gray's  Inn. 
Shah,  Akbar,  Middle  Temple. 
Sharma,  Pandit  Goviud  Sahai,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Shillington,  John  Melville,  Inner  Temple. 
Singh,  Amar,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Spronle,  James  Hugh  Colling  wood.  Middle  Temple. 
Stanford,  George  Duncan,  Middle  Temple. 
Terrill,  George  Appleby,  Middle  Temple. 
Trapnell,  John  Graham,  Inner  Temple. 
Trickett,  Wilfrid  Richard,  Middle  Temple. 
Yaletta,  John  Paul,  Inner  Temple. 
Varma.  Eshwar  Das,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Young,  Edward  Hilton,  Linooln's  Inn, 

The  Special  Prize  of  £50  for  the  best  examination  in  Cui4Ua' 
tiondL  Law  and  Legal  History  awarded  to 
Burrows,  Roland,  Inner  Temple. 

Examined,  119.       Passed,  78. 
One  Oandidate  was   ordered  not  to  be   admitted  for  eximina- 
tioD  agaiB  until  the  Michaelmas  Bxamination,  1902. 
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The  foUowiog  Students  passed  a  satisfactory  examination 
Evidence,  Procedure  (Civil  and  Criminal),  and  Ci'iminal  Law, 

CLASS  I. 

Qwyer,  ManricG  Linford,  Inner  Temple. 
Maxwell,  William  Qeorge,  Inner  Temple. 
Price,  Wilfrid,  Middle  Temple. 
Sanders,  Gerard  Stanley,  Middle  Temple. 
Sbee,  Patrick,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Trickett,  Wilfrid  Richard,  Middle  Temple. 

CLASS  IF. 

Atkinson,  Evelyn  Leigh,  Middle  Temple. 
Bevan-Petman,  Bertmm  Amor,  Inner  Temple. 
Bose,  Sudbanan  Mohan,  Gray's  Inn. 
Bulcraio:,  Herbert  Henry,  Linoolu's  Inn. 
Bume,  Sambrooke  Arthur  Higgins,  Inner  Temple. 
Cammiade,  Louis  Aime,  Middle  Temple. 
Cowburn,  Arthur  Douglas,  Middle  Temple. 
Crane,  Lucius  Faircliild,  Middle  Temple. 
Ellis,  Henry  Guysulf  Bertram,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Ezecbiel,  Percy  Hubert,  Middle  Temple. 
Grain,  Henry  William  Wall  is,  Middle  Temple. 
Gubbins,  Charles  Frederick  Ross,  Inner  Temple. 
Hillier,  Fraucis  Marshall,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Launspach,  Charles  William  Louis,  Middle  Temple. 
NaDCo,  Robert  John,  Gray's  Inn. 
Nicholls,  Harold  Alfred  Alford,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Osborne,  Ernest  Ronald,  Gray's  Inn. 
Pearson,  Herbert  Grayhurst,  Inner  Temple. 
Prince,  Richard  Lomas,  Middle  Temple. 
Robertson,  Henry  Goor^jo,  Inner  Temple. 
Sutherland-GraQmo,  Patrick  Noale,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Vanghan,  Percy  Cecil,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Vickery,  George  Alfred,  Middle  Temple. 
Wallace,  Hurry  CMiavlcd,  Middle  Temple. 
Wright,  Henry  Tliomas,  Inner  Temple. 

CLASS  IIL 

Aspiuall,  John  Bridge,  Middle  Temple. 
Baker,  Harold  Trevor,  Inner  Temple. 
Bell,  Edward  Scott  Moberly,  Inner  Temple. 
Borckonhagen,  Carl  Friedmann,  Middle  Temple. 
Chaudhuri,  Amiya  Nath,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Cooper,  Byram  Ardascer,  Middle  Temple. 
De  Jager,  Samuel  Jacobus,  Middle  Temple. 
Dickinson,  Oswald  Kden,  Gray's  Inn. 
Domhorst,  Frederic  Schultze,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Dunbar,  Eric,  Middle  Temple. 
Fear,  Edgar  Daniel,  Gray's  Inn. 
Fenton,  Horace  Charles,  Middle  Temple. 
Fonlkcd,  Arthur,  Gray's  Inn. 
Frean,  William  Peek,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Grewal,  Kehar  Singh,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Hadfield,  Ernest  Harry  Loverseed,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Healy,  John  Crichton,  Gray's  Inn. 
Hey,  Charley  Edward  Milncs,  Inner  Temple. 
Husain,  Sheikh  Aijaz,  Middle  Temple. 
Kershaw,  Philip  Southwell,  Inner  Teniple. 
\       Kinofsbuiy,  George  Chadwick,  Middle  Temple. 
Knight,  George  Wilfrid  Holford,  Middle  Temple. 
Lloy<l,  John  Conway,  Inner  Temple. 
Loeweuthal,  Frederick  Kimberley,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Martindell,  Ernest  Walter,  Linoo'ln's  Inn. 
Maude,  Ralph  Alexander,  Middle  Temple. 
NusruUah,  Khan  Mirza,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Pascalis,  Neoptolemus,  Middle  Temple. 
Pringle,  William,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Raj,  Samuel  Thomas,  Gray's  Inn. 
Rawlence,  Claud  Vivian,  Inner  Temple. 
Roundell,  Christopher  Foul  is,  Inner  Temple. 
Sen,  Nirinal  Chandra,  Gray's  Inn. 
Shah,  Akbar,  Middle  Temple. 
Singh,  Kanwar  Maharaj,  Middle  Temple. 


in 


Smith,  Thomas,  Inner  Temple. 

Thnrsfield,  Edward  Philip,  Inner  Temple. 

T  upper,  Geoflfrey  William  Henry,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Wake,  Dmry,  Inner  Temple. 

Weld,  Matthew  Richard,  Inner  Temple. 

Yates,  Joseph  Mervyn  St.  John,  Inner  Temple. 

Zal,  Tehmuras  Dadabhoy,  Middle  Temple. 

Zerffl,  Henry  Gustavus  Wentworth,  Middle  Temple. 

The  Special  Prize  of  £50  for  the  best  examination  in  Ev'uk)}"^, 
Procedure,  and  Criminal  Law  awarded  to 

Gwyer,  Maurice  Linford,  Inner  Temple. 

Examined,  99.  ^.Paased,  74. 


By  Order  of  the  GonnoU, 


(Signed) 

Council  Chamber,  Linooln's  Inn, 
Sth  April,  1902. 


C.  M.  Wabmixgtox, 

Viee'Chairmin. 


GENERAL  COUNCIL  OF  THE  BAR. 


NOTICE. 

The  Annual  Gbnrbal  MscTiKa  or  thi  Bab  will  be  held  in  U» 
Old  Dining  HaU  of  Linooln*$  Inn,  on  Tuesday,  the  15th  of  April,  1902, 
at  4.15  o'clock. 

The  Annual  Elkction  of  Mbmbbrs  to  fill  the  Yaoancies  upo&tbe 
Council  will  be  held  in  the  week  ending  the  10th  of  May,  1902. 

Every  Barrister  is  entitled  to  vote  at  the  Election,  and  Voting 
Papers  with  Instruotions  to  Voters  will  be  sent  to  every  Barnsttf 
whose  professional  address  within  the  United  Kingdom  is  givtn  ii 
the  Law  List. 

Every  Candidate  for  Election  must  be  proposed  in  writing,  and  Iiii 
Proposal  Form,  signed  by  at  least  ten  Barristers,  must  be  sent  to  the 
Secretary  at  the  Offices  of  the  Council,  at  2  Hare  Court,  Temple,  oo 
or  before  Tuesday,  the  22nd  of  April,  1902. 

Proposal  Forms  may  be  obtained  from  the  Secretary. 

2  Hare  Court,  Temple. 
7th  April,  1902. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 

Hairy  Donglss  Berkeley  and  Alfred  Haines  (G.  B.  Berkeley,  Soi. 
&  Haines),  Solioitoni.  63,  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  by  mutual  coDMot  u 
from  February  25. 

Alfred  Poynder  and  Arthur  Thomas  Whatley  (Street,  Poynder,  t 
Whatley),  Solicitors,  27,  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  by  mutual  oMuent  M 
from  March  31.  The  said  A.  Poynder  is  retiring.  A.  T.  WhaUey 
will  continue  the  business  at  the  same  address  under  the  same  strlo. 

John  Williams  Randall  and  Charles  Albert  Govett  (Bnmdie^ 
Randall,  &  Gk)vett),  Solicitors,  10,  King's  Bench  Walk.  Temple.  V 
mutual  consent  as  from  March  81. 

John  Brid^on  Seatle  and  Henry  Stanley  Morrison  (Se»tle* 
Morrison),  Solicitors,  34a,  Sloane  Square,  Tiondon,  S.W.,  by  niun»i 
consent  as  from  March  25.  The  business  will  be  carried  on  by  a. 
8.  Morrison  at  92  Victoria  Street,  Westminster,  under  the  ssmeBtyie. 

James  Anstey  Wild,  William  Wild,  and  Algernon  Lionel  Crfjij} 
(Wild  &  Wild),  Solicitors.  31,  Lawrence  Lane,  Cheapeidc,  by  wAtai 
consent  as  from  March  31. 


Digitized  by 


C^oogle        I 


Lhul 


19,  1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


127 


OOUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

EABTER  SITTINOS,  1902. 
BOTA  OF  BEGISTBABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSDINO  WEEK. 


Dm. 


1I0I4. 


■hj.     Apr.    21  I  Mr.  Guringtoo 

phMdtgr  »      23  ,  „    JafOkMn 

tarriiy     „       24  1  „    Pemberton 

teihj      „      26  „    Beal 


Affsal 
OovnlL 


Mr.  F«rm«r 
«f    Gkxlfrvj 


„  Godfrey 
ti  FuiDfir 
„    Godfirey 


Ms.  JuinoB 
KmnncH. 


Mr.Beal 
„    R.  LMob 

,,     R.  I^«ach 

»    Beal 

„    B.  Leacb 


Ms.  JssnoB 
Brun. 


I 


Ms.  Jntnos 
Vabwbu. 


Ms.  JUBTIOS 
BVOXUT. 


Mr.  Ftt&bertoo  i    Mr.  Church 
„    Jftddon  ,,    King 

„    Pemberton       „    Ghordi 
„    Jackson  „    King 

„    Pemberton  )      „    Chnrcb 

,,    Jftckson  '      ,,    King 


Mr.  GretweU 
„    W.  LMch 
„    Gr«fWttU 
»    W.  Le«ch 
r,    GrMwell 
„    W.  Leach 


Ms.  Juanos 

JOTOS. 


Mr.  Pogh 
fy    OuringtoB 
M    Pngh 
M    Carrlngton 
M    Pngh 
M    Garrington  j 


Ms.  JusnoB 
SwiHFBi  Bast. 


Mr.  King 
,f    Chwii 
„    W.  Leach 
„    GreeweU 


Fumer 


V  I*«  TTAiVtun  Vacation  miU  commence  on  Saturday,  (Ac  Uth  day  qf  May  and  UrminaU  on  Tuesday,  tlu  20t4  day  qf  May,  19ua,  both  dayt  inclusive. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


I 


J.    P.    MORFHY  PRIZE, 


EXAMINATION,  1002. 


Tb  Examination  for  the  J.  P.  Murphy  Prize  will  b©  held  ia 

MitX)Lx's  Inn  Hall  on 

Wednesday,  lUh  May,  1902,  from  10  a.m.  until  1  p.m. 

The  J.  P.  Murphy  Prize  is  a  Prize  of  10/.  awardcl  in  each  year  to 
to  Student  of  the  Middle  Temple  hehm  an  Iruhman,  i  c,  ham  of 
IrifhpaTenLi  resident  in  Ireland,  who  shall  bo  certified  by  the  Council 
jf  Legal  Education  to  have  passed  the  bebt  Examination  in  Common 
Uv  at  the  Examination  before  Triniiy  Term. 


(Signed) 


Macnagbtbn, 

Chairman, 


vcth  OF  Leg  AX  Education, 
LmooLN'B  Iks  Hall. 
AprU,  1902. 


APPOINTMEJSTTS. 


,  1  2.  The  King  has  been  pleased  to  approve  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Herbert  Batty  to  be  a  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Judica- 
tore  at  Bombay,  in  the  place  of  Mr.  E.  M.  H.  Fulton,  who  bus  been 
appointed  a  Mt^mber  of  the  Council  of  the  Governor  of  Bombay. 


April  9.  The  King  has  been  pleased  to  appoint  William  Herbert 
Greaves,  Esq ,  K.O.  (Attorney-General),  to  be  Chief  Judge  of  the 
Island  of  Barbados. 

April  9.  The  King  lias  been  pleased  by  Letters  Patent  under  tho 
Great  Seal  to  appoint — 

Herbert  Eliot  Ormerod,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple ; 
Samuel  Hill  Smith  Lofthousc,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln's  Inn ; 
Sir  John  Habere  Paget,  Bart.,  of  the  Inner  Temple; 
William  Percival  Gratwickc  Boxall,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln's  Inn  ; 
Jobn  Gdbert  Kotze,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple; 
Arthur  Powell,  Escj.,  of  the  Middle  Temple ; 
Ernest  Moon,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple  ; 
Charles  Montague  Lush,  Esq.,  of  Gray's  Inn  ; 
Kobert  Arthur  Gormaine,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple; 
Frank  Gore-Browne,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple  ; 
Stanley  Owen  Buckmastcr,  E?q.,  of  the  Inner  Temple  ; 
Dudley  Stewart-Smith,  Esq.,  LL.B.,  of  the  Middle  Temple ; 
Frederick  Low.  Esq.,  of  the  Middle  Temple  ; 

to  be  of  His  Majesty's  Counsel  learned  in  the  Law. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Arthur  Mellor  Bramall,  Sidney  White,  Gerard  Stanley  Sanders, 
and  Arthur  Edward  Roberts  (Bramall,  White  A  Sanders),  Solioiton, 
2B  Leadenhall  Street,  by  mutual  oonsent  as  from  January  29.  The 
said  A.  M.  Bramall,  8.  White  and  A.  E.  Roberts  will  continue  to 
carry  on  business  under  the  style  of  Bramall,  White  &  Roberts. 

Francis  Coleman  Evans  and  Hiram  Ellis  (Coleman  Evans  &  Ellis), 
Solicitors,  52  Queen  Victoria  Street,  by  mutual  consent  as  from 
March  25. 


^  Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  80«. ;  cash  price,  24#.  (postage  7d.). 

IHOMSON'S  COMPENDIUM  OF  MODERN  EQUITY. 

Primarily  for  the  use  of  Practitioners  in  the  Chancery  Division — also  for  Bar  Students  and  Candidates  for 

Honours  at  the  Law  Institution. 

By  ANDREW  THOMSON,  Esq.,  B.A.,  LL.D.,  Barrister-at-Law, 

*orm€Tly  I^eeturer  on  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society;  and  afterwards  Professor  of  Equity  to  the  Inns  of  Court;  Author  of  a 

^  Treatise  on  the  Equity  Practice  of  the  County  Court  (with  Precedents). 

LoNDOK:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lihitbb,  Law  Pitblishbrb,  7,  Flkbt  Strbbt,  JliD.^i^ 
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Second  Editiorii  demy  8vo.|  clothi  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Casee  to  Date,  1889. 
%*  The  BapplnnanLt  oaa  be  had  aeparetely,  Ump  doth,  Se^  ed» 

DJSLRBir    and    BOSJBLMQUET 

OH  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS! 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

BT 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

''  Twenty-fiix  years  Irave  elapsed  since  the  appeaiance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqaet*s  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Linulii 
tions.  Dnrii^  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  bavii| 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  li 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  AsdintlM 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parlimnent—the  Beal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  Oe 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicid  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  manv  points  relating  ^ 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  uie  ooUeagae  of  Vx, 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  sStec  a  cartful  eTamiTwtiii 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want— the  want  d  a  idialib 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  toBm, 
substantially  tlutt  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  abeady  mentioned,  A  liil' 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  enthie  book.**— Xato  QuarlerZy  Beview. 

LoKDon:  WILLIAM  OLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publuhsbs,  7,  Flut  SrsflMT,  E.G. 


SECOND  EDmOK.    Demy  Sro.,  doth,  lOf.  ad. 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 


(THE    IiAW    BXLATINa-    TO> 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

Together  with  an  Appendix  containing  Model  Rules^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  Regulations,  1897. 
By  F."  BADEN   FXTLLEB^  B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister- at-Law. 

"}y*  cim  thofrooghlj  recommoid  tbe  poblleadon  to  the  Ohiaf  and  Dietrlot  OfficUls  of  all  Friendly  Sodettea."— DHiiiiUy  SoeidU^  Btmdw. 
"Mr.  Fuller  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  pmetioe  relating  to  Friendly  SodeUea  in  a  clear  and  oondae  maimer,  and  hb  book  ahoold  be  in  the  banft  ofiD  pMi* 
Iniereeted  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Sooietiea."— Jfcmd^ter  Courier. 

LoarDOH;  WILLIAM  CLO^S  A  SONS,  Lmmn),  Law  Pumaamms,  7,  Punrr  SrRBm.  E.O. 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE   LAW  AND   PRAOTICE  OF).    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Oontainiog  Uie  Bulea  and  BegaUtioiu  annotated,  and  FonnB  of  Inrtminents  aocompaaTuig  a  Mortgage  of  SecantML 

By  B.  B.  8PBN0BB    BBODHUBST,  ILA.,   B.O.Ii., 

Qg  TBI  nmB  isMPu,  BASUBraa-AT-iiiir, 


London:   WILLIAM  OLOWES  &  SONS,  Lmitkd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Pmkt  SrBBM,B.O. 
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Samy  870.,  cloth,  16s. 

The  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGLAND 

80  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  including  the  Intoxicating 

Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act|  1901,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 

WITH  A   FULL   APPENDIX    OF  STATUTES. 

Bj  JOHN  BBXJOB;  WILLIAMSON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  North-Eastern  Oircuit,  Barrister-at-Law. 

ezplMuUM 
leuddatita 


\ 


**Tbk  book  \m  a  bsw  wd  TahMlte  ooofcrflmfcloD  to  the  law  m  to  Uoenoea.''— £aio 


"WeonthoraagUjTeooauBMidtlMbook  to  aU  pnctfUoncn  engand  In  Hflfiwing 

rim.*— AUMorv*  JouriMl. 

"Mi;  WmiuDMn't  work  dcMUM  tiM  hi^bail  oomnModaftfam  for  the  thorough 


knowledge  of  hia  subject  which  the  nnthor  hae  ondoobtedlyhroaghtto  hia 
of  the  iawand  the  cleamees  and  oondeeneee  of  the  langnege  In  which  his  c 
isoonched.**— Jfofiehetter  Guardian, 

**The  law  of  Hcenelng  has  noTor  befine  been  set  ont  so  clearly  and  oompre* 
henalTelj/'— Law  i^uarUrly  Review. 


\  London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  LimTKD,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  B.C. 

Second  and  greatly  improved  Edition.    Demj  8yo.,  doth,  6«. 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

A  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferenoes  to  Decisions. 


OF  Tm  LUAOT  AND  8UOOI88ION  DUTY  DBPABnOENT,  SOMSBSBT  HOUn. 

"Id  tbe  second  ediUon  ...  we  see  at  a  gbuwe  the  Inddenoe  of  the  English  Death  Duties.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  great  serdoe  for  ready  reteence."— Zaw  Time9, 
*We  tender  oor  share  of  thanks  to  Mr.  Hanria,  whose  competence  to  do  the  work  he  has  undertaken  Is  nudoubted."— Aoeountanf. 
«W«  consider  tbe  work  Is  one  of  great  practical  value  to  soUdton."— /ri«A  Lavs  Timet, 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Choap  Bditlon.    nioBtratad.    1  voL,  demy  dvc,  oloth,  lOs. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

\  By    MB,    SEBJEANT   PULLING. 

[Qtttaimng  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Gonrts  at  Westminster 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — the  Apprentidi  ad  legem — the  Inns 
of  Ooort — ^the  Forms,  Solenmities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  InnovatiiHis  on 
tbe  old  XnstitutiQn. 

^  **  A  momunent  of  well-digested  leseaioh.  ...  An  important  oontribation  to  the  history  of  the  Bench  and  Bar  of  England.** 

— iKticeratai  Limditm  N&m. 

London  :  WILLIAM  OLOWES  k  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  KO. 

Boyal  ISmOi,  dlotli»  19b.  Od. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  AOT,    1898. 

M  and  an  Appendix  oontidninff  raoh  existing  Statutes  (inolodinc  the  Poblio  H 

operatioBS  withia  the  AdminutmliYe  County  of  London;  also  the  Bye-Laws,  ] 

8  London  Ommtj  Ooonoil  and  of  the  Ommisnonfln  of  Seweis  of  the  Olty  of  Li 

By  W.  BXTSSBLL   QBIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

0/  the  Inner  2W^  Bditor  </  •*!%•  ShkOm  BeguJaHmg  London  JMUUmg,''  and 


\ 


WiOi  Kotee  and  Croea  Beferenoea  and  an  Appendix  oontainins  aooh  existing  Staftotes  (inolodinc  the  Poblio  Health  (London)  Act,  1891 

as  still  ftffect  building  operatioBS  within  the  AdminutraliYe  County  of  London ;  also  the  Bye-Laws,  Begnlatlons  and 

Orders  of  the  L<mdon  Covmty  Ooonoil  and  of  the  Ommianonen  of  Seweis  of  the  Olty  of  Londoa. 


FBAN0I8   W.   FBMBIOL   ILA., 

Of  Uneolm'$  Inn,  Draftmnam  €f  iKe  BiU  a$  cHgUmOf  Mrodnoed  inio  ihs  Bou$e  of  Commom. 

London  :   WILLIAM  OLOWES  *  SONS,  Ldiitbd,  Law  PuBLiSHEaa,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.G.       ^ 
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Second  Edition,  thorouglily  Revised.    Demy  8vo.,  2  Vols.,  doth,  88s. 
Casli  Prie^  80s.  (postage.  Is.).  /> 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES     ' 

OK  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BRETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  B«rrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  UniTeniitT;   B.A.,  late  SchoUr  and  Stadent  of  Trinily  CoOef^ 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Proper^  and  Equity;   Holder  of  the  First  Certificate  of  Hooonr,  MlrharinHH,  Z869; 


Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Bietf  s 
Leading:  Cases  hi  Modem  Equity; 


Acts ;  Author  of  Brett* s  Bankruptcy  Act,  z88^  and  of 
in  Equity  to  the  Incoipontted  Law  Soaety. 


%*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  Ib  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  Uw,  or  ftii 
wkkh  is  pfaotioally  obsolete,  00  fiur  as  it  is  neoesaaxy  to  enable  the  veader  to  undemtand  the  present  \ 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


'^  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarefol 
ysvislon,  ...  It  is  a  comprobensiye  outline  of  eiistiiig  English  law, 
eontained  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
eontrived  by  the  insertion  of  illustratiye  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  matead  of  repulsive  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be.toommended  as  a  yery  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  hiw 
been  improyed,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
oonvenient  size  of  the  volumes.'* — Sdlioitore*  Journal, 

*'The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fidly  assured,  for 


we  already  haye  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bntt  a 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  eaUed  upon  so  soon  to  briii^  oot 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  affoidod  an  oppotaiiij 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  sad  tbe 
criticism  of  his  reviewm,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  nere  is- 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incoiporating  the  Bmnensi 
Acts  which  haye,  since  tiie  publication  of  nis  first  edition,  beei 
placed  upon  the  statnte>book  by  an  exceedingly  aotiye  legtslstna"- 
lAiiJo  JowmaL 

<*  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care^  and  the  new  edittiif 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  sews.'- 


London  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publuhxbs,  7,  Flebt  Stbbbt,  E.G. 
Seventh  Edition*     Royal  8vo.f  cloth,  883. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaixung  a  full  ezpofiition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  nnder  the  BanbtOtcf 
Aete,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankrnptcjr  (Discharge  and  Glosnre)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  Hale 
AcitBy  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Jadicatnre  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  with 
Oreditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes^  BnleB,  Orders  mi 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  Ac. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


•«  In  spite  of  rivals,  Bob9on*$  Law  and  PraaUee  in  Bankruptay--^tai  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  podtiaB  i» J«8^ 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seyenth  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  oouiequentiy  that  Aet  M 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.    The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.    Beyond  ^^i*^ 


sie  no  changes.    The  Judicial  4eoiaions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobecm  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  qHtoHkto 
text-book."— Xaw  Times. 

"  This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  oonsequence  of  the  nv^ 
important  cases  recentiy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  leaned  author  osv' 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  ^]^^Jfr 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  acoofd  nw^ 
editions  the  same  praise."— Xais  Nates, 

London:  WILLIAM  OLOWBS  A  SO>S,  Liiiitbd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flbkt  .Stbebt,  E.0. 

'^. Digitized  by  VjOOQ IC 


AiBiL  26,  1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


131 


OOUKT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUBT  OF  JUSTICE— CHAtTCEliY  DIVISION. 


EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEQISTRABS  IN  ATTENBANOB  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


Oao. 


BOTA. 


AmAi. 
I       OounIL 


Mk.  Jfjwnom 
KiunrioH. 


Apr.    38       Mr.  WvntK 


MV     1 

S 

8 


Kfaif 
Gbandi 


Mb.  JnsnoEB     i     Mx.  Jdrios 
Fabwsll.  Buoklr. 


I 


Mb.  Joanes 

JOTOB. 


JovnoB 
Eadt. 


Mr.  W.  LMch  I    Mr.  /ackMii 


Mr.  B.  L«Mh        Mr. 


QnfWttU 
W.  LMdi 


FanbOTtan  I 


W.  LMofa 
QreawttU 


Jaokaon 


B.  LcMk 


B.  LMdi 


B.  Leuli 


GuifaigkoD 


A«  WkUtun  VaeatioH  wOl  commmet  on  Saturdap,  tk»  11th  da^  qf  Maig  wnd  ttrmiiiaU  cm  Tmtdajf,  ik»  aott  day  ftf  Me^f,  IMS.  both  dajft  imduHm. 


HIGH   COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY   DIVISION. 


TRANSFER  OF  ACTION. 


I 


ORDER  OF  COURT. 


Wednesday,  the  IGth  day  of  April,  1902. 

I>  HABDDioa  Stanlbt,  Earl  or  HaIiSbubt,  Lord  High 
(%aiioellor  of  Great  Britain,  Do  hereby  Order  that  the  Action 
mentioned  in  tiie  Schedule  hereto  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Houmrable  Mr.  Justice  Btbnm  and  Mr.  Justice  Buoxunr. 


SCHEDULE. 

Mr.  Justice  Fabwkll  (1901— D.— No.  1885). 

(h  the  Matter  of  The  Deyioolam  EstateB  C!ompany,  Limited, 
ilrthiir   William   Tamer  v.  The    Deyicolam    Estates   GompaDy, 
United,  and  Eostace  Qeorge  Bonlting. 

HALSBUBT  a 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 
GHANGEBT  DIVISION. 


the  Registrar,  and  set  up  in  the  seyeral  Offices  of  the  Chancery 
Diyifiion  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. 


TRANSFER  OF  ACTIONS. 


ORDER  OF  COURT. 

Tuesday,  the  ^nd  day  of  April,  1902. 

Whxbias,  from  the  present  state  of  the  business  before  Mr. 
«fi8tioe  Ebdiwich  and  Mr.  Justice  Fabwbll  respectiyely,  it  is 
^pedient  that  a  portion  of  the  Causes  assigned  to  Mr.  Justice 
pKiwicH  should  be  transferred  to  Mr.  Justice  Fabwkll  ;  Now 
Ii  the  Bight  Honourable  Habdingb  Stanlet,  Eabl  of  Hals^ 
*^i  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  do  hereby  Order 
uttt  the  seyeral  Causes  and  Matters  set  forth  in  the  Schedule 
^i^  be  accordingly  transferred  from  the  said  Mr.  Justice 
^nwiQH  to  Mr.  Justice  Fa&will,  and  be  marked  in  the 
^^Books  accordingly.    And  thisOrder  is  tobedrawn  up  by 


SCHEDULE. 

From  Mr.  Justice  Kbkbwioh. 

i 

Plaintiff. 

ueraKiHn.             |           Record.              Set  Down. 

1 

!    1802. 

The   British  Motor 

Outheain  Challen-  1  1900  B.    4839  '  Feb.     8 

Traction  Co.  Id. 

dre. 

The    British  Motor 

Longnemare     .     . 

1901  B.    1984  >  Mur.    1 

Traction  Co.  Id. 

Crisp 

Mullens  ft  Co.  Id.    . 

Boshell      .     .     . 

1902  C.      146 

r,           7 

Harris   .... 

1901  M.   2779 

„        7 

1801. 

Attorney-Gen.   .     . 

Bural         District 

1900  A.    1717 

July  25 

Council  of  Lnnes- 

1 

dale. 

;  1802. 

Pattinson     .     .     . 

Armstrong .     .     . 

1901  P.     1798     Mar.  11 

The  BriUuh  Homes 

Patterson    .     .     . 

1902  B.    2019       „      11 

Aseoe.  Corpn.  Id. 

Otbeu      .... 

Intemational    Tea 
Company's  Stores 
Id. 

Lord      .... 

1902  0.      255       „      13 

Lowe       .... 

1901  L.     1332       „      13 

Buchanan    .     .     . 

The        Weatern 
Gazette  Co.  Id.  . 

1902  B.      828       „      15 

Stopps     .... 

Btappe  ....      1902  S.      245  .    „      18 

Fiampton     .     .     . 

Hedges .     .     .     .  ;  1901  F.      117      „      19 

Osborne   (Duke    of 

Clarkson     .     .     .     1901  O.      993      ,,      19 

Leeds> 
Bimell  &  Allsop     . 

Barber  ....      1901  B.    1257 

«      24 

B(erbert   Alexander 

Stephens     .     .     .  i  1901  B.    4595       „      24 

GordoD .     .     .     .     1901  H.    3808       „      25 

&  Co.  Id. 

1                            ' 

G.  Rioordi  ft  Co.     . 

J.  Poole  ft  Sons  Id.     1902  B.      275  |    „      26 

Keyxor    .... 

Smith    .... 

1901  K.      288  i    „      26 

Mayor,  fto.  of  Hove. 

The  Brighton  Id- 
terceptlDg     and 
Outfidl     Sewers 
Boaid. 

1901  H.    2251 

.,      26 

Edgar     .... 

Lawrie  .     .     .     .  i  1901  E.      393 

,.      27 

Watkins.     .     .     . 

Watkins     .     .     . 

1901  W.  8093 

»      27 

HALSBUBY  C. 
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GENERAL   COUNCIL  OF  THE  BAE. 


ELECTION  1902. 

Tlie  following  gentlemen  have  been  nominated  for  Election  to  fill 
the  twenty-four  vacanoieB  upon  the  Council. 

The  Election  will  take  place  during  the  week  ending  Saturday, 
May  10th,  1902. 

lir.  G.  M.  Warmington,  K.C. 

„    E.  Tindal'Atkinsoii,  K.C 

„    H.  F.  Dickens,  K.O. 

„    Vernon  R.  Smith,  K.C. 

„    .1.  V.  Veuey  Fitzgerald,  K.C. 

„    H.  Yorke  Stanger,  K.C. 

„     W.  F.  K.  Taylor,  K.C. 
Hon.  E.  C.  Macnaghten,  K.C. 
Mr.  W.  Ensliah  Harrison,  KC. 

„    T.  Q.  Carver,  K.C. 

„    J.  Scott  Fox,  KC. 
Lord  Robert  Cecil,  K.C. 
Hon.  Alfrod  Lyttelton,  K.C.,  M.P. 
Mr.  Stanley  O.  Buckmaster,  K.C. 

„    O.  Leigh  Clare,  M.P. 

„    Geo.  Henderson. 

„    F.  R.  Tonge  Radcliffe. 

„    Boydell  Houghton. 

«,    A.  Aspinall  Tobin. 

„    R.  B.  D.  Acland. 

„    T.  F.  HobBon. 

„    James  E.  H.  Benn. 

„    Frank  Bodilly. 

„    Charles  J.  Willock. 
Hon.  Frank  Russell. 
Mr.  W.  Hanbury  Aggs. 

„    J.  E.  R.  Stephens. 

„    E.  Percival  Clarke. 
Hon.  R.  W.  CoTentry. 
Mr.  Peter  Grain. 

2  Hare  Court,  Temple, 
April  24,  1902. 


INNS    OF    COURT. 
GALLS  TO  THB  BAB. 

EASTER  TERM,  1902. 


The  OBder^mentioned  gentlemen  have  been  called  to  the  Bar  by  the 
under-mentioned  Honourable  Societies : — 

LINCOLN'S  INN. 

Charles  Fraser  Homsby,  London  Univ.  and  Royal  Univ.  of  Ireland ; 
Charles  Harold  Smith;  Christopher  John  Wiokens  Farwell,  Edin- 
burgh Univ.;  Arthur  Venn  Prior,  Pemb.  Coll.,  CHmb.,  B.A.;  Henry 
Thomas  Thomson,  Balliol  Coll.,  Oxford,  B.C.L.,  M.A. ;  Reginald  Bed- 
dington,  C.C.C,  Oxford,  B.A. ;  Archibald  Henry  Pocock,  Trin.  Coll.. 
Camb.,  M.A.;  Arthur  Lionel  Downer;  Gerald  Berkeley  Hertz, 
Lincoln  Coll.,  Oxford,  B.A. :  Ganpatrao  Lnkshmao  Subhedar,  Alla- 
habad Univ.,  B.A. ;  Abdal  Majid  Khan ;  Alfred  Gorham,  of  the  Irish 
Bar,  Trin.  Coll ,  Dublin,  B.A. 

INNER  TEMPLE. 

G.  F.  S.  Cbrihtie,  Camb. ;  D.  G.  Evans,  B.A.,  Camb. ;  J.  F.  Mar- 
shall, M.A.,  Camb.;  £.  T.  Whitaker, M .B.,  B.Sc.,  Edinburgh,  D.P.H., 
Camb.;  W.  P.  Brigstocke;  A.  G.  Field,  B.A.,  Camb.;  J.  W.  Lewis, 
B.A.,  Oxford;  S.  A.  Tippetts,  BJl.,  Oxford;  E.  C.  BenUey,  BA., 
Oxford;  LI.  S.  Davies,  OxFord;  H.  C.  Dickens,  LL.B.,  Camb.;  C.  R. 
Buxton,  M.A.,  Camb.;  G.  W.  P.  Swinbum,  B.  A.,  Oxford;  Ellis  Ash- 


mead-Barilett:  F.  H.  G^  Day,  B.A.,  Camb.;  J.  A.  Langston,  BJk^ 
Oxford;  C.  O.  Weatherby,  B.A.,  Oxford;  C.  W.  Heneage,  BA 
Oxford:  G.  S.  Cioshaw,  B.A.,  Oxford ;  E.  L.  R.  Kelsey,  B.A<,  CMnb. 
K.  R.  Swan,  B.A.,  Oxford;  C.  Doughty,  B.A.,  Oxford;  and  " 
Todd. 

MIDDLE  TEMPLE. 

H.  M.  Thin;  T.  Fentem,  M.D.,  Edinburgh;  W.  N.  Giaham;  F.l 
Berryman;  W.  L.  Newey;  J.  C.  Gaskell,  B.A.,  Oxford;  SirH.W. 
Fairfdx-Luoy ;  F.  J.  CasweU ;  G.  H.  Couch ;  T.  G.  F.  Pahner ;  A.  J.] 
Brioe ;  G.  S.  Sanders,  LL.B.,  London. 

GRAY'S  INN. 

R.  H.  Watkin;  P.  C.  Lobo,  Trin.  Hall.  Camb.,  B.A.,and 
Univ.,  B.A.;  C.  Terrell;  F.  S.  Leung,  London  Univ.,  special  _ 
for  evidence,  procedure,  and  criminal  law,  Michaelmas,  1900;  n 
T.  J.  Williams. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


MICHAELMAS  EXAMINATION,  1902. 


The  attention  of  Students  is  requested  to  the  following  Mula:- 

No  Student  will  receive  a  Certificate  of  Fitness  for  OiU  to  tt 
Bar  unless  he  passes  a  satisfactory  Examination  in  the  f oUofi* 
subjects : — 

I.  Roman  Law. 

II.  Gonstitntional  Law  (English  and  Colonial),  and  Legal  Wrixf 
in.  Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil  and  Criminal,  and  Criminil  Ut. 
IV.  Such  of  the  other  Heads  of  English  Law  and  Equity  ffleDUoasi 

in  Rule  28  (4)  of  the  Consolidated  Regulations  *  as  nay  ^ 

prescribed  by  the  Council. 

Students  have  the  option  of  passing  the  Examination  in  all  or  u 
of  the  Subjects  I.,  II.,  and  IIL  separately  from  Subject  IV.,  which 
reserved  for  the  Final  Examination.  A  Student  ezercisiBg  tl 
option  will  be  required  to  pass  in  the  subject  or  subjects  taken  i 
separately  before  presenting  himself  for  the  Final  Examination. 

A  Student  mav  present  himself  for  Examination  in  all  or  ^1 
the  Subjects  L,  II.,  and  m.  at  any  time  after  admission.  Witba 
the  special  leave  of  the  Council  no  Student  shall  present  binudf 
the  Final  Examination  unless  he  has  kept  Six  Terms. 

If  in  the  Final  Examination  a  Student  takes  up  Subjects  I, 


and  lU.,  or  any  of  them,  and  fuils  in  such  subjects,  or  any  of  tfafl 
he  will  not  be  allowed  any  credit  for  answers  in  Subject  IV.;  b 
though  he  fails  in  Subject  IV.,  he  may  be  allowed  a  pass  in  '' 
other  subjects,  or  any  of  them. 

A  Student  who  presents  himself  for  any  Examination  and 
papers  show  that  he  had  no  reasonable  ex^tation  of  passiii^ 
not  be  admitted  for  Examination  again  nuUl  the  expiration  of  i 
time  as  the  Council  may  direct 

In  all  Examinations  sncoessful  Students  will  be  dassifled 
to  merit.    In  each  class  the  names  will  be  arranged  alphabeticallj- 

*  13oZB.~Bu]«  38  (4)  is  M  foUowB  :— 
4.  English  Law  and  Equity,  vis. : 

(a)  Law  of  Feracnis,  iuclnding— 

I  Marriage  and  IMvoroe. 
jLifancy. 
jLnnapy. 
(GorpoiattoDfl. 

(b)  Law  of  Real  and  Personal  Property  and  GonTcyanciag,  indndisf- 

(Tmsto;  Morlgagea.  ..  ^ 

J  AdmlDistraOoD  of  Assets  oa  Death ;  on  Diasoliitian  of  FSitseniip 
(    on  Winding-iip  of  Companies,  end  In  Benknmfeoy. 
Practical  Instmcaon  in  the  preparation  of  Deeds,  Williy 

(c)  LawofObUgstiona. 

Contracts. 
Torts. 

Allied  satOeds  (impUed  or  qnaal  cauinfM\  eMoppel.  Ac 

Commercial  Law,  with  erpedal  leference  to  M«aB<^ 

In  daily  use,  which  sboi •  •  -■ 
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A  Student  who  obtains  a  Fint  Class  at  the  Final  Examination  in 
Sobleot  IV.,  and  who,  either  before  or  at  snob  Examination,  passes 
in  Bnbjeeti  L,  11^  and  IIL,  will  reoeiTe  a  Oertifioate  of  Honour. 

No  Student  will  be  eligible  for  a  Prize  who  is  over  twenty-five 
jeari  of  age  on  the  first  day  of  the  Examination.  This  limit  of  age 
does  not  apply  in  the  case  of  Hon6ars. 

At  eveiy  call  to  the  Bar  those  Students  who  have  obtained  Student- 
ifaips  will  take  rank  in  seniority  over  all  other  Students  called  on 
'fte  same  day;  and  those  Students  who  have  obtained  Certificates  of 
Honour  will  take  rank  immediately  after  the  holder  of  a  Studentship 
ttUed  on  the  same  day. 

The  Inn  of  Court,  to  which  the  holder  of  any  Studentship  or  of  any 
[Onfcifioate  of  Honour  belongs,  may,  if  desirod,  dispense  with  any 
[Herms  not  exceeding  two  that  mav  remain  to  be  kept  by  such  Student 
i  pnvioasly  to  his  being  called  to  the  Bar. 

A  Student  who  has  passed  the  Examination  in  any  subject  will 
iDt  be  allowed  to  present  himself  again  for  Examination  in  that 
■ibject 

p   A  Student  who,  at  any  time  previously  to  his  admission  at  an  Inn 

1  of  Oourt,  was  a  Solicitor  in  practice  for  not  less  than  five  consecutive 
yetn,  either  in  England  or  m  any  Colony  or  Dependency,  but  who  in 

.  sither  case  was  admitted  in  England,  and  in  accordance  with  Rule  7 
cf  the  Oonsolidated  Begulations  has  ceased  to  be  a  Solicitor  before  his 
iAniasion  as  a  Student,  may  be  examined  for  Call  to  the  Bar  without 
keerang  any  Terms,  and  may  be  called  to  the  Bar  upon  passing  the 

'JIMO  Examination  required  by  these  Bules,  without  keeping  any 

f  PiOTided  that  such  Solicitor  has  given  at  least  twelve  months' 
'Mtioe  in  writing  to  each  of  the  Four  Inns  of  Court,  and  to  tho 
'JbooqiQiated  Law  Society,  of  his  intention  to  seek  Call  to  the  Bar, 

ttdjrodnces  a  Certificate  that  he  is  a  fit  aod  proper  person  to  be 
1 21^  to  the  Bar,  signed,  if  his  practice  was  in  England,  by  two 
i  Mben  of  the  Orancil  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  and,  if  his 

jnetice  was  in  a  Colony  or  Dependency,  by  the  Chief  Justice  of  such 
JOdonj  or  Dependency. 

I  The  GouDoil  may  accept  as  an  equivalent  for  the  Examination  in 
[loBa&Uw— 

|.      I  A  Dc^^ree  granted  by  any  University  within  the  British 
Dominions,  for  which  the  qualifying  Examination  included 
BomanLaw; 
ii  A  Certificate  that  any  Student  has  passed  any  such  Examina- 

ition,  though  he  may  not  have  taken  the  Degree  for  which 
such  Examination  qualifies  him ;  and 
ill  The  Testamur  of  the  Public  Examiners  for  the  Degree  of 
Civil  Law  at  Oxford  that  the  Student  has  passed  the  neoes- 
eary  Examination  for  the  Degree  of  Bachelor  of  Civil  Law. 

^hovided  the  Council  is  satisfied  that  the  Student,  before  he  ob- 
«ed  his  Degree,  or  obtained  such  Certificate  or  Testamur,  passed 
•inffloieBt  Examination  in  Roman  Law. 

As  Examination  will  be  held  in  October  next,  to  which  any  Student 
'^  Ion  of  ^  Court  will  be  admissible  who  is  desirous  of  passing  the 
^l  Examination,  or  of  passing  any  one  or  more  of  the  Examina- 
"  m  Roman  Law,  Constitutional  Law  and  Legal  History,  and 
AQoe,  Procedure,  Civil  and  CrimiiiMl,  and  Criminal  Law. 

I  At  this  Examination  the  Council  may  award  to  the  Student  who 
fi>>M8  the  beat  Examination  in  Subject  II.  (Oonstitutiunal  Law, 
I Aigluh  and  Colonial,  and  Legal  History),  a  Special  Prize  of  502.,  and 
|iBBiiUr  Prise  to  the  Student  wlio  passes  the  best  Examination  in 
ISv^  ^U-  (Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil  autl  Criminal,  and  Criminal 
p»).  The  Council  will  not  award  the  prize  if  the  result  of  the 
^animation  be  such  as  in  their  opinion  not  to  justify  the  award. 
IWliere  Oandidate*  appear  to  be  equal,  ur  nearly  equal,  in  merit,  the 
n*|uwu  may  divide  the  Prize  betwet- n  them  equally,  or  in  anch  pro- 
tl»rt»on  as  they  consider  just. 

fti^  S^^ent  proposing  to  submit  himself  for  Examination  will  be 
wjured  to  enter  his  name  in  full,  personally  or  by  letter,  at  the 

:  ftearorer'i  or  Steward's  OiHce  of  the  Inn  of  Court  to  which  he  belongs, 

Ifcrf?  ^'"®  ^ff'^^y*  the  ^Ih  day  of  October  next;  and  he  will 
Srf#  #  «3«wd  to  state  in  writing  whether  his  object  in  oflTering 

'  OdTfc^  ?  ^X'^inuuttion  is  to  obtain  a  Certificate  preliminary  to  a 
guto  the  Bar,  or  whether  he  is  merely  desirous  of  passing  the 

^    Mminalion  in  any  one  or  more  of  the  subjects  of  Roman  Law,  Con- 


stitutional Law  and  Legal  History,  and  Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil 
and  Criminal,  and  Criminal  Law. 

The  Examination  will  oonmience  on  Tuetday^  the  14<&  day  oj 
October  next,  and  will  be  continued  on  the  TTadneMOff,  Thundayt  and 
Friday  following. 

It  will  take  place  in  the  Gray's  Inn  HaU ;  and  the  doora  will  be 
closed  Ten  Minutes  after  the  time  appointed  for  the  oommencement 
of  the  Examination. 

The  Examination  by  Printed  Questions  will  be  conducted  in  the 
following  Order : — 

TuMday  Morning^  Hth  Oetabery  at  Ten,  on  Roman  Law. 

Tneiday  Afternoon,  I4th  October,  at  Two,  on  Constitutional  Law 
and  Legal  History. 

Wednesday  Morning,  15<A  October,  at  Ten,  on  Evidence,  Proce- 
dure, and  Criminal  Law. 

Wednesday  Afternoon,  15tik  October,  at  Two,  on  the  Law  of  Real 
and  Personal  Prop^ty  and  Conveyancing. 

Thursday  Homing,  IQOi  October,  at  Ten,  on  Law  and  Equity, 
First  Paper. 

Thureday  Afternoon,  Idth  October,  at  Two,  on  Law  and  Equity, 

Second  Paper. 
Friday  Morning,  I7th  October,  at  Ten,  General  Paper  on  the  Law 

of  Real  and  Personal  Property  and  Conveyancing,  and  Law 

and  Equity. 

The  Oral  Examination,  if  any,  will  be  conducted  in  the  same  order, 
and  at  the  same  Hours,  as  above  appointed  for  the  Examination  by 
Printed  Questions. 

The  BzAMiNBBS  in  Romab  Law  will  examine  in  the  following 

Subjects:' 

L  Souvoes. 

II.  Slavery— Pafria  PoCestos— Husband  and  Wife— Tti/eZa— Card. 
HI.  I>omtmttiii—Po8SMS(o— Servitudes— .^|i&y<ei«8w— Mortgage. 
lY.  Wii\B—ljeg^ie»—CodiciUi—Fideieommi8»€L 
Y.  Intestacy  and  Insolvency  (in  outline  only). 
YL  Contracts. 
YIL  Delicts. 
YIIL  The    Formulary  and   Extra-ordinary   Procedure  (in  outline 
only). 

The  ExAJOSMBS  in  Constitijtional  Law  and  Ligal  Hibtobt  will 
examine  in  the  following  subjects : — 

L  Constitntional  Law. 

(1)  The  Crown  and  the  Executive.. 

(2)  The  Law  and  Custom  of  Parliament 

II.  Legal  History. 


The  ExAMiKBBS  in  EviocNon,  Pbooedubb  (Civil  and  CBiMUiAi.),and 
Obimimal  Law  will  examine  in  the  following  Subjects : — 

The  Elements  of  the  Law  of  Evidence. 

Procedure  in  a  Civil  Action  in  the  King's  Bench  Division. 

Procedure   preliminary  to  and   at  the  Trial  of  an  Ordinary 

Indictment. 
The  Elements  of  Criminal  Law. 
The  History  of  the  Criminal  Law,  of  Procedure  and  the  Law 

of  Evidence  during  the  Nineteenth  Century. 


The  ExAMizrEBS  in  the  Law  of  Rbal  and  Pebsomal  Pbopbbtt  and 
OoNYETANoraa  will  examine  in  the  following  subjects  :— 

Elements  of  the  Law  of  Real  and  Personal  Property  and  Con- 
veyancing. 

Yendors  and  Purchasers  of  Land. 

Leasee. 

The  Legislation  of  the  Nineteenth  Century  with  respcot  to 
Conveyancing  and  Settled  Land. 
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The  ExjUonsbs  in  LaW  And  EQultr  will  examine  in  the  following 
sabjectB : — 

FiBST  Papbk. 

Elements  of  the  Law  of  Gontraot  and  Tort 
Oommercial  Contracts. 
Wrongs  to  Property. 


Trusts. 

Principles  of  Equity. 
Specific  Performance. 
Law  of  Partnership. 


Sboond  Papbb 


N.B.— -The  papers  in  any  of  the  above-named  Examinations  may 
contain  questions  in  Jurisprudence  and  Private  International  Law 
arising  out  of  the  subject-matter  of  such  Examination. 

7hs  above  SvbfecUy  except  as  to  the  General  Paper ^  will  be  examined 


vpon  90  far  only  as  treated  in  the  Leokuree  and  (Xame$  $kM  TMj 
Term,  1900. 

The  Awards  upon  the  Miohaelmas  Pan  ExaadBstica  viU  be 
announced  at  the  OflSoe  of  the  Council,  Linoohi*s  Dm  HtU, « 
Friday,  31st  October,  at  5.80  p.m.,  and  will  be  puUiahod  io  tbe 
Timee  on  Saturday,  Ist  November. 

NOTB.— The  Hilary  Examination  will  be  held  in  the  Middle  Temple 
Hall,  16th,  17th,  18th,  and  i9th  December. 

Last  day  for  entry  of  names,  Monday,  8th  December. 

Maonaobten, 

CSuiirnMnof  ChuneUof  Legd  EdiiteatinL 

Altbed  G.  MABTmr, 

Chairman  of  Board  of  Studiet, 

CouBoiL  Chambbb,  Limooln's  Ihk  HaUi, 
AprU,  1902. 


Seeond  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  eloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage.  Is.). 


BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Unhrerri^;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Stadent  of  TrinftyCdkcil 
Dublin ;   EzhiUttoner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity ;   Holder  of  ttie  First  Certificate  of  Honour.  Midiadmas,  ilK9'i 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Brett's  Conveyandnff  Acts ;  Author  of  Brett's  Bankruptcy  Act»   Z883L  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooetj. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  thiB  book  Ib  to  bring  into  Bpecial  prominenoe  the  preBent  and  linng  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  t 
which  ia  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

*'  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarefol 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
cuntained  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
contrived  by  the  insertion  of  illnstratiYe  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
iiiterestiDff  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  oases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
convenient  size  of  the  volumes." — SoUoiton^  Journal, 

**The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fhUy  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  seoond  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bntt 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  bo  soon  to  haagi 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opporto^ 
"    "  "  fiieBclB,tDdi 


of  availing  himself  of  the   suggestions   of  his 
criticism  of  his  review^  by  oorreotine  the  errors  which  ven  I 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  woBk 
Acts  which  have,  ainoe  Uie  publication  of  nis  fiirt  editioD,  b| 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  kgklstoa*^ 
LawJowmaiL  ^ 

*'The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  thenewe^tiflj 
Ujp  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legiBlation  of  iBBt  """^ 
Law  Notes. 


LoNi>oH :   WILLIAM  OLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Fububhsbs,  7,  Flbkt  Strbet,  £.C. 


Demy  Svo.,  doth,  80«. ;  cash  prioe,  24«.  (postage  7d.). 


THOMSON'S  GOMPENDiUM  OF  MODERN 

Primarily  for  the  use  of  Practitioners  in  the  Chancery  Division — also  for  Bar  Students  and  Ci 

Honours  at  the  Law  Institntion. 


Formerly 


By  ANDREW  THOMSON,  Esq.,  B.A.,  LL.D.,  Banister-at-Law, 

Lecturer  on  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  SodatT;  and  afterwards  ProfeBBor  of  Equity  to  the  Inns  of  Court;  Aithortf  * 
Treatise  on  the  Equity  Practice  of  the  County  Court  (with  Precedents), 


tnt-bodkBaDdutfapiMML   ftvB^ 


'*  Worthy  of  a  platt  od  the  ahelVM  of  the  pnotMog  barrfetier,  and  Is  well  oalciihited  to  Hnre  him  a  oion  lengthy  wtich  i « ^    . 

litrtkvUrty  oMfnl  to  ■olldtore,  eepedally  those  who  have  not  laige  libraries;  while  iir  advaaoed  ■tndents  It  will  be  an  asoellent  Moond  book.    On  Cha  whsK  a  ■  •  ■ 
moniimeni  to  the  leemlng  of  an  author  of  undoubted  abWty."— Ittio  Timet. 


LoHDON :  WILLLAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldutkd,  Law  Pitblibhsbs,  7,  ^lkit  StujR,  K.C. 
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JOT 

JET  OF  AI 

* 

>PEAL  AND  HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE—! 

CHANCERY  DIVISIO 

►N. 

EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 

BOTA  OF  KEGISTBAES  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSQING  WEEK. 

t. 

Datb. 

Ekehoehct 
Rota. 

Appeal 

COUBTIL 

Mb.  Justioe 

KSKXWICH. 

Mb.  JuBTioi 
Btbvb. 

Mb.  Jusrrcn 
Fabwbll. 

Mb.  Justiob 

BUCKLXT. 

Mb.  JusnoB 
Jotcb. 

1 

Mb.  JusncB 

1    SWIKIXH  EaDT. 

1 

¥^»     Mmj 

6 

Mr.  JaokMB 

Mr.  W.  iMch 

Mr.  King 

Mr.6«ftl 

Mr.  Ptfnberton 

Mr.  Pngh 

Mr.  Fann«r 

Mr.  GreaweU 

mtoaj 

6 

»i    Pembertoii 

„    GrenweU 

,,    Chmch 

„    R.  L«ch 

„    Jackson 

„    Carrlugton 

„    Godfrey 

;      „    W.  Leach 

ft^mUj  ,, 

7 

n    R.  Leacb 

„    W.  Leach 

»    King 

»    Be»l 

„    Pemberton 

»    Pugh 

„    Farmer 

„    Godfrey 

8 

»    Beal 

„    Grawell 

„    Church 

,,    B.  LcMch 

.,    Jackson 

„    Carrington 

..    Godfrey 

;    I,;   Farmer 

'rt^y 

9 

„    CarrlngtoDi 

„    W.  Leach 

»    Klag 

»    Beal 

„    Panberton        ,,    Pogh 

„    Farmer 

„    Church     * 

htoriiy        „ 

XO 

..    Pugh 

„    Gr«well 

„    Chmch 

„    R.  Letch 

„    Jackson            „    Carrlngtoa 

„    Godfrey 

„      KlDg 

%•   TV  TFAiUun  Focaiion  vm  comnwnce  fm  Saturday,  the  17th  day  of  May  and  ttrminaU  on  Tuaday,  the  20ih  day  qf  May,  1903,  both  days  indusive. 


INCOEPOEATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


...       FINAL  EXAMINATION. 

FOLLOWING  CANDIDATES  (WPIOt>E  NAMES  ARE  IN 
PHABETICAL  OEDEU)  WERE   SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 

JJAL    EXAMINATION    HELD    ON    THE    7th    ahd    8th 

PRH.,  1902 :— 


I 


filward  Lewie  Agasaiz 

Herbert  Arthur  Arundel 

Thomas  Herbert  Asquith 

HughMorant  Baker 

Walter  John  Biuanehr 

Cecil  Arthur  James  Beatty 

Hugh  SiddonB  Bishop 

Arthur  Ernest  Essington  Boulton 

Cliarleg  Brown 

Edgar  James  Brown 

Bobert  Percy  Howard  Burgess 

Nigel  Edward  Carey 

Alban  Carr 

.^bert  Clement  Chadbom 

Arthur  Frank  Clark 

ftancia  Womersley  Clarke,  B.A. 

Camb. 
Beuben  Cohen 
Thomas  Craik 
Jamea  Hunsdon  Cross 
Walter  John  Daniel 
GriflSth   Thomas    Davies,   B.A. 

OxoD. 
Fehx  Deeley 
luaoi  Bannister  Dent 
"lilip  Henry  Devitt,  B.A.  Camb. 
'  liam  Diokinson 
Burton  Donald 
iaa  Foater  Duggau 
>Id  Charles  Eaves 
leric  Henry  Edwards 
^r  Evans 

Jk  Austin  French 
fobn  Edward  Morgan  George 
naak  Emeat  Goodchild 
Bme«fc  Bryan  Guest,  B.A.,  LL.B. 

Camb.1 
Sydney  Walter  Hack 
William  Ernest  Hamlin 
JoBcph  Hammond  Heap 
Walter  Henderson-Cleland 
Alfred  Home 
Bertram  Horsfall 


George  Eric  Houghton,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Charles    Anthony     Hunt,   B.A. 

Camb. 
Herbert  Julius  Hunter 
Edgar  Frederick  Jarvis 
William  Stanley  Knowles 
Alfred  Lionel  Lane 
William  Herbert  Langdon 
Alexander  Waldemar  Lawrence, 

B  A.  Oxon. 
John  Stapletou  Leaning 
Henry  Richmond  Leigh 
Arthur  Thewlis  Lewthwaite 
Edward  Wyeherley  Lovell 
Ernest  Alfred  Lowndes 
Hugh  Wells  Machell 
Charles  William  Wykeham  Major 
Edward  Leigh  Maples 
Charles  May,  LL.B.  Lond. 
Frank  William  Mellows 
Richard  Medlicott  Morris 
Kenneth  Munro 
Archibald  Newton 
Hubert  White  Newton 
Peregrine  North 
Charles  O' Mai  ley 
Frank  Patteson 
Cyril  Harvey  Pearce 
Harold  Seward  Pearce 
William  Howes  Percival 
John  Quinn 

William  George  Richardson 
Norman  Cairns  Robertson 
Clement  Rogers 
Lucas  Eustace  Rumsey 
Edward  Sant,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Henry  Schofield 
John  Gilson  Sheild 
Hugh  Pe'rinet  Smith 
Dudley  Vaughan  Steavenson 
Ernest  Arthur  Stiebel 
Anthony  Temple 
Bertmm  Cecil  Tillett 


Thomas  Buckley  Timmina 
Arthur  James  Henry  Townsend 
Harold  Godfrey  Twist 
Charles  Stuart  Vaughan 
William  Henry  Vickress 
Geoffrey  Vinall 
Herbert  James  Vincent 
Ernest  Waddingtou 
Jamee  Henry  Wale 


Herbert  Edward  Ward 
I  Henry  Whitfield  »  • 

I  Alfred  Hughes  Wilkinson 
I  Robert  John  Willatt 
I  Joseph  Wilson 
i  George  Edgcombe  Windeatt 
i  Gerald    Esdaile    Winter,    B.A. 
I      Camb. 

John  Wood 


INTERMEDIATE  EXAMINATION. 


THE  FOLLOWING  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ARE  IN 
ALPHABETICAL  ORDER)  WERE  SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 
INTERMEDIATE  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  THE  9th 
APRIL,  1902:— 

FIRST   CLASS.  -  ♦ 


Frank  Barrett 
Joseph  Bamett  Beimstcin 
George  Reginald  Bell 
Barzillai  Beckerleg  Bennetts 
Alfred  William  Brown 
Frederick  Stawell  Bryan 
James  BuUpitt 
Jabez  Butterworth 
Henry  Arthur  Chetham 
Charles  James  Cooke 
Alfred  Christopher  Cutter 
Thomas  William  Davies 
Edward  Granville  Eliot,    B.A. 

Oxon. 
Charles' Adrian  Ashford  Elton 
Bede  Farrell 
John  Gouldie  Fishwick 
Ernest  Edward  Green 
Wilfred  Hague 
William  Hanna 
Daniel  Gibson  Harris 
Frederick  Herbert  Hole 
John    Harold   Houghton,    B.A. 

Oxon. 
Harry  Haywood  Howells 
Myer  Albert  Jacobs 


John  David  Jones 
Henry  Harold  Kelsey 
John  Aubrey  Catch  pole  Kennaid, 
James  Brook  Lander 
William  Howes  Linnell 
Theodore  Lord 
Alfred  Joseph  Marriott 
Albert  Percy  Michael  Narlian 
Willis  Paterson 
Geoflfrey  Copson  Peake 
Joseph  Percy  Radford  Pym 
George  Charles  Ralli=on 
John  Ewart  Salter  ,    ^. 

Herbert  Samuel  ":*.  - 

Harry  Ernest  Sargent  ' 

Harry  Alfred  Solomon 
Claude  Stratford  .  .  i^ 

Ronald  George  Taylor 
William  Angus  Temi>erley 
Gordon  Harold  Thompson,  B.A. 

Oxon. 
Hugh  Williams  ..      »^ 

Sydney  Steele  Wilson 
Thomas  Woodcock 
Sydney  Melson  Woodrow 
James  Robert  Hpenccr  Young 


Arnold  Savage  Bailey 
John  Be 8 wick  Bailey 
Walter  Henry  Bartlett 
John  Marshall  Din&dale  Barwick, 
B.A.  Oxon. 


SECOND  CLASS. 

I  Carl  William  Reeves  Bater 
George  Robert  Francis  Bates 

i  Nathaniel  Battersby 
James  Francis  Adams  Beck 
Andrew  J<ffleph^erkelejj 
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Bdward  John  Courtenay  Bernard 

Arthur  Robert  Berry 

Frank  BeTorley 

Charles  Herbert  Lake  Blaxlaud 

Henry  Noriuan  Bliss 

Charles  BUxunfield 

Keginakl  Boatte 

Henry  Boddington 

Arthur  Gary  Borrcr 

Aubrey  Holmes  Boulton 

John  B  ram  ley 

Samuel  Brcarley 

Harold  St.  John  Browne 

Stanley  Brunner»  B  A.  Camb. 

Charles  Oompton  Burnett 

Harry  Caldecutt 

Archibal  1  Kenneth  Campbell 

Thomas  Edward  Cari)enter,  B.A. 

Lond. 
Albert  James  Cash 
Alfred  Catton 
Bromley  Challenor 
John  Barnett  Chapman 
Walter  Goddard  Chattcrton 
Herbert  Chorley 
Herbert  James  Christie 
Frank  Conquest  Clare 
James  Arthur  Clark,  B.A.  Camb. 
David  Henry  Clarke 
Harry   Monte  fiore   Cohen,   B.A. 

Oxon. 
Sydney  Herbert  Cole 
John  >Ionck  Campion  Coles 
Samuel  CoUinge 
John  Graham  Cooper 
Hamilton  AValker  Crawford 
Edward  Arthur  Cress  well 
Bertram  James  Formaii  Croasley 
Cecil  Cru^t 
Richard  Rutttr  Cruto 
Herbert  James  Darby 
Wilberforeo  Rich  mo  ud  DauDcey 
Edward  WiUiain  Davy 
George  Cooile  Daw 
Reginald  Iveson  Donliara 
Arthur  Scotney  Dennis 
Harold  Crowther  Diekiuson 
Richard  Cocil  Dickson 
John  Owen  Dixon 
Peter  Sydenham  Dixon 
William  Ralph  Donne 
Geoifrey  Herbert  Drury 
Francis  Daw  Shcrbrooke  Eales 
Eric  James  Edward 
Awdrey  ^Molesworth  Edwards 
George  Henry  Dun  mam  Edwards 
Harold  Picton  Elicit 
James  Everidge 
Edward  Foss 
James  Reilly  Foster 
Henry  Francis 
Percy  Lionel  Fmnkha-n 
Cecil  Edward  Regin  ild  Frasor 
Edward  Herbert  George 
Blacket  Gill,  B.A,  Camb. 
Charles  Spencer  Golding 
Arthur  Henry  Gootlall 
Richard  (Toodman 
Sidney  Otto  Goolwin 
James  Joseph  Warden  Gow^ing 
Walter  Hill  Graham 
Cyril  Robert  Green 
Henry  Bennett  Griljble 
Alfred  Edwin  Birlow  Griffin 
Walter  Stanley  Currio  Griffith 
David  Llewellyn  GrifTitha 
Joseph  Groves 

-^onllHall 


Arthur  Septimiw  Harbottle 
Frederic  Charlea  HarrlEon 
Lenny  Septimus  Harrisson 
George  Frederick  Hart 
William  Hatch 
Robert  Walter  Cowell  Herion 
Thomas       Halghton        Treyor 

Hickman 
Samnel  Bassell  Hill 
Sydney  James  Hill 
Ernest  Hind 

William  Blakestone  Hind 
George  Edwin  Scott  Hindmarsh 
Jesse  Hoare 
Cecil  Gilbert  Houghton 
Douglas  Honstoun' 
Percy  Stanley  Howarth 
Arthur  Hulb!ert 
Allan    Moir    Hntcbison,    B.A. 

Camb. 
Joseph  Oooksey  Jackson,  B.A. 

Camb. 
George  Robert  Jennings 
Dayid  Clement  John 
Thomas  John 
Samnel  Clement  Johnson,  B.A. 

Camb. 
George  Abram  Kellett 
Tom  Rowland  Kent 
Ernest  James  Kerslake 
Edgar  Blake  King 
Harry  Joseph  King 
Leonard  Reginald   King,  B.A. 

Oxon. 
John  Eric  Ladner 
Reginald  Gower  Lambert 
Henry  Bavensworth  Lamonby 
Ernest  Philip  Henry  Lang 
Walter  Latimer 
Harold  Harry  Lawson 
Francis  John  Graham  Leadbittcr 
William  Frederick  Lee 
George  Bennett  Lee-Roberts 
James  Lees 

Trevor  Rodney  Leigh-Hnnt 
Frederick  Thorp  Linnell 
Percy  Francis  Lncas 
Bertram  Gordon  McGlonghin 
Charles  McNanghton 
Norman  McQueen 
Edwin  Arthur  Mallett 
George  William  Marsden 
John  Lancelot  Martin 
Kenneth       George      Tweedalo 

Meaby 
George  Melvin 
Percy  John  Meoneer 
Jefft'ry        Edwards        Morton 

Michel  more 
Claude  St  John  Garle  Miller 
Thomas  William  Milliog 
Charles  Frederick  Monk 
Leonard     James    Moon,    B.A. 

Gamb. 
Charles  Carey  Morgan 
William  Morgan 
Wdliam  Richard  Morgan 
Robert  Nelson  Murray 
John  Cyril  Naime 
Frederick  Heath  Newcombe 
John  Brough  Niel 
Charles  Louis  Nordon 
James  Ross  OU?er,  B.A.  Camb. 
John  Robertson  Owen 
Leslie  Owen 
William  Page 

George  Arthur  Chater  Perks 
Guy  William  Marshall  Pontifex 


Charles  Vorley  Price 
Samuel  Procter 

Arthur  Sidney  Fitzgerald  Pmen 
John    Hall    Batenshaw,    B.A. 

Oxon. 
Lewis  Rhodes,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Sydney  Charles  Richards 
Joseph  Herbert  Richardson,  B.A. 

Camb. 
William  Ewen  Richardson 
Henry  James  Ricketts 
Thomas  Hunter  Roberts 
Malcolm  Gordon  Robertson,  B.A. 

Durham 
Norman  Robertson 
John  SpeirBobinson,  B.A.  Camb. 
Alfred  Bobdon,  B.A.  Camb. 
I>enham  Edgar  Bodwell 
Wilfrid  Arnold  Booke-Ley,  B.  A. 

Oxon. 
Digby  Beacjnsfield  Rose,  B.A. 

Gamb. 
Willy  Alfred  Rosedale 
Ernest  Rupert  Royle 
Geoffrey  George  Russell 
Godfrey  Harold  Salaman 
Harold  Geoffrey  Salt 
Arthur  Nicholas  Salter 
Frederick  Gurney  Salter,  B.A. 

Oxon. 
Richard  Joseph  Sharp 
DjiTid  Shaw 

Thomas  Dowker  Shepherd 
Frederic  Oharles  Sheppard 
Samuel  Shipton 
Edward  Shooemith 
Joseph  Bruce  Simmons 
Palgraye  Simpson 
Harold  Laurence  Slocock 
Arthur  Willan  Smith 
Charles  Edward  Smith 
Samuel  Arthur  Smith 
William  Austin  Sparrow 
Lionel  Standley 
Bernard  Clement  Stenning 
Gardiner      Frank       Buckland 

Stevens 
James  Reginald  Stevens 


Fraoots  John  Stewart 

Frank  Harold  StoUaid 

Roland  Stone 

John  Ormerod  Storey 

Albert  Harold  Oetavus  Stieat. 

feild,  B.A.  Camb. 
George  Herbert  Stobington 
Ralf  Sunderland-Taylor 
Eraser  Sutton 
Charles  Edward  Tatham 
Edward  Stewardson  Taybr 
Ferdinand   HaU   Taybr,  B.A 

Oxon. 
William  George  Thomas 
Kenneth  Herbert  Thompson 
William  Edwin  Thompson,  B.A 

Oxon. 
Charles  Edward  Thorp 
CharlM     Kiddy     Tyon,   B.A 

Gamb. 
William  Trenholme 
Basil  Frederick  Tuckfleld  Trroa 
Clifford  Green  Turner 
Oliver  Tyrer 
Charles  Guy  Underwood 
Maurice  John  Upoott 
George  William  Wain 
Alfred  William  West 
Charles  Leopold  West 
Gilbert  Lewis  West 
Arthur  Pither  Wheeler 
Dyson  Bransby  Williami,  BA 

Oxon. 
James  Edward  Williamson 
Joseph  Henry  Wilman 
Charles  William  Wing 
William     Winterbotham,  BA 

Camb. 
Henry  Womeraley 
Frederic  Walter  Wood 
Theophilus  Wood 
Edward  Geoffrey  Parker  Woraley 
Stamp  William  Wortley 
Herbert  Charles  Wright 
Peter  Wrig:ht 
Arthur  Wrinoh 
William  Walter  Tates 
Thomas  Farqohar  Yeo. 


By  Order  of  the  Goimeil, 


Law  Societt*8  Hall,  Chakoebt  Lanb, 
25th  AprU,  1902. 


E.  W.  Williamson, 


AP20ISTWENT. 

AprU  28.  The  King  has  been  pleased  to  appoint  the  Right  Hoooor- 
able  Sir  Arthur  Wilson,  K.C.LE.,  kite  Puisne  Judge  of  the  SuMttja* 
Court,  Calcutta,  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Judicial  CommiU^  of  tw 
Privy  Council,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  3  and  4  William  D- 
cap.  41. 


PBOPESSIONAL  PABTNER8HIP8  DISSOLVED. . 

Basil  Field,  Henry  James  Francis,  Frederic  WUIiam  Emery,  jsi 
Henry  Lincoln  Rosooe  (Field,  Rosooe  &  Co.),  SoUoitors,  86  Luwoto* 
Inn  Fields,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  March  81.  The  said  B.  new, 
F.  W.  Emery,  and  H.  L.  Bosooe  will  continue  to  carry  on  the  basiac« 
in  conjunction  with  Charles  Douglas  Medley. 

Horace  Parr  Scatliff  and  Charies  Haddon  Gray  (Scatliff  AOrty). 
SoUcitors,  6  Lancaster  Place,  Strand,  and  33  Whiteheads  Gro^e. 
Chelsea,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  O  "  ' 
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STATUTES. 


SESSION  1902—2  EDW.  7. 

OtopUr. 

TITLE. 

Date  of  Royal  Assent. 

When  Act  to  come  into  Operatton. 

1 
2 

ilrmy  (^nniwO  M 1902        .        •        •        .        . 

March  21       .        ,        . 
April  28 

Not  spedfled. 
Notspedfled. 

OOUET  OF  ATPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

EASTER  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEGISTRABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  BNSUINa  WEEK, 

^A9m^ 

XHBftSBSOr 
JLOftA. 

AmAJ, 
CoatalL 

Ma.  Jnanoa 

Mb.  JusnoB 
Btbvb. 

Mb.  Jvsnca 
Faswxll. 

MB.JimnB 
BooKur. 

MB.JliniOB 
JOTQB. 

MB.jDanca 
SWIXFBV  Sm»t. 

ll€Blbj.        lUj      13 

Mr.  W.  Leacfa 

Mr.  PembertoD 

Mr.  GresweU 

Mr.  Godfi«7 

Mr.  Garrlngfam 

Mr.B.  LsMb 

Mr.Chtirdh 

Mr.  Jacksoii 

tamk^        „      13 

„   Gxeswea 

„    jMksn 

„    W.  Leaoh 

„    Fumer 

M    Pntfi 

H    Baal 

»     KtBg 

M    PMuiertoB 

"WtSamdMj  „      u 

..    King 

„    Pttnbarton 

„    GresweU 

M    Godftej 

„    Garrfaigton 

„    B.Lesdi 

„   Chiirdi 

„    Path 

tlwiiar      „      15 

t9    Cliaroil 

•,    Jaekson 

„    W.  Leaoh 

„    nmer 

»    POSH 

M   Baal 

«   Bag 

„   OHilnstoii 

'«MV           ..       16 

„    nurmer 

„    Pttnberton        „    GxeaweU 

„    GodiSrej 

„    Guriiiglai 

„   B.Lesdi 

,.   Ghimdi 

»    Deal 

%•    1%£  WMUtun  Vacationwa  commence  tm  Saturday,  the  11th  day  of  May  and  UrminaU  on  Tanday,  tt«  Mtt  <laf  ^  Jfof,  1»0^  bott  doyi  AidtMive. 


HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY  DIVISION, 


TRANSFER  OF  ACTIONS. 


GENERAL  COUNCIL  OF  THE  BAR. 


ORDEB  OP  COURT. 

Thursday,  the  Isi  day  of  May,  1902. 

I,  Habdingb  Stanlxt,  Earl  of  Halsbubt,  Lord  High 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  Do  hereby  Order  that  the  Action 
Mentioned  in  the  Schedule  hereto  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Btbne  and  Mr.  Justice  Buoklet. 

SCHEDULE. 
Mr.  Justice  Fabwkll  (1902— D.— Na  455). 
fin  the  Matter  of  David  Payne  and  Company,  Limited. 
1st  John  Montaga  Young  v.  David  Payne  and  Company,  Limited. 

HALSBUBY  0. 

OBDEB  OP  COUBT. 

Monday^  the  5<A  day  of  May,  1902. 

I,  Habdingb  Stanlxt,  Eabl  ov  Halsbubt,  Lord  High 
iCbtficellor  of  Great  Britain,  Do  hereby  Order  that  the  Action 
-iMBiiaQed  in  the  Schedule  hereto  shall  bo  transferred  to  the 
Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Bybnb  and  Mr.  Justice  Buoklbt. 

SCHEDULE. 

Mr.  Justice  Kxkbwioh  (1902— J.— No.  414). 

(In  the  Matter  of  The  Johnston  Die  Press  Company,  Limited. 
lyiofeot  George  Levett  v.  The  Johnston  Die  Fkess  Company,  Limited. 

HALSBUBY  C. 


The  Council  have  recently  had  under  their  oonsideration  the 
following  questions  submitted  to  them  by  a  Barrister:— 

(1.)  Are  Counsel  justified  in  aocepting  briefs  to  appear  at  Local 
Inquiries  under  the  Local  Government  Acts,  the  Public 
Health  Acts,  or  the  Light  Bailway  Act  from  Clerks  to  Local 
Authorities  vrho  are  not  Solioitors? 

(2.)  Further  can  Counsel  accept  a  Parliamentarv  brief  from  a 
Parliamentary  Agent  who  is  not  a  Solicitor  and  who  is  acting 
for  such  a  Clerk? 

The  Council  have  answered   both   the  above  questiona  in  the 
afflmative. 

HeNBT  C.  a  BiNGLBy, 

2  Hare  Court,  Temple,  Secretary, 

llh  May,  1902. 


APPOINTMENT. 

Mr.  William  Bedford  Glasier  of  47  Essex  Street,  Strand,  W.C.,  has 
been  appointed  a  Commissioner  of  the  High  Court  of  Judicature  at 
Fort  William  in  Bengal  to  take  Affidavits,  Acknowledgments,  &o. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED, 


Octavius  Eddison,  Charles  Lupton,  and  Charles  Francis  Haigh 
(Nelson,  Eddisons  &  Lupton),  Solioitors,  Leeds;  by  mutual  consent  as 
from  April  SO.  The  said  0.  Eddison  and  0.  Lupion  will  continue  to 
cany  on  the  business.  f   Vii-^r*l^ 
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Seventh  Edition.     Royai  8vo.,  tioth,  889, 


ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankrupicy 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arnuogementg  with 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Stotutes,  Rules,  Orderg  and 
FormSi  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  ico. 


BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq, 

Barrlster-at-Iiaw. 
OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

**  In  spite  of  rivalf,  BobtonU  Law  and  PraeUce  in  Bankruviey—BJk  exoellent  treAtiBe,  we  always  thought— mamtains  its  position  is  kgil 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  serenth  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  pnblished  before  the  Aot  of  1887,  and  consoquentlj  that  Act  ud 
the  Aot  of  1890  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  pat  at  the  end  of  the  yolmne.  Beyond  this  UiM 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  daly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  iip-t(Hiaie 
text-book.''— Xaw  Time$. 

**  This  standard  work  on  bankmptoy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  anthor  wisely  considering  that,  in  conseqnenoe  of  the  msf 
impcrtant  cases  recently  decided  and  the  issne  of  the  new  roles,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  learned  aothor  on  tki 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  weU  np  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankroptoy  work  thodfi 
be  without  it ;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fredi  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  acoori  Mm. 
editkms  the  same  praise." — Law  Note$. 

London  :  WILUAM  CLOWES  it  SONS,  Limitid,  Law  Fublishibbs,  7,  Fleet  Stbebt,  KC. 

Second  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  eloth,  88s. 
Cash  Prloe,  80s.  (postage,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND 

By    THOMAS   BJRJSTT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Univeraitr;   B.A.,  late  ScfaoUr  and  Student  of  Trini^  College 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;   Holder  of  the  First  Certificate  of  Honour.   Michaelmas,  1869; 
Joint  Author   of  Gierke  and  Brett's  Conveyancinff  Acts ;  Author  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  >uid  of 
Leading^  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  special  piondnenoe  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  lav,  or  thil 
which  Ib  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  nndentand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


«  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
contained  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
contrived  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulirive  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
convenient  size  of  the  volumes." — Salioiton^  JoumdL 

'^The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  ftdly  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  seoond  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bictt 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  01 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportunti 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  Mendf,  ssii  u 
criticinn  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  enors  which  irere  s 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorpcwating  the  punefOi 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  his  first  edition,  to 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  sn  exceedingly  active  legiaistoia  'i 
Jjaw  JowmaL  . . 

"  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  editioi 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  senion.  -m 
Law  Notes, 


LoNDOH :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishjhus,  7,  Flkbt  Strert,  E.C. 
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HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TRANSFER  OF  ACTION, 


ORDEB  OP  COUBT. 


Thursday,  the  %th  day  of  May,  1902. 

I,  Habdivob  Stanlit,  Earl  of  Halsburt,  Lord  High 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britam,  Do  hereby  Order  that  the  Action 
mentioned  in  the  Schedule  hereto  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Honcmiable  Mr.  Justice  Btrnx  and  Mr.  Justice  Buoklst. 


SCHEDULE, 
Mr.  Justice  Jotob  (1902— G,— No.  647). 

|h  the  Matter  of  Georcpe  Fanner  and  Company,  Limited. 
IFbreaoe  Elizabeth   Fanner  v.  George   Fanner   and    Company, 
Limited. 

HAL8BUBY  0. 


SUPREME    COURT    OF    JUDICATURE. 


CORONATION  OF  THEIR  MAJESTIES. 


OBDEB  OF  COUBT. 


The  Ooorta  and  OiBoefl  of  the  Supreme  Court,  inoluding  the 
wict  Begistries,  shall  be  olosed  on  the  26th,  27th,  and  28th  of 
Jooenext. 

By  Order  of  the  Lobd  Ohanokllob  and  the 

Bule  Committee  of  the  Supreme  Court. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 


CORONATION  OF  THEIR  MAJESTIES. 


COUNTY  COUBT  OBDEB. 


I    The  Courts  and  Offices  of  the  County  Courts  in  Enghmd  and 
!  Wales  shall  be  closed  on  the  26th,  27th,  and  28th  of  June  next. 

By  Order  of  the  Lord  Chanobllor. 


GENERAL  COUNCIL  OF  THE  BAR. 


NOTICE. 

THE  CORONATION  PROCESSION, 

June  ^th,  1902. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  has  allotted  abont  180  Seats  at  the  Boyal 
^B\»  of  Justioe  to  Members  of  the  Bar  to  View  the  Procession,  and 
^General  Council  of  the  Bar  has  been  requested,  and  has  under- 
taken to  distribute  them. 

1.  The  Distribution  of  the  Seats  will  be  by  Ballot. 
8.  The  Ballot  will  be  confined  to  Barristers  with  addresses  in  the 
1902  Uw  List 


8.  The  Tickets  will  be  One  Guinea  each  and  will  be  Single  and 
NOT  TBANSFEBABLB  nor  available  for  Ladies. 

4.  Application  for  Tickets  must  be  made  in  writing  so  as  to 

reach  the  Secretary  on  or  before  Saturday,  May  8Ut,  1902. 

5.  A  List  of  the  successful  applicants  will  be  posted  at  the 

Offices  of  the  Council  on  Wednesday,  June  4th. 

6.  The  Tickets  will  be  obtainable  fromlthe  Secretary  on  applica- 

tion at  the  Offices  of  the  Council  on  or  after  Tuesday, 
17th  June. 

(By  Obdbb). 
Officiss  of  the  Council, 

2,  Hare  Court,  Temple, 
May  ISih,  1902. 


GENERAL  COUNCIL  OF  THE  BAR. 


ANNUAL  ELECTION,  1902. 


RESULT. 

The  following  gentlemen  have  been  declared  duly  Elected  Members 
of  the  Council- 
Mr.  C.  M.  Warmington,  E.C. 
„    E.  T.  Atkinson,  K.C. 
„    H.  F.  Dickens,  K.C. 
„    Vernon  B.  Smith,  K.C. 
„    H.  Torke  Stanger,  K.C. 
„    W.  F.  K.  Taylor,  K.C. 
Hon.  E.  C.  Macnaghten,  K.C. 
Mr.  W.  English  ifitrrison,  K.C. 
„    J.  Scott  Fox,  K.C. 
Lord  Bobert  Cecil,  K.C. 
Hon.  Alfred  Lyttelton,  K.C.,  M.P. 
Mr.  Stanley  O.  Bnckmaster,  K.C. 
„    O.  Leigh  dare,  M.P. 
„    George  Henderson. 
„    F.  B.  Yonge  Badoliffe. 
BoydeU  Houghton. 
B.  B.  D.  Acland, 
T.  F.  Hobson. 
James  E.  H.  Benn. 
Frank  BodiUy. 
Hon.  Frank  BusselL 
Mr.  E.  PerdTal  Clarke. 
Hon.  B.  W.  CoTcntry. 
Mr.  Peter  Grain.- 

I  Hare  Court,  Temple, 
May  IWi,  1902. 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


WHITSUN  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTICK 


ITiere  uHll  be  no  sitting  in  Court  during  the  WTiitsun  Vacation. 

During  the  Whitiun  Vacation ;— All  applications  **  which  may  require 
to  he  immediately  or  promptly  heard  "  are  to  be  made  to  the  Lord 
Chibf  Jumas  or  Ekolakd. 

The  Lobd  Chief  Jubticb  will  act  as  Vacation  Judge  from  Saturday, 
May  17th,  to  Monday,  May  26th,  both  days  inclusiTe. 

His  Lordship  will  sit  in  King's  Bench  Judges'  Chambers  at  10.80 
on  Friday,  May  28rd.  On  other  days,  within  the  above  period,  appli- 
cations in  urgent  matters  may  be  inade  to  his  Lordship  hy  post  or,  if 
necessary,  pwsonally.  r      ^^^i^ 
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In  the  case  of  applioatioiis  to  the  Judge  hy  Post  the  Brief  of  CJonnsel 
should  he  sent  adcGressed  to  the  Jud^e  hy  Book  Post,  or  Parcel,  pre- 
paid, aooompanied  by  Offioe  Copies  of  the  Affidavits  in  support  of  the 
Application,  and  also  by  a  Minute,  on  a  separate  sheet  of  paper, 
sigued  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Applicant  entitled 
to,  and  also  an  envelope  capable  of  receiving  the  Papers,  addressed  aa 
follows: — "* Chancery  Official  Letter:  To  the  Registrar  in  Vacation, 
Chancery  Begistrars'  Chambers,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  London, 

On  applications  for  Injunctions,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  Copy  of 
the  Writ,  and  a  Certificate  of  Writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent 

The  Papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Registrar. 

The  address  of  the  Vacation  Judge  can  be  obtained  on  application 
at  the  Chancery  Registrars'  Chambem,  Room  186,  Royal  Courts 
of  Justice. 

Chahosbt  Rbgibtbabs'  Chambbbs, 
rotal  coubtb  of  jubtiob, 
May,  1902. 


APPOINTMENT. 


Maj  '9.  The  KING  has  been  pleased,  by  Warrant  under  His 
Majesty's  Royal  Sign  Bianual,  bearing  date  the  8th  insta&t,  to 
appoint  Herliert  Stuart  Sankey,  Esq.,  Bf .A.,  Barrister-at-L&w,  to 
be  Recorder  of  the  Borough  of  Favezsham,  in  the  room  of  George 
Edwardes  Dering,  "Esq^.^  deceased. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


Oswald  Bird,  Laming  Wortbington  Evans,  Arthur  Beroard  Lewia 
Hill,  Arthur  William  Hastings  Dauney  (Worthington  Evaas,  Biri, 
Hill  &  Co.),  Solicitors,  27  Nicholas  Lane,  by  mntoal  consent  as  fitn 
March  31,  so  far  aa  coucerns  A.  B.  L.  HilL  O.  Bird,  L.  W.  Evaa^ 
and  A.  W.  H.  Dauney  will  continue  the  said  business  under  the  same 
style  or  firm. 


Demy  Svo..  doth,  168. 


The  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGLAND 

So  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  including  the   Intoxicating 
Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901|  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 
WITH   A    FULL    APPENDIX    OF   STATUTES. 


By  JOECET  BBTJOE  WILLIAMSON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  North-Eastern  Circuit,  Barrister-at-Law. 

"This  book  is  *  new  and  TalnaUe  oootribotioD  to  the  Uw  m  to  Uoenoes."— IkMo 
JoumdL 

**  We  can  thoroughly  reocnnmeod  the  book  to  all  pnMjtttlonen  «iigaged  in  lioenaing 
matters.  "—Sbfieitort*  Jowmal. 

**Mr.  WilUamaon'a  work  deaervea  the  highest  conunendatlon  for  the  thorough 


knowledge  of  his  subject  which  the  author  has  andoubtedly  brought  to  hUejpUiute 
of  the  law  and  the  cleamess  and  conciseness  of  the  language  in  which  his  dodda^ 
IsooQched.**— ^anditfifsr  Guardian. 

•*  The  law  of   licensing   has  never  before  been  set  out  so  dearly  and  occurs- 
iMDliyely.''— laur  Quarterly  Review, 


LoNDOH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 

Seoond  and  greatly  improyed  EdifcUm.    Demy  8to.,  cloth,  6«. 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

A  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Fonns  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  anjbecoioe 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferences  to  I)ecision8. 


Of  THX  UDGAOT  AND  SUOOUfflOH  DUTY  DIPABTMMerT,   SOMEBSET  HOUSB. 

**  lo  the  seoond  edition  ...  we  see  at  a  glance  the  inddeaoe  of  the  English  Death,  Duties.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  great  serrlce  fur  ready  refersDoe.'*«La«  Ti***- 
**  We  tender  onr  share  of  thanks  to  Mr.  Harris,  whose  oompetenoe  to  do  the  work  he  has  nndsrUken  Is  ioidoahted."-^Jco9ttiitaiU. 
**  We  consider  the  work  Is  one  of  great  prsctical  yalue  to  soUdtorB."— /riiA  low  Timet, 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <fe  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Cheap  Bdition.    SluBtratecL    1  voL,  demy  8vo^  oloth,  10b. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MM.    SERJEANT   PULLING. 

Containing  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Courts  at  WestmiiiBtar 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — ^the  Appreaticii  ad  legem — the  lani 
of  Court— 4»he  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  tho 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  InnoTations  on 
the  old  Institution. 

**  A  moniimeiit  of  well-digeited  researdh.  ...  An  important  ooairibation  to  the  history  of  the  Benoh  and  Bax  of  England." 

---IlJMiraM  Umdom  Jim, 


IjOhdon:  WILLLAM  CLOWES 


h  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Flee/  Stbebt,  E.0. 
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HIGH    COURT    OF   JUSTICE. 


KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


APPEALS   AND   MOTIONS   IN   BANKBUPTOY. 


ImiLB  from  Couniy  CoiirtB  to  be  heard 
bj  a  DmnoiTAL  Goubt  Sitting  in  Bank- 
raptey,  Pending  17th  M[ay,  1902. 

b  le  B.  Eleock  Ezpta.  The  B«nkrnpt  «.  The 
Official  Recdver,  Trostee,  and 
certain  Creditors  an  appl.  fnxn 
the  County  Conit  of  Dorsetehir^ 
hoMen  at  Foole 

IbnoHB  in  Bauksuftot  for  hearing  before 
the  Jadge,  Pending  17th  May,  1902. 

la  re  lUtoo  dark  Ezpta.  The  Debtor  v.  The 
Baeooe  Ayres  ft  Pkdflc  By.  Co. 
Id.  and  The  Official  Beoelrer 


in  re  Sir  Robert  Peel    Expta  F.  S.  Salaman,  Trnatee 

V.  Von  der  Hyde  Heydt  and  P.  J. 

Burt,  S.  A.  Went  k  anr. 
In  re  Drocker    Ezpte.  Mrs.  Thexese  Dracker  «.  D. 

F.  Baaden,  Trostee 
In  re  Lawford  &  Lawrence  (trading  as  The  London 

Co-operative  Cab  Co.)     Expte. 

C.  L.  Nichols,  Trustee  v.  Hennr 

Ward 
In  le  Adams  ft  Frank  (trading  as  Freeman  Broe.  ft 

Co.)    Ezpte.  Wm.  Izard,  Trastee 

V.  Joseph  Adams 
In  re  Borovsky  ft  Weinbaun  Ezpte.  F.  S.  Salaman, 

Tmstee  v.  The  Commr.  of  Police 

(Metropolitan) 


In  re  Till  ft  Moss    Ezpte.  W.  G.  Bayner,  Trustee 

V.  W.  Maes 
In  re  Wright  ft  Korthcroft    Ezpte.  A.  F.  Lorell, 

Trastee  «.  J.  S.  Rabtnetdn 
In  re  Downes    Ezpte.  A.  E.  Qreen,  Trustee  «.  E. 

Q.  Denton 
In  re  Same         Ezpte.  Same  v.  A.  Percival 
In  re  PilUng      Ezpte.  The  Debtor  «.  The  Union 

Bank  of  Manchester  Id. 
In  re  Jaossen     Ezpte.  The  Dresdner  Bank  v.  A.  T. 

vogler,  Trustee 
In  re  Same         Ezpte.  The  Direction  der  Disconto 

Gkeellachsft   v.   A.    T.    Yogler, 

Trustee 
In  re  Fonnere&u    Ezpte.  F.  Gimblett,  Tmstee  «. 

F.  Hewlett 


Mattibs  nr  Bankbuftot. — ^Total  number  of  Appeals  and  Motiom 


15. 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


Tuesday,  May  27th. 


The  following  Courts  will  sit  until  Saturday,  81st  May,  for  the  Trial  of  the  following  classes  of  Actions:— 

FOUB  COUBTS  for  Middlesex  Special  Juries. 
THREE  COUBTS  for  Middlesex  Common  Juries. 
ONE  OOUBT  for  CoMMEBOLiL  Actions  and  Non-Juries. 
ONE  OB  TWO  COUBTS  for  Non-Jury  Actions. 


MIDDLESEX  SpeoiaX  Jwry  AeUom. 

AfltioBB  beyond  No.  1220  In  this  List  wiU  not 
be  taken  before  Monday,  2nd  Jun& 

Ibe  foDowing  Nnmhers  wiU  he  in  the  List 
for  Trial  on  Tnesday,  27th  May— Nob.  1008 
to  1052,  both  inclnsiye. 

Vaogban  ft  on.  v.  WilklBsoD    money  paid 
White  V.  Mayor,  ftc.  of  Harwich    negligence 
Wfener  v.  Biamson  ft  anr.    possession 
Phillipe  ft  snr.  v.  T.  TiUlng    pen.  inj. 
Mat  8oc  for  tlie  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children 

ftanr.eiBnioe-PTyce    May  28    libel 
Bkmdi  V.  West  London  Daby  Co.    pers.  IqJ. 
Fowks  V.  Drlsooll    breach  of  promise 
Alkn  ft  anr.  v.  Brind    mon^  lent 
FoneBter  e.  0.  N.  By.  Co.  ft  on.    pers.  ii^. 
8ehwend  v.  Pearkes  ft  anr.    fraud,  reps. 
B.  Low  ft  Co.  V.  Appleton    warranty 
ManeeUv."  Sol  "Syndicate  Id.  ft  anr.    libel 
SuDe  V.  Ayles  ft  anr.    slander 
Newman  e.  Kirkwood    wrong,  dis. 
FerUns  ft  anr.  V.  Statter  ft  anr.    fraud,  repe. 


»M 
Ytt 

«a 
m 

mi 
ins 
im 
ins 

ion 


US<  BoxrUge  «.  School  Board  for  London   trcspasa 


1067    Norfolk  e.  Lawley    breach  of  promise 

106a    ColyerftColyerv.  WlUoughby    issue 

1063    Wltham  V.  Carpenter    assault 

iota    Leipnlk  e.  Bice    slander 

10T4    Colmer  v.  Urn.  United  Trams  Id.    pers.  inJ. 

1084    Morgan  v.  Sharp    mone/  paid 

1 087    Bourke  «.  Jacobs  Bros,  ft  Go.    commission 

1092    Morrdl «.  Davenport    contract 

1107  Church  v.  Whittome   slander 

1108  Same  V.  Whlttome  Id.    wrong,  dls. 

1128  Fuller  V.  A.  Dewing  ft  Co.    pers.  iuj. 

1129  Stone  e.  Lavell    pers.  ii^, 

1132    Yonlten  ft  anr.  v.  Scesloos  ft  ois.    contract 
839    Geserich  v.  H.  B.  Balnea  ft  Co.  Id.    pers.  inJ. 
1137    Clarke  ft  Wife  «.  Army  ft  Navy  Co-<^nitive 
Soc.  Id.    pers.  inJ. 
Cliff  ft  anr.  v.  Too    covenant 
QilUng  V.May   pers.  inJ. 
W.  6.  Allen  ft  &nM  Id.  v.  Callender's  Cable,  &c. 
Co.  Id.    contract 
1072    B.  Coeterton)  ,,   (Mayor,   ftc.    of   Wands- 

rT.2Hi''{    "•'orth    pers.iiij. 
T.Costerton)    "*~    (Same    negligence 
Hargraves  V.  Stovin    libel 
Moibtt  V.  De  Witt    money  received 
S.  Pearson  ft  Son  Id.  ft  ore.  «.  Barker  ft  anr. 

frand.rep8. 
Ormeby  v.  S.  E.  ft  C.  By.  Co.    pezs.  liU' 
Jeyee*  Sanitary  Compounds  Co.  U.  «.  Peanon 
contract 


1138 
1140 

1143 


1146 
1163 
116T 
153 

191 
227 


328 

384 
699 
768 

776 
777 
799 
862 
891 
972 
973 


1016 
1101 
1119 
1130 
938 
1181 

1136 

1158 
1162 
1163 
1181 

1183 
1184 


Same  v.  Same   contract 

Ansell  ft  ore.  «.  Bees    money  paid 

Maple  ft  Co.  Id.  V.  Bendat    biUa 

Atklnoon  v.  Brighton,  Hove  ft  Preston  United 

Omnibus  Co.  Id.    pen.  inj. 
Leonard  v.  Leyland  ft  Co.    pers.  iaj, 
Qreen  v.  Blundell    work 
Smith  V.  PuUing    slander 
Ilfonl  Gas  Co.  v.  Ilford  U.  D.  C.    ne;{iigeoce 
Vanghan  v.  Bock  Printing,  ftc.  Co.    libel 
Hadfleld  ft  Wife  V.  Shilllngfucd    libel 
Same  v.  Benjamin    libel 
Qualangelo  ft  Wife  v.  ShackeU  ft  Co.  Id.    pers 

inJ. 
TumbuU  V.  Smiih    detinue 
Emst-Kaps  v.  Cohen    contract 
Yoldham  v.  Liberty  ft  Ca  M.    contract 
Southern  Development  Co.  Id.  v.  Baker    contract 
Mills  V.  Procter  ft  anr.    coDtract 
Same  v.  National  Mutual  Life  Assce.  Soc  ft  ors. 

contract 
Everett  v.  London  School  of  Medicine  for  Womra 

ft^rs.    contract 
BIyth  V.  L.  G.  0.  Co.  Id.    negligence 
Hobbe  9.  Wilson    goods  sold 
Jenks  ft  anr.  «.  Lk>yd's  Bank  Id.    cheque 
HargreavcB  v.  Odd  Coast  Hinterland  EzpknUoas 

Id.    cootract 
Isaacs  «.WiUiamWhltelQr  Id.   detinue 
Hughes  i.  Morris   negllgeooe 

T2 
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U8T  JoDM  V.  VeMe/ &  on.    libel 

1109  Ahrle  v-iMetailiae  FholognpfaT  Go.    oootnct 

1S18  HeiUKe  V.  FloNDoe    soodsaold 

ItM  QiMMisbioy  i.  Leefe  &  Mr.    I^JoncUon 


in4  Hide  «L  Dickioa    libel 

ISM  Vioken,  8oa  k  Maxim  Id.  «.  Midwinter's  En- 

gineerlng  &  Cjole  Stamping  Co.  Id.    detinue 

13M  Fortaune  kL  «.  Stephene    dietnes 

13M  Lethbrldge  «.  Letbbridge   money  lent 

an  Welle  «.Aepton    slender 

1389  Tetmen  v.  London  United  Trune    pers. 

1S45  Hdoombe  v.  London  United  Trune    pers. 

IMS  BeU&WUbv.Tbomee  Cook  &  Son   pen. 

net  Pritchard  V.  Q.  W.  By.  Go.    negligenoe 

•  1265  Steward  V.  Oolne  Fisliery  Go.  ft  anr.    aasenlt 

ia7f  Ogle^   Qnce  &  Co.  «.  Worthiagton  Pomplng 

UngineCo.    oontoM^t 

12T8  Fanday  k  anr.  «.  Laycock   commissloa 

128S  Ihigh  «.  O.  E.  Ry.  Co.    pen.  iid. 

1289  GiUing«.fltaDt   money veoelTed 

1388  Mills  V.L.G.O.  Go.    pers.  i^J. 

1288  WeaTorv.  Midland  By.  Go.    pen.  InJ. 

1884  O'Dea  V.  Fbillipe    oommlselon 

1388  Gent  V.  Keen*  Son  &  anr.    libel 

181S  DoDkerlU  &  anr.  V.  Merton    work 

1818  Sew  Pecerboroogik  Brick  Go.  «.  &l^y  k  on. 

1818  Brightwell«.BTeningNew8ld.    libel 

1818  Snren,  Hartmann  *  Co. «.  Derwent  Rolling  Mills 

Oo.ld.    goods  sold 

1821  tairett  ft  Wife  V.  AUls   eontnct 

1328  Stanbridge  v.  Balls  Bros.    pen.  inj. 

1838  Glyn  V.  KhodeeU  Goldflelds  Id.    oontrad 

1880  Crosse  V.  Cnrtls  ft  Harvey  Id.    work 

1844  Booth's  Distillery  Id.  V.  Jaoobe  ft  anr.    oontrMi 

1846  Obmtls  V.  Brown   money  paid 

1362  Smith  e.  Talbot   oommlseton 

1866  Jones  v.  Lavington    corenant 

1368  Hales  «.Chuide^sABhanti  Gold  Fields  Id.    wrong. 

die. 

1868  Pratt «.  Mayor,  ftc.  of  Wandsworth   pen.  ioj. 

1384  Fnxter  V.  BalUn  ft  om    Solicitor's  UU 

1388  Aylwin  V.  Madeod    possession 

1868  DIokins «.  Partridge    contract 

1870  Boyd  V.  SafBtT  EzptoelTee  Id.    work 

1872  SprlDgett  V.  Dafaiton    contract 

1876  Coleridge  V.  Maodonald    Ubel 

1879  The  Acme  Wood  Flooring  Co.  Id.  «.Aloott    libel 

1388  Aech «.  I<'men   contract 

1388  Simon  V.  Nicholas  slander 
1386  Loveeay  v.  Allen  pers.  Ii^. 
1888  Bristowv.  Dsy    oontTMt 

1887    GlanTllle  V.  L.  G.  0.  Go.  Id.    pm.  inf . 

1389  Walker  ft  ore. «.  London  United  Tnn»  pen.  hij. 
1404    d'Aulby  ft  Wife  ».  Pooock    deUnne 

1406  Smyth  v.  L.  G.  0.  Co.  Id.    pers.  inj. 

1407  Trivlok  «.  Head  ft  anr.    oonqplmey 

1409  Leach  «.  London  United  Trams    pen.  inj. 

1411  Hewett  V.  SnUlvan  ft  on.    ftand.  rape. 

1419  Bennett  V.  Sol  S/ndicateUL  ft  anr.  libel 

1431  Dnunmond  V.  MoGlldowney    breach  of  promise 

1438  Greeves  «.  London  Bead  Oar  Co.    pers.  tnj. 

1438  Oooper  V.  Midland  Ry.  Co.    pen.  bii. 

1441  Moesv.  Palace  Thesire  Id.    contract 

1443  Bathniat  V.  Anderson   slander 

1446  C.  Price  ft  Co. «.  London  ft  Thames  Haven  Oil 

WharmCo.  U.    trover 

1448  Bamett  V.  Goranna  ft  on.    mon«ylpnt 

1466  MoPhee  ft  Wift  e.  Great  Northem  By.  Go.    pen. 

146T  Befaier  ft  Co.  9.  Regents  Estates  Go.  Id.  negligence 

1468  Goa]dlnge.L.ftS.W.Ry.Go.    pen.  11?^ 

1468  Boedet  o.  Dobree    commission 

1466  Hign  9.  S.  E.  ft  C,  By.  Oo.    pen.  inf. 

1488  Cltfkee.NendeggftSonld.    work 

1468  Grice  V.  Pnttick  ft  Slmpeon    dednne 

1470  M<mkk«.  Sporting  ft  Dramatic  Press  Id.  wxong. 

1474  MstthewB  9.  AfUns   Ubel 

1478  de  Pokomy  V.  Wertheim    slander 

1497  Oortis  V.  London  Bead  Oar  Go.    pen.  Inj. 

1608  Lockwood  V.  Lowenfeld    fraud,  rape. 

1606  Howell  V.  London  United  Trams   pen.li\). 


MWDLBSEX  Ommon  Jmy  AoUomt. 

AMom  beyond  No.  1361  in  this  List  wiU  not 
be  taken  before  Monday,  Snd  June. 

The  following  Nnmben  will  be  in  the  List 
for  Trial  on  Tae8daT,27th  May— Kos.  1151 
to  1196,  both  inolnsm. 

1161    Beabanftanr.v.Rlchaids    Imoe 
1164   Thomas  «.  PiU  ft  anr.  U.   ncgllgsnce 


166  Yaliqnet  v.  Swann  ft  Kigar  Id.    pen.  Inj. 

384  Evans  ft  anr. «.  Oonstein    eontnct 

1166  Jenkins  e.  Walsh    wrong,  die. 

1161  Kiilew  Bros.  Id.  «.  T.  fiahntath  ft  Go.  ft  era. 

libel 

1186  Donovan  «.  BegentTa  Canal  ft  Dock  Cb.    pen. 

1167  Chant  v.  Pawlej    work 

1168  Bristow  V.  Gibeon    contract 
866  Browning  v.  Alston    pers.  in|. 

1170  Mathias  v.  Moon  ft  ors.    contract 

1173  HalpIn  «.  Walker    pen.  InJ. 

1178  Lawrence  ft  aor.  «.  Crozton  ft  anr.    trespam 

1188  Spntt «.  S.  Pearson  ft  Son  Id.    pen.  fa^. 

1188  Sedgwick  e.  Moore    breach  of  promise 

1192  Goote  ft  anr. «.  Bargate  ft  on.    IqjmctioD 

1186  Hnghea «.  Toppin   contract 


1300    Seigenberg  v.  Kelson    maL  pros. 

1201    Feck  V.  Same    mal.  pros. 

1303    Jeakineon  ft  anr.  o.  Brown 

1214    Coleman  V.  Gain    slander 

1318    Greenbanm «.  Oarbyahin   trespaas 

1231    Savage  V.  Sawer    goods  sold 

1336  nderttiftWife«.£aqrllnsky    pen.  inj. 

1337  Barroit  V.  Begeot's  Canal  ft  Dock  Go.    pers.  inj. 
1241    YtaMrv.  Bany    work 

1344    Vlymen  V.  Jonas   ta^onctioa 
1348    Stephenson «.  Payne    work 
1248    Joyce  V.  Bailey    pen.  faij. 
1360    L.  Thorn  ft  Co.  Id.  v.  Bamett    work 
1388    Berrenbers  Electric  L«mp  Syndicate  Id.  e.Lowden 
goods  sold 

1387  Mayner  v.  Lowden    contract 

1368    LIdlard.  Son  ft  Baker  V.  Presoott   Solicitor's  bffl 
1370    Stebblogs  V.  Potter    moo«y  lent 
137'6   Stanonds  v.   BrltMi   AntomobUe  Syndicate  Id. 
negligence 

1388  Prat%  V.  Salter    contract 

1281    Wallace  «.   West  Coast    Szploren'  Syndicate 

wrong,  dis. 
1386    Diamond  v.  Ward   trespass 
1388    Bobertscn  v.  Dawsoo  ft  Co.  ft  anr.    detinne 
1303   Gray  «.  London  ft  Paris  Exchange    Stockbroker's 

aooonnt 
1808    Woodford «.  HodgSB    work 
1810    Weetv.  Thorn    pers.  inj. 
1311    Downee  v.  Browne  ft  aor.    trespass 
4    Bny  ft  anr. «.  Bamee  ft  anr.    hii^ction 
8    Marreoo  «.  London  ft  Westminster  Loan,  ftc  Go. 

issue 
41    Dalwood  e.  Hamblin    breach  of  promise 
488    Atkinson  V.  Wilkin  ft  anr.    pofseseion 
768    Bnsei7 «.  Orchard    Ubel 
870    J.  Bellamy  Id.  e.  Kirk  ft  anr.    contact 
118    Pratt  ft  anr.  V.  Twin    contract 
1187    ColUogBv.  New    detinoe 
1364    DaMonv.JehnstonU  Engineering  Co.  M.   wreng. 

die. 
1814    Webb  V.  Morgsn  ft  Go.    contract 
1818    Adams  «.  Goombes    goods  sold 
1330    Coital  ft  Wife  V.  Gartwright    pers.  ii^. 
1S3T    Bosenbanm  «.  L.  G.  O.  Oo^  Id.    peie.  h^. 
1887    Posey  V.  Clement    note 
1843    Langdon  DairesEleotric  Motor  Co.  Id.  n.G.  Aston 

ft  Son    contract 
1346    Mc  Leay  «.  Middleton    contract 
1847    Mollc^  V.  Greville  ft  anr.    money  paid 
1348    Seimone «.  Weaver   iojonction 

1860  Bezton  «.  Haedick  ft  on.    distress 

1361    Watts»POweUftGookld.«.Laycock    goodssold 

1368   Potter  V.  Palmer   pen.  in]. 

1367    Hall  V.  Nathan  ft  ore.   money  received 

1360    Gormen  V.  Hewitt   libel 

1861  Wilksv.  Harris  shmder 


1480 
I486 
1486 
1488 
1480 
1483 
1484 
1488 
1488 
1501 
1603 
1606 
1610 
1611 
1613 
1618 
1637 
1648 
1646 
1580 
1683 
1670 
1676 
1677 
1683 
1684 
1688 
1681 
1808 

1810 
1611 

1618 
1618 
1831 
1836 
1634 
1687 

1888 
1646 
1668 
1861 
1888 
1871 


Wright «.  Lefever   pen.  inj. 
J.  T.  Grover  ft  Co.  Id.  v.  Edwards 
Fenton  o.  Lion  Brewery  Go.  Id.    p< 
Reaton  e.  Mooro    money  paid 
Bryant  v.  Terrell  ft  anr.    trespsM 


.IHJ. 


Skinner  v.  Hont    fhlse  impt. 

L.  Loml^  ft  Go.  kL  «  Hopwood  ft  Go. 

Hyde  v.  Gopos  ft  Son    pers.  iaj. 

Sylvester  ft  Go. «.  Whellock    eontnct 

Bowrlog  e.  WeUington    slaader 

Greek  v.  Lewis    contract 

Brown  V.  KiogBbury    warrsnty 

Grieve  ft  anr.  V.  Smith    w^Hgsnoe 

Aiyne «.  Benlt   detinue 

Manchester  ft  MlUiQcd  By.  Co.  n.  Mosul 

Varley  o.  Neumann    contract 

Bennet  V.  Newton    libel 

Tioehnrate.  DnmBkondftota.    geodseald 

Randall  o.  Mamford    contract 

Batten  v.  Tonng   pers.  ii^. 

Loir  «.  Neave  ft  Co.  ft  anr.    mcnegr  received 

Tayhv  «.  Yldal    note 

Carmen  v.  Bennett    wrong,  dia. 

Still  «.Oasley    bill 

Dlerden  ft  on. «.  BeoMtt   moneiylent 

Havdon  «.  Weeton    breach  of  promise 

Joel  V.  Bjmar   wamnty 

Twynam  «.  lodortrial  InventloiM^  ftc  Id.  i 

on.    money  paid 
Janee  «.  Blkan  ft  Go.    Ubel 
Hodmn  v.  aty  ft  West  End  Prepeitien  U.    pen.! 

li\J. 
Marsden  «.  Hunter   Ubel 
Begaoonl  ft  Wift  e.  Lake    Ubel 
Owlee  «.  BitcfaierSUke  ft  era.,  8rd  party) 
Sawtell «.  Johne  ft  anr.    detinue 
John  G.  Murdoch  ft  Ga  Id. «.  Hsgmaler    dettns 
Mao  Callum  v.  La  SocMt6   Anonymie   ft  en 

contxuct 
Humfrey  u.  yicken   negUgmce 
Sneyd  ft  anr. «.  Hall    negligence 
Tutt  o.  FaiHtooe    Ubel 

Pillana  «.  Armstrong  ft  Co.  ft  on.    fniad.  reps. 
Day  o.  Grace   ponseMJon 
Powdrlii  V.  B.  HIggi  a  Go.    lasos 


bUl 


NON^UST  AoHoHB. 


AotioDB  beyond  Na  1384  in  this  Uai  will  Ml  | 
be  taken  before  Monday,  2nd  Juiml 

The  foUowing  Nnmben  wiU  be  m  the  Uotl 
for  Trial  on  Taesday,  27th  May— Koe.  19SA 
te  1536,  both  incWve.  " 


1869    Hackney  Furnishing  Co.  v.  Dipraas 
1442    Boss  V.  Navigation  Games  (Kent) 
'    idd 

«.  Mark  Patrick  ft  Son    oonir«ct 


o.  Synge    money  lent 
V.  Adamant "' 


1871    Wenbom  ft  Go.  Id. «.  FarMms  ft  Co.    goodssold 

1377    Harlev.  Evans    trespass 

1880    Cohen  o.  New  Grappler  Pneumatic  1^  Go.  Id.  ft 


1174  Coleman  v.  Jones  ft  Sons    pen.  Inj* 

1176  Lnntv.Same    pers.  IqJ. 

1383  Noon  0.  Same    pers.  Inj. 

1408  Clark  V.  Boasey  ft  Son    pers.  IqJ. 

1410  Armstrong  v.  Hill    moiiey  lent 

I4ia  Durbridge  e.  Hdterman    money  received 

1414  Sims  V.  Automatic  Photo  Printing  Syndicate  Id.  ft 

anr.    mal.  pros. 

1416  Bklout  V.  Green  ft  ois.    trespass 

1421  Hutchinson  ft  anr.  «.  Masten    covenant 

1428  Silkv.  Waoer    slander 

1428  KaUsky  v.  £.  Lawnnce  ft  Sons    liiJanoUoQ 

1430  Harrts«.Lee    detlnne 

1434  Derchv.  Bowes    fiand.  reps. 

1447  MercantUe  Agency  Go.  Id.  «.  Cioncher  ft  anr. 

contract 

1460  Johns  «.  Geotna  Lon.  Press  ft  anr.    Ubel 

1478  Thringu.  LncBS   contract 


Stone  Co.    rtnnlnnitlnn 
HMDimlDg  V.  Faiman  Automobile  AgtBcy  moa^  \ 
received 
1488    Heymann  e.  Heakin    goods  sold 
1488    Tsyhv  V.  Friawell  M. 
1608    Amo  V.  Trick  ft  on.    i 
Same  v.  Same    motion 
1604    O'Connor  ft  Wife  «.  London  United  TnaBBS 

IqJ. 
1612    Spencer  V.  Mc  Dougall    work 
1617    Davis  ft  Son  V.  Ashley   dedantlen 
1620    Owles  V.  Slacks  ft  on.    contnM:t 
1630    Artsv.  Eeslen    contract 


1642  Heene  Brtate  Lend  Co.  kL  «.  BodooaMcU  ft  sv. 

rent 

1645  Smith  V.  Ludbrook    covenant 

1662  Hotanden  ft  anr.  V.  Grimee    passesBfcm 

1666  Smith  V.  Bower   contr^ict 

1679  Jackson  o.  Underwood  ft  Wife    oanlmol 

1680  Ivens  V.  Wisbqr    note 

1692  Harvey  v.  Leona  QiM  ft  SUver  Mlnli«  Oa  H. 

work 

1606  BdbertsftLeekld.v.Ingerftoi8.    coodsaoM 

1007  Sherldsn  o.  Martin   eontnct 

1008  PhUips  V.  Bndkhi    mon^ypald 

1026  MeL  Beal  ft  Gen.  Properties  Thrust  hL  n.  Dttvli 


SlBlSil 


1630  Holmden  ft  anr.  e.  Hanls 

1631  Sir  A.  B.  ScoUe  ft  on.  «.  'Seonetszy  cT 

OouncU  of  India   Income  tax 
1640    BarweU  «.  Bicharde 
1644   Herbert  ft  on.  «.  T< 
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1163  Bflbeeb  k  anr.  v.  PmUM  &  on.    maDtf  lent  t 

W9  Bit«8  V.  BowmaB    mon^lent 

1174  Altadiil  V.  Digby   oontnct 

IITT  Aifaworth  &  tar. «.  Eastwood    ■oUdtor'sbiU 

T  Blown  V.  Hoare    alandor 

m  Ward  V.  Bnadon's  PotiMy  Brewery  Id.  and  mr. 


M  Wand  V.  BenneU    oontract 

SOT  Voody  k  anr.  «.  Pattenon   poaBcaabm 

614  BroadbeDt  V.  London  Brick  Co.    goodaaold 

S83  Attoraey-Oeneimle.  S.E.&C.Ry.Go.  IqjmiokioD 

114  Uolar  Tractton  Co.  v.  Motor  MannliM:tulng  Co. 

ii^fmictloa 

115  Voter  MannlSutnrfaiff  Co.  Id.  V.  Goodwin    calla 
;  111  OdeU  e.  Cbamben    gnaraatee 

II T  Siine  r.  Snarp     puArantee 

m  Keen  9.  EtrlUge    issue 

lOM  Cook  V.  Taylor  &  anr.    covenant 

1011  Locock  k  anr.  v.  I.&nce    stockbroker's  acct. 

1139  OUQeld  t.  Landstein    detinue 

1179  Union  Co.  v.  Sonthern  Pobllshicg  Co.    contract 

118^  Hooper  v.  Devant    contract 

1195  Konhey  v,  TrevUUon    oontract 

1199  Home  Secretary  t?.  L,  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.    penalties 

m?  WbU^nan  v.  Marke    contract 


13Yt    Griffltbi «.  Ellla    work 

ISO}    Qrevllle  k  anr.  v.  Hemingway   traepaaa 

1309    Hnmber  Id.  v.  Da  Cnw    gnarantee 

1349    Leeds   Joint   Slock    Bank    Id.    «.   Lethbrldge 

gnarantee 
186»   Underwood  k  Sane  kl.  «.  K.  Met  Truns  Co. 

money  paid 
1361    Carter  «.  Woodheed 
1378    Boms  V.  Coene    work' 
I39t   BeckltaBr.v.  AmarloiiiBadlatorOo.   rent 


14tt    Faulkner  V.  Simpeon    li^imctloa 
1444    Jones  V.  Empire  Patooe  Id.    patent 

1464     Audre  i*.  Blom  k  Co.     contract 

1491    New  Peterboro'  Brkk  Co.  Id.  v.  Winatone  k  Co. 

1(1.    contract 
1493    Marshall  «.  Daniels    pneaosslon 
1622    Norcro^s  v.  Polden    detinue 
1612    PiUiltcb,  Cbadwick  &  Co.  v.  Underwood  k  anr. 

contract 
l«36    Lord  Mayor,  &c.  of  Sheffield  v.  Barclay  k  on. 

contract 
1649    Doll  V.  Bromet    work 


1969 
1670 
1680 
1681 
168V 
1688 
1699 
1697 
1698 
1703 
1713 
1714 
1715 

1796 

1728 
1734 
1743 
17&3 
1758 
1769 
1764 
1766 

1769 


Smith  V.  Yoelker  Incandescent  Mantle   work 

^rng  «.  Byng    covenant 

Knopwood  «.  Chapman    oontract 

Letty  &  on,  o.  Stock,  fto.  Corpn.  Id.    oontract 

CollJbigs  V.  Stanley    oontract 

Lleven  v.  G.  W.  By.  Co.    nefdigence 

Baykkm  V.  Roadway  Aatocar  Co.    negllgenoe 

Knlilon  V.  Lambeth    goods  sold 

Satcbwell  V.  Dontop  k  on,    oontraol 

Benson  «.  Croealey    gooda  sold 

Sebright  V.  Sebright    detinue 

TroUope  4  Sons  V.  Chambers   oontmct 

Real  Bstatee  Corpn.  of   London  «.  Lambeth 

covenant 
Adams  v.  Bmner    goods  soU 
Pratt  k  anr.  v.  Wood    promlaaory  note 
Appleby  k  Co.  v.  Bray  k  Co.    declaration 
Roaklll  k  Co.  v.  Byrne  k  ors.    agreement 
Greeo  v.  Bamos    contract 
Dnnbar  v.  Bowles    work 
Lodge  V.  Metc&lf  k  anr.    bill  of  exchange  , 
Nunn  k  ore.  v.  GUase    solicitor's  bill 
Lewis  V.  Alexander  k  ore.    work 
Singer  v.  Ventom,  Bull  k  Cooper    negligence 
Gladstone  «.  Walkera.  Parker  &  Co.    *- ' 


SUM^IARY  OF  ACTIONS  ENTERED  FOB  TRIAL  to  20th  MAY,  TvoLCgiTH. 

Special  Juries.    Common  Juries.  Tot&l, 

Middlesex            231        ..        175        ..  40e 

Non-JurieB           . .         •  •         •  •         . .         •  •         •  •           •  •         •  •  121 

London     . .         . .         . .         . ,         . .         •  •         •  •         .  •          4          •  •             1         •  •  5 

Commercial  Causes        . . ,  •         . .           • .         . .  26 

(Cases  are  only  entered  in  the  Commercial  List  when  the  days  are  fixed  for^ Trial) 

Set  down  under  Order  XIV « .           •  •         . .           •  t         .  •  6 

Assigned  Action .  •         •  •          •  •        •  •          #  #        •  •  1 

565 

NoTK.— This  Summary  shews  the  total  number  of  Actions  for  Trial  up  to  and  inclusive  of  tlio  above  date. 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY   DIVISION. 


TRANSFER  OF  ACTION. 


OKDEB  OF  COURT. 

Friday/,  the  dth  day  of  May^  1902. 

I,  Habdingk  Stanley,  Eabl  of  Halsbubt,  Lord  High 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  Do  hereby  Order  that  the  Action 
meBtioned  in  tiie  Scbednle  hereto  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
BoDonrable  Mr.  Jnfitice  Btbnb  and  Mr.  Justioe  Buoklht. 


Mondays 

Wednesdays 
,  Fridays 
I  Tuesdays 

Thursdays 
I  Saturdays 


Mondays 
Wednesdays  J 
Fridays  • 
Tneadays  • 
Thursdays  • 
Satnrdaji     • 


G  to  N. 

Master  Maodonsll. 


8CBEDULE. 

Mr.  Justice  Eikbwioh  (1902— M.— Na  1210). 

fin  the  Matter  of  The  MaU  Trust,  Limited. 
\Sdwtfd  Harry  Grogan  v.  The  Mall  Tmst,  Limited. 

HALSBUBT  0. 


HIGH   COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 
KING^  BENCH  DIVISION. 


MASTERS  IN  CHAMBERS  FOR  TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 

A  to  F. 

XoDdays 

JedneidayB 

Fridays 

^eadays 

Thuradays 

B^tuidajB 


I    Master  Chittt. 

0  to  Z. 

Master  ABOHiBALn. 

Mister  WiLBiBTOBOi, 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 
KING'S  BBSfOH  DIVISION. 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1901. 


Master  Lord  Duvbotni. 


Master  DAY. 


PBACTIOE  MASTER. 

A  Master  will  sit  daily  in  his  own  room  in  aooordanoe  with  the 
following  Rota  to  dispose  of  all  Qubstions  of  Pbaotioi,  Exparti 
Applications  and  Ginbral  Business. 

Monday Master  Wilbbrfobcb. 

Tuesday Master  Lobd  Dunbotnb. 

Wednesday Master  Chittt. 

Thursday Master  Maodonell. 

Friday Master  Day. 

^tnrday Master  Abohibald.t 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ IC 


144 

THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 

[May 

24, 1902. 

HIGE 

[    COURT  OF    JUSTI 

CE. 

KING'S   BENCH   DH 

'^ISION. 

1902. 

TRINITY  SITTINGS, 

Dates. 

LoBD  Ohikt 

Jdstiob. 

Wills  J, 

Graktrak  J. 

LawbanobJ. 

Wbiqht  j. 

Bbugi  j. 

KnnrxDT  J. 

EidlitJ.   1 

190a 

] 

Mat    .     .     . 

27 

Nisi  Priufl 

NiaiPrius 

Nisi  Priua 

Nifli  Prius 

Chambers 
Bankruptcy 
and  Railway 

and  Canal 
CommiB^ion 

Nisi  Priufl 

South  Eastern 
Circuit 

Nisi  PriuB  ,^ 

1 

»» 

28 

» 

n 

If 

H 

n 

» 

n 

" 

ft 

80 

It 

If 

n 

M 

11 

n 

tf 

South  Walei 
Circuit 

JUNB     .       .       . 

4 

» 

M 

Central 
Criminal  Court 

>f 

H 

»» 

» 

n 

9 
14 

16 

99 

DiriHional 
Coiirt 

9* 

Nisi  Prius 

Midland 

Circuit 

If 

n 

Oxford 
Circuit 

n 

It 
ti 

If 

n 
ti 

M 
H 

(NisiPrias  1 
interreDls^)  ■ 

n 

19 

M 

»f 

n 

w 

>i 

If 

» 

*t 

2e 

If 

W 

»» 

« 

n 

« 

End 

n 

28 

Northern 
Circuit       1 

» 

tt 

1} 

,w 

»» 

fl 

»t 

ao 

M 

» 

11 

11 

- 

11 

Commercial 
List 

July     .     ,    - 

.     2 

« 

" 

»» 

«i 

11 

ff 

fl 

1 
"        1 

H 

3 

t* 

H 

North  Eastern 
Circuit 

n 

n 

North  Eastern 
Circuit 

n 

\ 

M 

10 

91 

Northern 
Circuit 

»» 

11 

" 

1 

II 

n 

15 

» 

»» 

»' 

«                                   If 

If 

fl 

w 

17 

n 

n 

1 
»»                        *f            j            1* 

M 

fl 

fl 

M 

18 

n 

fi 

' 

M 

II 

ft 

»f 

»• 

10. 

w 

" 

» 

End 

n 

»l 

»> 

South  Wale* 
CifCttit 

*t 

81 

»i 

" 

'■ 

Nisi  Prius 

n 

fl 

»f 

1 

t» 

82 

» 

»i 

»• 

" 

11 

tl 

If 

M 

K 

83 

M 

" 

11 

1. 

w 

M 

»> 

»f 

•t 

80 

H 

If 

w                                   » 

End 

» 

ff 

If 

«ff 

28 

» 

» 

» 

i» 

NisiPriuB 

»» 

» 

fl 

AUftUST       ,       . 

11 

End 

End 

End 

»» 

f» 

Eud 

fl 

End 

Digitized  by  V 

jOO^Ic 

- 

May  24,  1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


145 


HIGH    CO*URT    OFJUSTICE. 


KING'S  BENCH   DIVISION. 


TRINITY  81TTIN08,  1902. 


BiohamJ. 

DARLlNa  J. 

Channell  J. 

Phillimobe  J. 

BuoKNnx  J. 

Waltok  J. 

Jelp  J. 

Dates. 

1902. 

Oommercuil 
Liiit 
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NidiPriiu 
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Revenue  Paper 

Western 
Circuit 

Nisi  PriuB 
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THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[May  24, 1902, 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

PROBATE,   DIVORCE,   AND   ADMIRALTY   DIVISION 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


PBOBATB  AND  MATRIMONIAL. 


The  Oauses  set  down  for  trial  will  be  taken  in  the  following 
order:-* 
UvDBFKHDBD  MATBiMomAi.  Oausbs  wlll  be  taken  on  Tuesday,  27th 

and  Wedneaday,  2dth  May,  and  each  Monday  during  the  Sittings 

after  Motions. 

OoMMON  JuBT  Causes  will  be  taken  on  and  after  Thursday,  29th 
May. 
Probate  and  Matrimonial  Common  Jury  Causes  will  form  one  List, 
and  be  taken  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  set  down. 

Pbobatb  and  Defendbd  Matbihokial  Causes  for  Hbarino  befobe 
TEE  CouBT  ITSELF  will  be  taken  after  the  Common  Juries  are 
finished,  and  may  also  be  taken  in  Court  II.,  after  17th  June, 
when  Admiralty  Cases  are  not  appointed  to  be  heard. 

Probate  and  Defended  Matrimouial  Causes  will  form  one  List,  and 
be  taken  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  sot  down. 

Special  Jubt  Causgs  will  be  taken  on  and  after  Tuesday,  I7th 
Jnne. 

Probate  and  Matrimonial  Special  Jury  Causes  will  form  one  List, 
and  be  taJcen  in  the  order  la  which  they  are  set  down. 

DivinoNAL  OouBT,  Tuesdays,  3rd  June,  Ist  July,  and  5th  August. 

Motions  axd  Summonbhs  :  Motions  will  be  heard  in  Court  at  1 1  o'clock 
on  Monday,  2nd  June,  and  on  each  succeeding-  Monday  during 
the  Sittings,  and  Summo7^ses  before  the  Judge  will  be  heard 
at  half-past  10  o'clock  on  Saturday,  Slst  May,  and  on  each 
snoceeding  Saturday  during  the  Sittings. 


ADMIBALTT, 


The  Coubt  wiU  sit  in  the  Bojal  Courts  of  Justice— 

At  10.30  A.M.  on  every  Week-day,  except  Monday,  and  »t  11  ix 
on  every  Monday,  from  Tuesday,  May  27th,  until  Tucsdiy, 
August  12th,  inclusive. 

A  Divisional  Court  will  sit  on  the  first  Tuesday  in  eaoh  montti 
during  the  Sittings,  when  necessary. 

Summonses  in  Chambers  will  be  taken  at  11,  and  Motions  in  Court 
at  11.30  every  Monday  during  the  Sittings. 

All  Papers  for  Motions  and  for  Summonses  to  be  heard  before  the 
Judge  must  be  left  in  the  Admiraltv  Registry,  Boyal  Omrtaflf 
Justice  (Boom  738),  on  the  Wednesday  preceding. 


Summonses  before  the  Registrar  will  be  heard  at  the  Admiral^ 
Registry,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice  (Room  730  or  729),  at  11  i 
on  every  Wednesday  and  Saturday  daring  the  same  period. 


Snmroonsee  before  the  Registrars  will  be  heard  at  the  Probate 
Registry,  Somerset  House,  on  eaoh  Tuesday  and  Friday  during  the  | 
Sittings,  at  half-^past  11  o'clock.  { 

All  Papers  for  Motions  on  Mondays  must  be  loft  in  the  Contentious  I 
Department  of  the  Principal  Probate  Registry  at  Somerset  House  | 
before  2  o'clock  p.m.  on  the  preceding  Wednesday.  | 


The  Admiralty  Registry  and  the  Marshal's  Office  are  on  the  Thii 
Floor  of  the  West  Wing,  in  Rooms  Nos.  729  to  744,  and  are  of 
from  10  to  4,  except  on  Saturday,  and  during  the  Long  VacitB 
the  Christmas  YaoatioB,  and  on  Whit  Tuesday,  when  the '  ' 
are  from  10  to  2. 

The  Long  Vacation  is  from  August  13th  to  October  23rd,tti1i 
Christmas  Vacation  from  December  24th  to  JaniivT  3 
inclusive. 

The  Offices  are  closed  on  Good  Friday,  Easter  Eve,  Easter  MaDdi| 
and  Tuesday,  and  Whit  Monday,  also  on  Christmas  Day, 
the  next  following  working  day. 

Registrar's  Room,  730;  Assistant  Registrar's  Boom,  729;  Beferew 
Room,  743;  Marshal's  Room,  740. 


COURT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OP  REGISTRAES  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUINa  WEEK. 


Daxi. 

ElTKROKirOT 

BOTA. 

Monday,     Mi^ 

36 

Mr.ChnKb 

Tnesdikj       „ 

27 

„    GmweU 

WttamAtj  „ 

38 

>.    King 

Tlmnday      „ 

2» 

„    Farmer 

Friday 

30 

..    Theed 

SataidiU       „ 

31 

.,    W.  Leadi 

APPRAL 

Cooler  n. 


Ms.  JusTtcs 
Kkkbitich. 


Mb.  JuBTioi 
Btbns. 


I    Mr.  B.  Letoh 
„    Godfiroy 

]      „    E.  Leaoli    i 
„    Godfrey      ' 
„    E.  Leach 
„    Ctodfrey 


Mr.  Beal 

Carrlngton 
Beal 

Canington 
Baal  I 

Carrlngton 


Mr.W.  Leach 

„    Theed    . 
„    W.  Leach 
„    Tbeed 
„    W.  Leach 
„    Theed 


Mr.  Justiob 
Fabw&ll. 


Bfr.  Farmer 
.,    King 
„    Farmer 
»    King 
„    Farmer 
p.    King 


Mb.  Jtnrnci 

BUOKLBT. 


Mb.  Jdbtiob 

JOTOB. 


ICR-Joanci 


Mr.  GresweU 
„    Chnroh 
„    GreaweU 
„    Chutsh 
„    GraeweU 
„    Church 


Mr.  Pemberton 
„    JaokKA 
„    PembertoQ 
„    Jackson 
„    Pemberton 
,,    Jackaon 


„   GodftV 
„   J«toa> 


%•   1%$  Long  Vaeati&n  vfiU  commmct  on  Wednesday,  the  izth  day  of  Augmi,  and  Xairm,inaU  on  r^wridoy,  Vk6  7&rd  day  qf  October,  IWa,  botk  day*  indutt^ 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED, 

Decimus  Mallett  Robbs  and  Herbert  Alfred  Bell  (Rotjbs  &  Bell),  Solicitors,  Qaiasborough,  by  mutiul  4»nsen(  aa.from  ^^y  ^^ 
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CIRCUITS    OF    THE   JUDGES. 

Tke/dBowing  Judge  will  remain  in  Totim >-DART.TNa  J.,  during  the  whole  qf  the  Circuits;   the  other  Judges  tUl 

their  respective  Commission  Days, 

NOTICE,— In  cases  where  no  note  is  appended  to  the  names  of  the  Oircult  Towns  both  Civil  and  Criminal  Business 
nmst  be  ready  to  be  taken  on  the  first  working  day;  in  other  cases  the  note  appended  to  the  name  of  the  Circuit 
Town  indicates  the  day  before  which  Ciyil  Business  will  not  be  taken.     In  the  case  of  Circuit  Towns  to  which 
two  Judges  go  there  will  be  no  alteration  in  the  old  practice. 

Amhm, 
INS. 

NOBIBSBV. 

Grantham  J 
BrueeJ. 

Oxioan. 

S.  Sasnur. 

I 

8.  Waum 
^  Ain> 
GHasrax. 

N;  Walh, 
CRasnaAiro 
Olamoboait. 

1     Wnnav. 

AmUsi. 

180S. 

€mmmum 

L.  a  J.  0/ 

England. 

mosj. 

LawranoeJ, 
Channell  J. 

Wright  /. 
Walton  J. 

Kennedy  J, 
.PhiUimoreJ. 

Ridley  J 

J  elf  J. 

t 

i   BigJtamJ. 

i  Bucknia  J. 

1 

Commiaeum 
!        Duyi. 

tL,May2S 
bndsy    29 
Hty       90 

■n/me   2 

kstkj  4 
Miy     5 

W«J      7 
fthf       9 

nriiy   12 
1^       13 
iriiy    u 
klMidayl8 
nday    19 
^hj    21 
hritj    28 
^J      30 
*hJfiIy  1 
riMday    2 

•  •         •  • 

••         •• 

••         •• 

••         •• 

.     •  •         •  • 
•  •         •  • 

Huntingdon 

•  •         •  • 

Cambridge 
1  Tiids.,  June  2 

•    •                                   *     4 

1                   •    •                                          • 

Harerfdwest 
Lampeter 

Newtown 
•  •         •• 
Dolgelly 

••         .  • 

Carnarvon 

••         •• 

Salisbury 

•  •         •• 

1 
,     .. 

1 

Dorchester 

•  •         •  • 

Wed.,  May  28 
!  Thursday  29 
;  Friday         30 

Saturday  31 
i  Mon.,  June    2 

..     1     .. 

■  Tuesday        3 
Wednesday    4 
Thursday       5 
Friday           6 
Saturday       7 
Monday         9 
Wednesday  11 
Thursday     12 
Friday         13 
Saturday     U 
Wednesday  18 
Thursday     19 
Saturday     21 
Saturday     28 
Monday       30 
Tues.,  July    1 
Wednesday    2 
Thursday       3 

•  • 

••          •• 

•           t»     1     •           . . 

Carmarthen 
•  •         •  • 

*•         •• 
».         .  • 

.. 

'     *■  1 

"  t  "     " 

Da  S*  Eidintindfi 

Sat,  June  7 

1 

••         •• 
Aylesbury 

Bedford 

•  •         •• 
Northampton 

1 

•  •         •• 

Resding 
Oiford 

Woroerter 
Gloucester 

Norwich 
Fn.,  June  13 

Chelmsford 
8aL,June2i 

•  •         •  • 

Hertford 
Tues^  July  1 

.  •         •  • 
Brecon 

Presteign 

•  •         • . 
(End) 

•  •                 •  • 

•  •                 •  • 

•  •                 •  • 

•  •                 •• 

•  •                  •• 

Beaumaris 

•  ■         •  • 
Ruthin 

•  •         •  ■ 

Mold 
••         •• 

•  •         •• 
(End) 

•  •                  •  . 

•  .                  .. 

Wells 

•  •         •  • 

'  Bodmin 

•  •         •• 

Ezeter  2 
Winchester  2 

•  •         •  • 

Leicester 

Oarliale 

•  •         •  • 

•  f         • « 

••         •  • 
Oakham 
Lincoln 

Lewes 
Sat.,  July  5 

•  f                 •  • 

•  •                   ••                    •  .                  •  • 

■*Uy      3 

Amdriw 

K«wcastl«  2 
.  •        •  • 

•  •          ..     1     .. 

Mmj      5     L.»».t.       1 

Saturday       5 
Monday         7 
Wednesday    9 
Thnnday     10 
Monday       14 
Tuesday       15 
Friday         18 
Saturday     19 

Thursday     24 
Friday         25 
Saturday     26 
Tues.,^11^.  12 

•fax        7 

Mir    10 
•*9      14 
«*f      15 

%       18 

Briitol2 

•  •         •  • 
Ifaiiohester 

2 

•  •       •  • 

Durham  2 
••         •  • 

•  •        •  • 

•  •         •  • 

•  •         •  • 
Nottingham 

Warwick 

Birming 

•  •         •• 

..         ..     1 

Hereford 

Shrewsbury 

••         •• 

•  •         •  • 

Stafford  a* 
Mon.,  July  21 

ham  2 

Mon,,JulyU 

•  •         • . 

Guildford 
Mon.,  July  21 

(End) 

•  •         •  • 

•  •                 •• 

•  •                  •• 

•  •                 •  • 

•  •                  •  • 
0  •                  •  • 

•  •                 •  • 

(Knd) 

hritj    19 
■nltf    34 

•  •       •• 

•  •       •  • 
LiTaipool2 

Tork2 
Leeds2 

Chesi 

»2 

•  •                •  . 

%       25 
«wUy    36 

•  •         •  • 

Swan 

•  •              •  • 

ksea  2 

•  ■                 •• 

•  •                 •• 

•  •                 •  • 

"^i«j.i2: 

(End)   ' 

(Kod) 

Obid) 

•  •         •  • 

(End] 

*  Two  Ooarts  will  sit  for  the  trial  of  prisoners  on  the  OommiBsion  day. 
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Seventh  Edition,     Royal  8vo,,  cloth,  38s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankruptcy 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangementa  witk 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  id 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,    Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  In  spite  of  riyals,  Rchson^i  Law  and  PraoHee  in  Baiikruptey — an  excellent  treatiBe,  we  always  thought — maintains  its  poBition  m  legd. 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  oonsequcntly  that  Act  ui 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  this  thm^ 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  dnly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  np-ttxiitd 
text-book."^Xato  Times, 

**  This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  anthor  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  the  wuj 
important  cases  recenUy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.    We  compliment  the  learned  auttior  a  ^ 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  work  §b)di  f 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  wo  shall  be  able  to  acooid  future  | 
editions  the  same  praise." — Law  Note$, 

London  :  WILLIAJiI  CLOWES  Si  SONS,  Limitbd.  Law  Publishrbs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  80«. ;  cash  price,  24«.  (postage  7^.). 

THOMSON'S  COMPENDIUM  OF  MODERN  EQUITYj 

Primarily  for  the  use  of  Practitioners  in  the  Chancery  Division — also  for  Bar  Students  and  Candidates  for 

Hononrs  at  the  Law  Institution. 

By  ANDREW  THOMSON,  Esq.,  B.A.,  LL.D.,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Formerly  Lecturer  on  Equity  to  the  Inocnporated  Law  Sooiet^ ;  and  afterwards  Professor  of  Equity  to  the  Inns  of  Conrt ;  Anthor  of  ll 
Treatise  on  the  Equity  Praotice  of  the  County  Court  (with  Precedents). 

**  Worthy  of  •  pl«ce  on  the  BhdTCS  of  the  practising  Uunister,  and  la  well  calculated  to  save  him  a  more  lengthy  eearch  among  text-booke  and  anthoriUea.    It  ^  ■]■< 
particnlarly  naeftil  to  solicitora,  especially  those  who  have  not  large  libraries;  while  Cor  advanced  stadenlfl  it  will  be  an  excellent  seoond  book.    On  the  whole,  it  if  a  ''^ 
monument  to  the  learning  of  an  anthor  of  nndoobted  ability."— Xow  Times, 

London:  WILLLiM  CLOWES  Sc  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 

NOW   READY.     Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  10«. 

A  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurw 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

Author  of  "i4  Digest  of  the  Law  of  Bills  of  Exchange,''  "  The  Sale  of  Goods  Act,  imhiding  the  Factors  Acts,''  ^^ 

AHD 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  Alliance,  Marine  and  General  Assurance  Co.,  Ltd. 

**  The  book  is  a  meet  concise  and  vmlnable  exposition  of  the  existing  law,  and  we  cordially  recommend  it  to  all  who  have  to  do  with  marine  insaraDoe."— ^I#r^  ^^^"^ 
**  We  feel  sore  that  both  lawyers  and  the  mercantile  world  will  welcome  this  addition  to  legal  literature."— law  Tiinc$, 

LoirooN :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.G. 
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LIST    OF    BUSINESS 
FOE  THE  JUDICIAL  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  PEIVT  COUNCIL. 


JUNE,  19(KJ. 


{The  SUtings  mil  commence  on  Tuesday,  the  3rd  June,  1902,*a<  half-^ast  ten  a.m.) 


INDIAN  APPEALS. 


Caoge. 


Chidambaram  Chetti 
Kainappa  Chetti       • 

whmappa  Chetti       •     • 

*  Chidambaram     Chetti    andi 

Othera \ 

Gokul  Mandar  and  Others  ' 

«.  I 

Podmanund      Singh      and 

Others  ^ 

Baja  Fertab  Bahadur  Singh  | 


Gsjadher  Bakbsh  Singh 


.1 


fiaja  Tasadduq  Basal  Khan 
•    and  Another    .      •     .     . 

r. 
Kashi  Kam  and  Others  (re- 
presentatives   of    Manik 
Chand,  deceased)  .     .     , 

Buta 

I  V, 

the  Municipal   Committee 
of  Lahore 


lohori  Bihee  and  Anoth^r^ 
(representatives  of  Brahmo 
Dutt,  deceased)     •     •     . 

.  V, 

Dhnrmodas  Qhose    •     .     ., 

hibramanian  Chettiar   •     . 

^  Inmachalam  Chettiar  and , 
Others 


I 

Vuja  Bampal  Singh  . 
palbhaddar  Singh     , 


\ 


MThence. 


Madras   . 


Madras   . 


Bengal 


Oudli 


Ondh      • 


Punjab 


Bengal 


Madras   • 


Oudh.     . 


Record  received. 


7  Dec.  1898 

2  Oct.  1900 
31  July  1899 
13  July  1899 
2  Jan.  1901 


18  April  1900 


24Jnnel901 


29  Oct.  1901 


24  Jan.  1901 


Set  down  for 
Hetrlng. 


28  Aug.  1901 


22  Oct.  1901 


10  Dec.  1901 

(By  Order  of 

Revivor.) 

15  Jan.  1902 


24  Mar.  1902 

(By  Order  of 

Revivor.) 


8  April  1902 


11  Apiil  1902 


16  May  1902 


23  May  1902 


Subject 


SoUdton. 


Whether  the  High  Court 
rightly  dismissed  an 
application  by  way  of 
execution  of  a  Decree  as 
being  barred  by  limita- 
tion. 

Action  by  Respondents  to 
redeem  lands  mortgaged 
to  Appellant's  father  and 
for  account — Limitation. 

Whether  the  Appellants 
hold  certain  re-formed 
lands  as  ryoU  or  tenure 
holders. 

Dispute  as  to  the  terms  on 
which  Re^^ondent  is 
entitled  to  redeem  a  cer- 
tain mortgage. 

Whether  Respondents  arc 
entitled  to  specific  per- 
formance by  Appellants 
of  a  contract  to  sell  land  ; 
whether  the  Judicial 
CemH^SNoner  rightly 
granted  leave  to  appeal ; 
concurrent  judgments. 

Dispute  as  to  work  done  by 
Appellant  in  building  a 
Jubilee  Hall  for  Respon- 
dents ;  validity  of  an 
award;  limitation. 

Whether  Respondent  is 
entitled  on  the  ground  of 
minority  to  cancel  a  mort- 
gage deed  executed  by 
him  to  Brahmo  Dntt; 
concurrent  findings. 

Assignment  of  a  claim 
under  an  agreement  to 
pay  certain  monthly  in- 
stalments; whether  the 
agreement  was  invalid 
and,  if  not,  whether  the 
assignee  was  competent 
to  sue^nnt. 

Whether  a  certain  lease  is 
binding  on  Appellant, 
and,  if  it  is,  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  interest  it 
gives  to  Respondent  in 
the  village  in  dispute; 
power  of  Judicial  Com- 
missioner to  set  aside 
certain  findings  of  fact ; 
limitation.  SpeciaZkave 
to  appeal  graoUd, 


A. 
i?. 

A. 
H. 
A. 
R 
A. 
R. 
A. 


A. 
J?. 


A. 
It 


R.  T.  Tasker.  1 
T.  L.  Wilson  k  Co. 

T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 

R.T.  Tasker. 

Watkins"  &    Lem- 

priere.' 
T.  L.  Wilson  fc  Co. 

T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 

Barrow»  Rogers  & 

Nevill. 
Watkins   &    Lem- 

priere. 

T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 


Lattey  tfr  Hart. 
T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 

Watkins  &  Lem- 
priere. 

W.  W.  Box. 

Frank  Richardson 
&  Sadler. 

Lawford,  Water- 
house  &  Lawford» 


T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 

Watkins    &    Lcm- 
priere. 
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COLONIAL  APPEALS. 


Cause. 


Wbanoe. 


Tan  Jiak  Whye  and  Others!    Straits  Settlements . 

t. 
Tan  Jiak  Kim  and  Others  .  I 


Payne  and  Others     . 

TheKinj? 

The  King 

V. 

Payne  and  Others    . 

(yt/j^jeaZ      and      Cro^s- 
Appeal  consolidated). 


The  Bank  of  New  South, 
Wales 

V. 

The  Goulbum  Valley  But- ^ 
tcr  Factory  Company 
Proprietary,  Limited  . 


Homo  and  Another  . 
Siruben  and  Another 


Victoria 


fieoord  raoeived. 


4  Jan.   1898 


Set  down  for 
Hearing. 


4  Oct.    1898 


12  Nov.  ,1901 


Victoria  , 


Natal, 


Neo  Oiig  Hce 
t 
Neo  Ong  Tew 


The  National  Bank  of  Aus-] 
tralasia,  Limited   .      .      .  I 
r.  I 

J.  Falkingham  and  Sons^  :. 


Straits  Settlements.     24  Sept.  1901 


10  Sept.  1901 


19  Oct.    1901 


Victoria 


GDec.   1901 


Archambault  and  Another  .  |  \  Quebec 

v. 
Archambault  and  Another  . ) 


15  Nov.  1901 


8  April  1902 


9  April  1902 


Soltfeot 


3  May   1902 


10  May  1902 


2llMay   11)02 


23  May  1902 


Whether    the    Thellusson 

Act  is  in  force  in  tlie 
Straits  Settlements,  and, 
if  it  is,  how  the  Act 
affects  certain  testamen- 
tary dispositions  in  dis- 
pute. 

Whether  the  principal  Ap- 
pellants are  liable,  ss 
executors,  for  probate 
duty  in  respect  of  three 
sums  .  secured  by  mort- 
gage deeds.  Adminis- 
tmtion  and  Probate  Act, 
1890,  and  Real  Proi>erty 
Act.  2G  Vict.  No.  9  (Vic- 
toria). 

Whether  the  Appellant 
Bank  is  liable  to  the 
Respondents  for  certain 
sums. of  money  paid  or 
credited  to  tlie  account 
of  one  Ballnntyne  at  the 
Appellant  Bank. 

Dispute  as  to  the  bounda- 
ries of  land  owned  by 
Respondents ;  alleged 
variapce  bptween  the 
terms  of  the  original 
grant  and  the  judgment 
appealed  from. 

Claim  by  Respondent  for 
an  account  of  the  part- 
nership dealings  of  the 
Appellant  and  Respon- 
dent (who  are  brothers) 
and  for  a  dissolution ; 
limitation. 

Action  |>y  Respondents  on 
money  alleged  to  have 
been  received  by  the 
Appellant  Bank  for  their 
use.  Claim  by  the  Bank 
to  retain  the  money  as 
having  been  assigned  to 
it  "by  Deed,orto  counter- 
claim for  a  larger  amount 
under  anotlier  Deed  of 
Assignment;  Book  Debts 
Act,  1896  (Victoria). 

Validity  of  a  will ;  alleged 
incapacity,  /rand,  and 
undue  influence ;  con- 
current judgments. 


A. 


Turner    Son    & 

Foley. 
Evrc,  Dowling  4 

Co. 


BurtoD,  Yeatei  i 

Hart. 
Fresh  fit'Idff. 

Freshfields. 
Burton,  Ycatea,  & 
i       Halt. 


Wadeson  &  Malle- 

son. 
Flegg  k  Son, 


Wilson,  Br'.slofi  4   ' 

Carpmael. 
Arther  Fell 


Lough  borjngh, 
Gedge,  Niskti 
Drew. 

Ex  parte.    , 


Markbv,Stewar** 
Co.  ■ 

Iliffe.    Henley  * 
Sweet. 


Simpson  &  Ga 


PATENT  CASE.     (To  fix  day  of  Hearing.) 


MaUer. 


Petition  LodgeJ. 


Subject. 


SoUdtore. 


Thompson's  Patent     .... 
(^Mechanical  fuze  for  causing 
explosion  of  shells^  etc.) 


19  April    1902 


Extension  of  Letters  Patent,  datel  the  22nd 
October  1888,  No.  15159. 


Pet.       Moon,  Gilka  &  Mood, 


Gooylf 
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JUDGMENTS. 


Qodfny 


The  CoDsiables  of  the  Ldand 

ofSark ^ 

{Heard  20  November, 
1901.  Preeent:  Lords 
Macnaghten,  8hand, 
Davqfy  Bcbertaon  and 
Lindley.)  Judgment 
delayed  pending  nego- 
iiaiwns  for  a  com- 
promite. 
The  CommiflBionerB  of 
Taxation 


Antfll , 

{Heard  15  April,  1902. 
Present:  Lords  Mae- 
naghtenj  Davey,  Bo- 
herlton  and  Lindley, 
and  Sir  Ford  North.) 

The  GommUnoner  of  Trade' 

and  Customs    ....  I 

V,  I 

HBtU  k  Company,  Limited, 

.  {Heard  16  April,  1902. 

Present:  Lords  Mae- 

naghten,  Dacey,  Ito- 

hertson  and  Lindley, 

and  Sir  Ford  North.) 

ShsmKocr    .     »     •     ,. 
r. 

Dah  Kocr  and  Another . 
Bopaa  Singh  and  Others 

V. 

Dtih  Koer  and  Another 

{Contolidated  Appeals.)  ' 

{Heard  30  Aprily  1902. 

Present:  Lords  Mao- 

naghten  and  Lindley, 

Sir  Ford  North,  Sir 

Andrtw    Seoible,    and 

Sir  Arthur  Wilson.)  , 

Baja    Chelikani     Yenkay-' 

yunma,  repreeentative  of{ 

BajaChelikana  Appa  Bao, 

deceased    .     •     .     • 

r. 

Baja   Chelikani    Venkata- 
lamanayyammA    .     .     .i 
{Appeal      and      Cross- 
Appeal  consolidated.) 
{Heard  30   April    and 
lJtfay,l902.  Present: 
Lords  Maenaghtenand 
Lindley,      tir    Ford 
North,    Sir    Andrew 
Scoble,  and  Sir  Arthur 
Wilson  ) 
BriGopal ] 

V. 

riithi  Singh  and  Others  .  j 
{Heard  1  and  2  May, 
1902.  Present:  Lords 
Maenaghten  and  Lind- 
ley, Sir  Ford  North, 
S^r  Andrew  Scoble, 
and  Sir  Arthur  Wil- 
ton.) 


Gnemsey     • 


N^ew  Soath  Wales 


New  Zealand 


Bengal 


Madras 


N.W.P.  Alhihabad . 


Rcooid  raodTsd. 


81  Deo.  1896 


14  Oct.   1901 


29  0ot    1901 


26  June  and 
16  July  1900. 


9  Jan.  and  11 
Sept.  1900. 


10  Jane  1890 


Set  down  ftv> 


8  Oct  1901 


4  Mar.  1902 


21  Mar.  1902 


\  Jan.  1902 


4  Feb.  1902 


25  Feb.  1902 


CoUdton. 


Allege<l  public  right  of  way 
over  a  certain  tunnel  out 
through  the  Appellant's 
property. 


Whether  the  Besnondent  is 
entitled  to  deauct  from 
his  taxable  income  a 
sum  representing  a  *'  fair 
rent"  in  respect  of  cer- 
tain leasehold  premises 
and  improyements  there- 
on. 59  Vict.,  No.  15 
(N.S.W.).  Special  leave 
to  appeal  granted. 

TVhether  certain  wax  vestas 
were  goods  prohibited  to 
be  imported  into  the 
Colony  and  liable  to  for- 
feiture under  the  Patents, 
Designs  and  Trade  Marks 
Act,  1889,  and  the  Cus- 
toms Laws  Consolidation 
Act,  1892,  of  New  Zea- 
land. 

Whether  the  High  Court, 
over-ruling  the  District 
Court,  which  heard  the 
Appellants*  suits  on  their 
merits,  rightly  dismissed 
the  suits  on  the  ground 
of  limitation. 


Whether  certain  family 
property  was  held  by 
two  brothers  as  joint 
tenants  or  tenants  in 
common ;  whether  a  cer- 
tain will  was  revoked, 
and,  if  not,  what  is  its 
true  construction ;  es- 
toppel. 


Whether  a  suit  to  enforce 
a  bond  was  barred. 
Civil  Procedure  Code, 
ss.  13  and  43. 


A.  . 
H.  ; 


A. 


B. 


A,  . 

B.  . 
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G.  Bodman. 

Nisbet,     Daw     k 
Nisbet. 


Light  &  Galbraith. 


Paines,    Blyth    k 
Huxtable. 


MackrcU,     Maton, 
Godlee  &  Quinoey. 

lugle,    Flolmet    k 
Sons. 


T.  L.  Wilson  &  Co. 
Dallimore  &  Son. 


B.  T  Tasker. 

Lawford,  Water- 
house  and  Law- 
ford. 

Lawford,  Water- 
house  and  Law- 
ford. 

B.  T.  Tasker. 


Pyke  &  Parrott. 
Thomson  &  Co. 
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Omm. 

Wbmioe. 

itoOOtu  TCOMTOd. 

Bel  down  for 
HeartBg. 

Sal^ect 

Solidftan. 

Rhambatl  Eoeri  aad  Others) 

V. 

JagoBibi ) 

(Beard  6  and  7  May, 
1902.  Present :  Lards 
Mucnaghten  andldnd- 
ley.  Sir  Ford  North, 
Sir    Andrew    Scoble, 
and  Sir  Arthur  Wil- 

Bengal   .... 

26  June  1900 

27  Mar.  1902 

VaUdity   of   a    mortgage 
bond    alleged    to    have 
been  executed  under  the 
authority  of  Beepondent, 
a  Purda  woman.   Special 
leave  to  appeal  granted. 

A.  . 

T.L.  Wilson*  Co. 
Dallinune  &  Sen. 

son.) 

* 

SUPREME    COURT    OF   JUDICATURE 

TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


THE    COURT    OF   APPEAL. 


Appsal  Ooubt  L— NonoK. 

The  Appeals  or  other  BuBlness  prop:>sed  to  be  taken  in  this  Ooort  will,  from  time  to  time,  be  annoanced  in  the  Daily  Oause  liit 


Affbal  Ooubt  IL— Nonox. 


The  Appeals  or  other  Buainefls  propoaed  to  be  taken  in  this  Court  will,  from  time  to  time,  be  announced  in  the  Daily  Oaiue  LiiL 


i 


APPEALS  I 

Fhfm  (he  Chancery  Diviaion,  the  Probate, 
,  Divorce  and  Admi/ralty  Diviaion  {Pro'  \ 
hate   arid    Divorce),   and    the    County  I 
Palatine  and  Stannaries  Courts,  \ 


10    LeMesurier 


Gknbiul  Lut. 


1800. 


^  riB  re  Th«  Kew  ZeaUmd  Midland  Ry.  Oo.  Id. 

^  ISmith  (on  beh*lf,  &c)  v.  Lubbock  appl.  of  The 
IndiiBtriAl  and  aeoeral  Trust  Id. 
ftom  order  of  Mr.  Jostioe  Keke- 
wicb,  dated  ApiU  e,  1900 

M^24 

1801. 

^  fin  re  Ballen 

^  iMiupratt  WilUama  v.  Howe    appL  of  Deft.  J.  K. 

JBttllen  flrem  order  of  Mr.  Justice 

Goaens-Hardy,  dated  Jan.  11, 1901 

Febmar J  28 

3  In  ro  The  CompanleB*  Acta.  1868  to  1890  and  In  re 

The  General  Inveeton'  Syndicate 
Id.  appl.  of  ElUa  Farr  &  on. 
ttom  oraer  of  Mr.  Justice  Coiena* 
Hardy,  for  Mr.  Justice  Wright^ 
dated  Feb.  20, 1901        March  18 

4  The  Midland  Ry.  Co.  v.  Wrl^t    appl.  of  PltflSi. 

item  Older  of  Mr.  Jaatice  Byrne, 
dated  Feb.  14, 1901  (s.o.  tlU  legal 
repreeentative  appointed) 

April  30 

5  Hope  Hope  appl.  of  PltfT.  in  Person  fhnn 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Cozen»> 
Hacdy,  dated  Feb.  21,  1901,  and 
motion  ibr  leave  to  admit  tteah 
evidence  (by  order)  May  20 

6  In  re  Irvine  &  Coles'  Contract  &  V.  &  P.  Act,  l87i 

appl.  of  Duncan  Irvine  firom 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Cozens- 
Hardy,  dated  July  8,  ISOl 

July  13 

7  The  Union  Lighterage  Co.  Id.  v.  London  Graving 

Dock  Co.  Id.   appl.  of  Defts.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Cozens-Hardy,  I 
dated  April  26. 1901  July  18  I 

8  Ashvrorth  English  Card  Co.     appl.  of  Pltfi.  , 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  I 

dated  June  22,  1901  July  26  1 

Q  I  Richards  deWinton  I 

^  (Richards  Evans  appl.  of  Pltff.  from  order  of  ' 


Mr.  JufltiM  Kekewlch,  dated  July 
4, 1901  August  8 

Le  Mesnrier  appL  of  Deft,  fhm 
Older  of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewich, 
dated  Jnl/  17, 1901        August  8 

, .  /The  City  Estates  Co.  Id.  v.  JalEnay 

'■^  lln  re  The  City  EsUtes  Co.  Id.  &  Jalfray*8  Contract 
appl.  of  Defts.  fhmi  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Kekewich,  dated  July  17, 
1901  August  9 

12  Cbaytor  Trotter   appL  of  Pltff.  firom  order 

of  Mr.  JuBUoe  Kekewich,  dated 
July  7, 1901  August  12 

13  Robinow  The  Lonidon  k.  Northern  Bank  Id. 

appl.  of  Defts.  fh»n  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Buckley,  dated  Aug.  7, 
1901  August  13 

14  Thomas  Thomas   appL  of  Pltff.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated  July 
1, 1901  August  13 

15  J.  Ambler  &  Sons  Id.  v.  Mayor,  Ac.  of  Bradford 

appl.  of  Pltffs.  tmm  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Joycsb  dated  Aug.  3, 1901 
(Interlocutory  Appeal  No.  l  to 
come  on  with  this,  by  order) 

August  16 

,^  /In  re  Fish 

^*  iPxestige  Lea    appl.  of  Deft  Jee«y  Lea  fhim 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  dated 
June  6,  1901  August  17 

17  Aflalo  Lawrence  &  Bnllen  Id.     appl.  of 

Defts.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jostlce 
Joyce,  dated  July  31, 1901 

August  20 

18  Lord  Hastings   The  North  Eastern  Ry.  Co.    appl. 

of  Defts.  fh>m  order  of  Mr.  Jorace 
Byrne,  dated  Aug.  8,  1901  (s.o. 
4  weeks  after  No.  19  disposed  of, 
'  by  Older)  August  26 

1802. 

19  Lord  Hastings    The  Vorth  Eastern  Ry.  Co.    appl. 

of  PUfb.  ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Byrne,  dated  April  8,  1901  (ad- 
vanced by  order)     April  18, 1902 

1801. 

2Q  /In  re  Biyoe  Brown,  dec. 

V  Brown  Geduey    appl.  of  Defts.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
Aug.  1, 1901  August  29 

Wood  appl.  of  Pltff.  firom  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
Aug.  2, 1901  October  1 


„,  /In  re  Wood 


IWood 


_  /Inie  Maxgestxm 
^  IMargeston 


22  &>iQat  Mirchwie    «ppl.af  FltiLft«i«te 

of  Mr.  Justioe  Bockltf,  Mfll 
July  30,  1901  (Mbtet- 

23  In  re  the  Companies'  Ads.  1863  to  189S,sBtf  hi 

The .  Leeds  &  Hanlv  IlMilni« 
Varieties  U.  appLof  TbeODMK 
dated  BxphicstlDa  FlnsDoe  Ooi  U 
firom  order  of  Mr.  Justioe  WrigH 
dated  July  81, 1901       Odotol 

^  /In  re  The  Esrl  of  Hairoby 

^  (Karl  of  Hanol)y«.Ryfkr    s^ipL  of  DflO.  The  E 

A.  B.  D.  Rjd«r  fhm  Older  d  ^^ 
Jnsdoe  OonoB-HsJdy,  dstsd  Ji^ 
11, 1901  October  t 

S5  The  Great  Western  Ry.  Co.  «.  Talbot  km^ 
Pltib.  finom  order  of  Mr.  M 
Kekewich,  dated  June  ST,  INI 
Odobtffl 

Maigeston  appL  of  Fltlt  tm 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  diM 
July  23,  1901  Oclotarl 

tu,  /In  re  Sutton  „    .  «. 

"  ILewia  Sutton     SfipL  of  Dell.  E-,AT. 

Sutton  ftom  order  of  Mr.  JoriW 
Buckley,  dated  Jujy  "^  "JJ^,- 

Bleming  appl.  of  Pltlf.  B.  T.^ 
Fleming  fh>m  order  of  Mr.  W" 
tioe  Cooens-Haidy,  dated  Aa0^ 
6, 1901  (produce  onler)^^^^^^ 

Cooper     appL  of  PItIt  *«»  "Jf 
a  Mr.    Justice.  Cosen»-Htf^# 
dated  July  30, 1901      Oft^^ 
(Byrne  Beid   appl.  of  Pltff.  flwa  eri* f 

(same  Same     appl.  of  Deft.  8.  C  ^ 

from  onler  of  Mr.  Justice  JgeV 
dated  July  13, 1961   JfowStJl 

31  Barnard  Castle  Urt)an  District  CaoncU  v,  ^ftj 
appL  of  Pltfft.  from  order  rfJB.; 
Jiistioe  Buckley,  dstsd  Asgail  V 
1901  ^T'^rfj 

33    In  re  Walker  &  Oakshott  and  the  7.*  P-  ij 
1874  appL  of  F.  Walksr  km. 
ftom  <i3er  of  Mr.  Justioe  Keto- J 
wich.  dMd  June  35  M«W 
duoe  order)  *:?lSSLfc. 

33    The  National  Oo.  for  the  Distribution  of  BIsdiWg 
Oeosraton  s.  Gft" 


-^  /Fleming 


iMackusick 


29    Holmstead 


by  Secondary  Oeoeratois  s. ' 
,  appl.  of  Deft.  H.O.Baelie 
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iLkjd 
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order  of  Mr.  Jisdoe  Cosens-Hardy, 
dated  Jolj  11, 1901 

November  18 

Lloyd  appL  of  B.  L.  AUen  &  enr. 
tnm  enter  of  Mr.  Jiutloe  Far- 
well,  ditoa  Nov.  1,1901 

NovemberlS 


Apbl.  of  Pitfb.  fh»n  order 
-.   Jnalloe  BocU^, 


of  Mr. 
Jqlj  23, 1901 


Movember  18 


« rtanDnvi]] 


■{wdS' 


K&nTlie  . 


Deughtj  eppK  of  Pltff.  tttm  older 
of  Mr.  Jnattoe  Oocene-Herdj, 
deled  Nov.  8, 1901  November  19 

DnviU  enpl.  of  Dell.  A.  C.  Dnvall 
from  onier  of  Mr.  JuUce  Coiene- 
Uerdy,  dated  Odober  98, 190I 

December  8 


^ 


%me 


Hey  •ppLofDefle.G.  Hey&enr. 
frum  Older  of  Mr.  JosUoe  Bvme, 
dated  Oct  88, 1901  December  4 
cglOered  Trade  Marks,  Noe.  918,  916 
and  81.83Y  of  Meaan.  Baaa,  Bat- 
cUff  ft  Orettos  Id.  and  Fatenta, 
De^gna,  Jkc  Acta.  appLofBaaa, 
BatoUff  H  Grettoa  fhim  order  of 
Mr.  Jnsfeke  Kekewkfa,  dated  No7. 
_  28, 1901  December  8 

II  bnTbe  Begfalered  Traie  Maxka,  Noa.  8,  8T,T8l, 
"^  31,839,    81,849.    43,808,    43,809, 

and  83»998  of  Meeark  Base,  BaV- 
cliff  &  Oretum  Id.  and  Patenta, 
Ac.  Ada  ^ipL  of  Baaa,  Batdiff 
&  Qretion  Id.  fitm  ordbr  of  Mr. 
JnaUoe  Kekewlch.  dated  Nov.  28, 
1901  December  6 


Hedl^ 

Tbomaa   appl.  of  M.  A.  HjBdlej  ft 

anr.  firom  older  of  Mr.  JasUce 

Ooaena-Hazdy,  dated  Nov.  7. 1901 

December  6 

The  MiUom  ft  Aakam  HemaUte 
Iron  Co.  Id.  appL  of  Pltff.  from 
order  of  Mr.  juatlce  Kekewlch, 
dnted  Nov.  80, 1901   Decembers 

Martin  appl.  of  DefL  fh)m  order  of 
Mr.  Jnadce  Bnckl^y,  dated  Nov. 
19, 1901  December  9 

Gilbert  appl.  of  Pltff.  tnm  order 
of  Mr.  Jiutloe  Kekewlcb,  dated 
Nov.  22, 1901  December  10 

Qlaaapool  appL  of  Deft,  fhxn  older 
of  Mr.  JMce  Byrne,  dated  Nov. 
27, 1901  (produce  order) 

December  10 

Cabot 

Pnriiea  appL  of  Deft.  F.  P.  Cabot 
fipom  order  of  Mr.  Jvatioe  Keke- 
wlcb, dated  Dec  4, 1901  Cpn)dace 
ordei^-Hieciiri^  ordered) 

December  U 

Ford  appL  of  Pllff.  ft  anr.  flnom 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Bocklej, 
dated  Nov.  7, 1901    December  11 

Steel  appl.  of  Deft,  from  order  of 
Mr.  Joatice  Kekewlch,  dated  De& 
12, 1901  December  17 


i 


^^ 


i  fitickmn 


(h  re  Fold 


I  iBntagtoB 

IbKHa&t 

{Uppud 

ILepptid 


Moraan 

PiDllaid  ft  Settled  Land  Acta   appl. 
.Jna- 


of  iPltJb.  firom  order  of  Mr. 
tlce  Farwell,  dated  Aug.  6.  1901 
(pipdnce  order    aecnrlty  ordered) 

December  17 
The  Kent  Coal,  Floamie  ft  Develop- 
mentCo.  Id.  appl.  (if  PltfC.  f lum 
order  of  Mr.  Jastlce  Byrne,  dated 
Angost  2, 1901  (produce  order) 

December  18 
la  n  The  Ccopante'  Acta,  1862  to  1H90  and  In  re 
The  Ooolgardto  Gold  Fields  Id. 
appl.  of  E.  J.  Wickenden  firam 
onler  of  Mr.  Jostice  Wright, 
datedDecl2,190l    December  20 


1803. 


||Sbr»HiuUbU 
IHixtabte 


(h-awfoni  appl.  of  Attorney-Gen. 
fnm  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Far- 
well,  dated  Nov.  22, 1901 

December  28 
appl.  of  Pltff.  firom  order  of 
Mf.  Justice  Bockley,  dated  Nov. 
18, 1901  December  81 


(In  re  Mackenzie 


MackcDsle    appl.  of  Deft.  C.  L. 
Macay  ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Farwell,  dated  October  28, 1901 
Janiury  8 

»  (LireLewthwaite 

^  IBralthwaite  Lewthwalte  appL  of  Deft.  J. 
Lewthwaite  ftom  order  cf  Mr. 
Joatice  Bockley,  dated  Dec  10, 
1902  January  9 

68    Badham  Wllllamt   appL  of  Pltff.  firom  order 

of  Mr.  Junlce  Kakowkfa,  dated 
Jan.  14, 1902  January  21 

.)  rin  re  MIm  A.  J.  Masterson,  dec 

*'  iTrevankn  Dumas  ft  ors.  appl.  of  Deft,  ft  ora. 
ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne, 
dated  Aug.  8, 1901      January  28 

68  Ainaworth  ft  ora.  v.  Wilding  ft  ors.    appL  of  PltfEk 

from  Older  of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce, 
dated  Aug.  3, 1901      January  28 

69  8.  A.  M.  Galr  (widow)  v.  A.  TolhuTst  ft  ore.    appl. 

of  Pltff.  ftom  order  of  Mr.  Juittoe 
Kekewlch,  dated  Nov.  7, 1901 

January  29 

80    Wright  Charter  ft  ors.    appL  of  Pltff.  from 

order  of  Mr.  Juatice  Kekewlch, 

dated    Jan.   21,    1902    (produce 

order)  January  29 

61  Lewis  Baflco    appl.  of  Deft,  from  cider  of 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewlch.  dated 
Nov.  4, 1901  February  8 

62  Sebastian  Ziana  d«  Ferrantv.  The  Britbh  Thomp- 

aon  Houaton  Co.  Id.  appL  of 
Pltff.  fhan  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Swinfisa  Eady,  dated  Jan.  30, 
1902  February^lO 


83  The  Acetylene  Illuminating  Go.  Id.  ft  anr. «.  The 
United  Alkali  Cc  Id.  appl.  of 
PltlEk  from  order  of  Mr.  JuaOoe 


64  /FIndkfter 


66  ISame 


Buckley,  dated  Feb.  3, 1902 

Februaxyll 
Newman   appl.  of  Pltff.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Juaiioe  Kekewlch,  dated 

Feb.  11, 1902  February  12 

Same   appl.  of  Delt  from  order  of 

Mr.  Justioe  Kekewlch,  dated  Feb. 

11, 1902  March  12 

66  J.  W.  Green  Id.  v.  Hill    appl.  of  Pltflh.  from  order 

of  Mr.  Justice  Bockley,  dated 
Feb.  10, 1902  (produce  order) 

Febiuary  24 

67  Bottom  Lodge  ft  Hatpv  Id.    appl.  of  Deft 

from  order  of  Mr.  Juatloe  Keke- 
wlch, dated  Feb.  18,  1902  (pro- 
duce order)  February  28 

«,' (InreDay,  dec 

*^  IDay  Sprake   appL  of  Deft,  flrem  order 

of  Mr.  Juatkse  Comna-Hardy, 
dated  July  2, 1902  March  1 

^^  rlnreOace 

^''iBalfimr  Grace    appl.  of  Deft,  fhw  order  of 

Mr.  Ju9tk»  Jqyce,  dated  Feb.  10, 


1901 


Marchl 


,a  /In  re  John.Scott,  dec 

'*  iLangton  Scott   appL  of  A.  Langton  ft  ors. 

flrom  Older  of  Mr.  Justice  Keke- 
wlch, dated  Jan.  14, 1902 

March  3 

71  Evans,  WBUama  ft  ora.  v.  Bymon  ft  ors.    appl.  of 

Defts.  from  order  of  Mr.  Juatice 
Byrne,  dated  Feb.  12,  I90a 

March  6 

72  Patent  Explolkatlon  V.  Siemens  Bros,  ft  0>.  Id.   appl. 

of  PUffs.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jua- 
tice Buckley,  dated  Jan.  81, 1902 
March  6 
78    Joeeph  Joseph  appL  of  Pltff.  Morriji  fit)m 

order  of  Mr.  JuaUce  Kekewlch, 
dated  Feb.  27,  1902  (produce 
order)  March  13 

74  Meyer  ft  anr.      Green    appl.  of  Pltff.  from  order  of 

Mr.  Jurtlce  Buckley,  dated  Jan. 
28, 1902  March  13 

75  Kopp  Bosenwald    appl.   of  Drft.  from 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley, 
dated  March  6,  1902  (produce 
order)  March  17 

76  In  the  Matter  of  the  Begfstered  Trade  Mark,  No. 

107,354  bx  Clasa  23  of  A.  ft  A. 
Crompton  ft  Co.  Id.  and  In  the 
Matter  of  the  Patents,  Designs  ft 
Trade  Mark  Acts,  1883  to  1888 
appl.  of  A.  Grandage  and  ors. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Swiufen 
Eady,  dated  March  6, 1902 
..^  /In  re  ParUn  March  18 

^^  \Fiaher  Parkin   appl.  of  deft.  D.  E.  Parker 

(an  infiint)     from  order  of  Mr. 


Justice  Kekewldi,  dated  Jan.  89* 
1902  Maxch  18 

78  In  the  Matter  of  the  CompanieB*  Acta,  1862  to  1893, 

and  In  the  Matter  of  Bancroft  ft 
Ccld.  appLofMesar8.HanisoD 
ft  Stead,  Liquldatoia,  firom  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated 
Feb.  18, 1902  March  18 

79  Bickmore  Dimmer  (Uverpool  D.B.)   appLof 

Deft,  fhim  order  of  Mr.  Juatice 
Farwell,  dated  March  11.  1908 
(prodooe  order)  March  24 

.ft  /In  re  Alexander'a  Truata  ^  ^_ 

^  (Alexander  Shuter  appL  of  Defta.  &  8.  Sfanler 
and  anr.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jnstloe 
Kekewlch,  dated  Jan.  28, 1902 

Maxch  84 

-.(•/In  re  Jaqoeau  dec 

"^HHodgwn  Bralabyftors.  appl.  of  Deft. 

Todd  firom  order  of  Mr.  < 
Bockl^,  dated  Feb.  24, 1902 

March  28 

82  In  le  Letters  Patent,  Nc  6^889  of  1887  and  In  re 

The  Patenta,  ftc  Acta,  1883  to 
1868  appl.  of  Petnr.  J.  (Trosflekl 
ft  Sons  and  anr.  firom  order  of  Mr. 
JoBttce  Buckley,  dated  March  T, 
1902  (produce  ardsr)      Match  27 

83  Stagg  The  Medway  (Upper)  Navigation 
^^  Co.   mppl.  of  PMf.  from  older  of 

Mr.  Jvtkse  Swinfte  Badr,  dated 
March  14, 1902  March  27 

84  Beeley  Sidebottom    appl.  of  Pltlb.  firom 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley, 
dated  March 21, 1902         Aprils 

86  Walker  Greenham     appU  of  Delia,  from 

Older  of  Mr..  Juatfoe  Joyces  dated 
March  25, 1902  April  7 

.«  ( In  re  BeviUe^  dec  ^   ,_. 

••>BeviUe  Beville  ft  oia.     appL  of   Delia. 

^  tnm  order  of  Mr.  Joatice  Buck- 

ley, dated  March  11, 1902 

April  10 

87  In  re  ft  Contract  between  The  Sohool  Board  ftr 

London  and  &  G.  Fester,  and 
In  re  The  Vendor  and  Purcihaaer'a 
Act,  1874  appL  of  The  School 
Board  IVom  order  of  Mr.  Juatice 
Kekewlch,  dated  March  16, 1808 
April  U 

^  {olSiS*^'  '^Jonea  appl.  of  Deft.  M.  B.  Wrif^t 

*  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  ByiMt 

dated  March  18, 1802       April  14 

«^  (Inre  JohnHisooe,dec.  ^  _,      . 

^•iHiacoe  Wait*    appL  of  HtiL  from  order  of 

^  Mr.  Juttfce  Kekewlch,  dated  Feb. 

21,  1902  AP'?!* 

90    In  re  Hlghett  ft  BIrd'a  Contract  and  V.  ft  P.  Act, 

*^       1874    wpL  of  W.  Hlghett  from 


91 


Mr.  Jwtioe  Swlnftn 
Eady,  dated  March  19, 1902  (pro- 
duce  Older)  April  IB 

btead  appL  of  Pltif.  from  order  «r 
Mr.  Justice  J«7«.  <>»*«*.  >?S^ 
24. 1902  '•^PjSi* 

92  The  Sonderlacd  ft  Sontti  Shields  Water  Go.  V.  Fern- 
berton  appl.  of  Deft,  firom  order 
of  Mr.  Justioe  Swinfim  Eady, 
dated  Feb.  26,  19o2  (projice 
order)  ^  April  18 

98  Foy,  Morgan  ft  Co.  «.  Kempf  appl.  of  Deft.  Cram 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  dated 
Feb.  6, 1908  (produce  older) 

April  28 

94  Mc  Oonnel  Wright  anpL  of  Deft,  ftwn  ord«p 
of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewlch,  dated 
April  23, 1902  (produce  <>«*"0 

96    Harfoid  Corpn.  of  Lampeter   i^pL  of  Defta. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Keke- 
wlch, dated  Feb.  14, 1902 

April  28 
96    Hart  Chariier   appl.  of  i:teftj  from  order 

of  Mr.  Juatice  Swlnfen  Eady. 
dated  Jan.  29, 1 902  April  28 

In  re  Bobeit  Allen,  dec  .    ,  ^  ^  ^ , 

Uow  '  Camalguft  avpL  ef  DefL  from  oroer 

rffc  jSlce  Buckky,  dated 
March  12,  1903  (stand  over  tUi 
Legal  BepresentaUve  appointed) 
i^ril  28 
98  The  Beaeon  Manufacturing  Co.  Id. «.  Ernest  F.  Moy 
Id.  u>pl.  of  Delta,  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  dated  April 
23, 1902  (produce  order) 

April  89 

ICowttnued  on  page  158.] 
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SUPREME   COURT    OF   JUDICATURK 


TRINITY  SITTINGS, 

1902. 

Court  of  Appeat.. 

HIGH  COURT  OP  JUSTICE- 

OIAIOEET  OOUBT  L 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Kekewich. 

Exoept  when  other  Busi- 
nees  ia  advertised  in  the 
DaUy    Canse   List    Mr. 
Justice   Kekewich  will 
take  actions  with  Wit- 
nesses daily  throughont 
the  Sittings  to  the  ex- 
closion  of  other  Business. 

oeavcebtcoubie 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Btbnk 

APPEAL  COUBT. 
(nr  APPEAL  OOimT  No.  L) 

Trial  AppeaUfnm  the  King's 
Bench    DimiUm,    Final    and 
JftterlocmoTTf  Appeals  from  the 
Admiraity  Edvmon,  and  Cases 
inlnre  ne  Wofkmen*s  C^m- 
f  ensatum  Act,  or  other  Business 
proposed  to  be  taken  in   thU 
Court,  wiU^from  time  to  time, 
be  announced    in    the  Daily 
Came  LisL 

APPEAL  OOOBT. 

(OT  APPEAL  OOTOT  Ho.  IL) 

Knal  and  Interlocutory  Appmls 
from  the  Chancery  Division,  the 
ProbaU  and  Divorce  Division, 
Bankruptcy  ondLunacyApp  als 
and  Appecdsfrom  the  Lancaster 
and  Durhtm  PdUttine  CmarU, 
or  other  Business  proposed  to  be 
taken  in  this  Court,  will,  from 
time  to  time,  be  announced  in 
the  Daily  Cause  List, 

TnsBDAT,       May  27 
Wkdnxsdat      f,    28 

Except  when  other  Biut* 
ness  is  advertised  m  the 
Daily    Cause  List  Mr. 
Justice  Byrne  will  tab 
Actions  with  WitQeMesil 
daily     throughout    the 
Sittings  to  the  exdoiioi 
of  other  Business. 

EIHO'S  BEHOE      ; 
OOUET  L 

Thobsdat          _    29 

F  BID  at                  m     ^^ 

.     !     !     !     !  1    .*     *     !     !     ! 

-               1 

Monday,      Jon©    2 
TUB8DAT           ;      3 

WED5X8DAY        „        4 

•     •     •     .      .  1    .      .     .      .      • 

1 
1 

Thubsday         „      5 
Friday             „      6 
Saturday         „      7 

Monday           „     9 

1 

. 

Tcrsday           „    10 

•             ••••!••••• 

Wedvxsday      m    11 

i 

ToUBSDAY             n     12 

Frdoay             „    13 

Before  Mr. 

Justice  SWINFEN 

Eady, 

Except  when  other  Bnn- 
ness  is  advertised  in  the 
Daily    Cause  List  Mt 
Justice  SwiNFEH  £aot 
will  take  Actions  with 
Witnesses  daUy  thitwgb- 
out  the  Sittings tothe ex- 
clusion of  other  BusineA 

Baturdiay         „    14 

•              •              •             .              •'- 

Monday           „    16 

TmsDAY          „    17 

TfliDNXSDAT        n     18 

. 

Thursday         ,,    19 
Friday             „    20 



Saturday        „    21 

MOSDAY              „     23 

Tuesday           „    2i 

i         • 

, 

Friday             „    27 
Saturday         „    28 

1 

.              .              .              .              •                  ....              - 

Monday           „    30 

Tuesday,       JuJy    1 
Wednesday      „      2 

Thursday                  3 

; 

Friday             „      4 
Satdbdvy                  5 

•        •        •        •         • 

Monday                  7 

Tuesday                    R 

WcDNBSDAY        „        9 

Taubsday         „    10 

•          •          .          •          • 

. 

• 
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SUPREME   COURT   OF   JUDICATURE. 

TRiaiTY  BITTINQS,  l^2-t(mtinued. 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


LOBD  GEAVOELLOB'S  OOUBT. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Farwelt.. 


Motions  and  OeDeral  Paper   . 
Geoeial  Paper       •        •        .        • 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 
The  Kiug*8  Birthday    • 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  BtuiueBS 


Sitting  in  Chambera 

Short  Cauaea,  Petitiona,  and  General 

Paper. 
Genenl  Paper      •        •         .         . 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper    . 
Short  CanseB,  Petitions,  and  General 
I    Paper. 

Sitting  in  Chambera 

General  Paper      •         •         .         . 

Ditto      •         •        •        •        • 
Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 

Lirerpool  and  Manchester  Bosiness 


Sitting  in  Chambers 

Short  Caodes,  Petitions,  and  General 

^  Paper. 

Gsnerai  Paper      .        •        •        • 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 
Shnrt  Canaos,  Petitiona,  and  Gkneral 
Paper. 

Sitting  in  Chambers  ^  • 

KotioQs  and  General  Pa^Kr   . 
General  Paper      •        .        .        . 
Ko  Sittings 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  ond  General 

Paper. 
General  Paper       .         .         .         . 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper  . 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  Business 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 

Piipcr. 
General  Paper 

Ditto 


OHAHOBRT  COURT  17. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley. 


Motions  and  Xon-'WitneDS  List 
Compauiott'  Acts  and  Non- Witness 

L«8t. 

Blotions  and  Non-Witness  Liat 

No  Sitting 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 
Summonses,    and     Xon-Witness 
List. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Companies'  Acts  and  Non-Witness 

List. 
Non-Witness  List. 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non-Witness  List .     • 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 
Summonses, .'  and     Non-Witness 
List. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Conapanies'  Acts  and  Non- Witness 

LUt. 
Non-Witness  List. 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Nrm-Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Proceflnre 
Summonses,     and     Non-Wiimss 
List. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Companies'  Acts  und  Non- Witness 

List. 
Nun- Witness  List. 

Dilto         .  ... 

Motions  and  Non-Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions.  Procedare 
Summonses,  and  Non-Witness 
List. 
The  Business  to  be  taken  dur- 
ing this  week  virill  be  aimounced 
later. 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Companies'  Acts  and  Non- Witness 

Libt. 
Non- Witness  Libt .... 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Xcn-WitnebS  List 
Short  Causes,  Petition h.  Piocedure 
Summonses,     and     Non-Witness 
List.  ^ 
Sitting  in  Chaml)er8 
Companies*  Acts  and  Xon-Witness 

List  I 

Non-Wilncss  Litt. 

Ditto ! 


0SA9CEBT  COURT  HL 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Joyce. 


Motions  and  Non-Witness  List 
Non-W^itness  List 

Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 

No  Sitting 

Sliort  Cnuses,  Petitions,  Procedure 

Summonses,     and     Non-Witneas 

List. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Non- Witness  List . 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 
Summonses,     and    Non-Witness 
Liat. 
Sittinjr  in  Chambers 
Non- Witness  List. 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  &  Non-Witness  List  . 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 

Summonses,     and     Non-Witness 

l.ibt. 
SittinJBT  in  Chambers 
Non-Witness  List. 

Ditto 

Ditto       ..... 
Motions  &  Non- Witness  List  . 
Siiort  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 
Summonses,     and     Non-Witncsd 
List. 
Sitting  in  Chambers 


Non-Witness  List .... 

Motions  &  Non- Witness  List . 

No  sitting 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Non-Witness  List .... 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  k  Non-Witness  List . 
Short  Causes,  Petitions.  Procedure 

Summonses,    and     Non-Witness 

List 
Sittimr  in  Chambers 
Non-Witness  List.         .         .         . 

Xon-Witness  Liht .... 
Ditto 


TcBSDAT,        May    27 
Wedkbsuat        „      ^i 


Thubsdat 
Fbiday 

Satuboat 

ft 

29 
30 
81 

Monday, 
Tuesday 

June 

2 
9 

WnnnKDAY 
Thubsday 
Fbiday 
Satubday 

99 

4 
7 

Monday 
Tuesday 

9 
10 

Wbdnesday 
Thubsday 
Friday 
Saturday 

ft 

11 
\% 

18 
14 

Monday 
Tuesday 

16 
17 

Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 

>» 
It 
ft 

18 
10 
20 
21 

Monday 


Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thur:>day 

Friday 

Saturday 

Monday 

Tuesday, 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

SATUbDAY 


Monday 
Tuesday 

Wednesday 
TnrasijAY 


Jdly 


23 


24 
25 

26 
27 
28 
SO 

1 

9. 
8 

4 
5 
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SUPKEME 

TRI 

COURT    OF    JUDICATURE. 

NITY  SITTINGS,  l^m-<oniinu€d. 

Court  of  Appeal. 

HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE- 

OHANOEBY  OOTTBT  I. 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Kekewicjh. 

OHAHOEET  COUET  H 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Byrne. 

' 

APPEAL  OOUET. 

(IN  APPEAL  COTTET  No.  L) 

[Seepage  151.] 

APPEAL  OOUET. 
(IN  APFKAL  COTTET  No.n.) 

ISeepagel^i.l 

Friday,          July  1 1 
Satcruay           .     12 

[5e(?  page  154.] 

[iSeej>a^l54.] 

Monday                    14 

TnEHIIAT                           15 

Wkdnesday       ..     16 

Thurmday          -»     17 

• 

Friday               ^     18 

. 

Rattikday           ..     19 

,         ....     1       -         - 

r 

'^AHDAT                            21 

. 

'Tdbrday             .      22 

:    :    :    :    ;  1 

WkdnestiAy             23 

V 

Thttrrday                 24 

. 

.         •         •         ■        • 

Friday              ..    25 

•         .         .         •         • 

^Satuhday         „    2G 

•      1 

Monday            „    28 

'TtlESIJAY                 ..      29 

.1 

. 

Wkdsichoay       ,,    30 

Thursday         „    31 

Friday,         Aug.    1 

:  Saturday         „      2 

Monday            „      4 

•"TUKSDAY                 „         5 

•  •         •         •         • 

•  «         •         •         • 

•  •         •         •         • 

•         ■         ■         .         • 

. 

"Wkdnebday      „      6 

"^MURSI»AY              ..         7 



•         •  .      •         ■         . 

Friday              ..      8 

.... 

;    ; 

BaturI^at         „      9 

i 

1 

Monday            „    11 
Tuesday                 1 2 

1 

^^ 

- 

■ 
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SUPREME    COURT    OF   JUDICATURE. 


TBINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


IiQKD  GEAIOELLOB'S  OOUBT. 

Before 
Hr.  Justice  Farwell. 


MotkniB  and  General  Paper  •        • 
Short  Oanses,  PetitionB,  and  General 
Paper. 

gitUng  in  Chambers 

General  Paper      •         •        .         • 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Uotlons  and  General  Paper   . 
LiTeipool  and  Manchest^  Business 


Sitting  in  Chambers 

19«t  Oanses,  Petitions,  and  General 

Fftper. 
^csetal  Paper      •        .        .        • 

Ditto 

Kotiods  and  General  Paper  . 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 

Paper. 

Sitting  in  Chambers 
General  Paper      • 

Ditto      . 

Ditto      ••        . 
Motions  and  General  Paper 
llanchester  and  Liyerpool  Business 


'Sitting  in  Chambers 

Short  O&nscs,  Petitions,  and  General 

Paper. 
Geoenl  Paper       .         .         ,         . 

Ditto 

Kotions  and  General  Paper  . 

Sbort  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 
Paper. 

Sitting  in  Chambers      • 

Ditto 


Av  Cum  tetoMM  ioUhtard  oa  a  Short 

9t  l0Hf  MM  dear  d/ong  htfon  th»  aoma  can 
^f^imfktPwfm'toUtohmrd,  Two 
Oqta«rinnileaoftlMpropoaadJiidgmeDt 
«  Onkr  mnui  U  l^t  in  Omri  toitk  Me 
*^t  Ckrk  one  clear  day  J^cre  the 
Ccamiitehtput  in  tke  Paper. 
Mi^TbafiiUowtDg  Papon  on  For.  Con.  are 
nviiwi  Cor  tha  «•  of  ttM  Jiid0i^  Yli^noo 
C^ffm^fMimUeteftkemropoeed  Judgment 
Z  a^*  ^  ^^  FteiainaM,  and  1  Oopy 
^tvkft  Certgbaie,  which  mntt  bel^in 
S^wtA  lie  Jwd§^9  Ckrk  enecUar  daw 
y^Onhar.O9n,iireadft0cmne1nio 


CHANCERT  COUBT  17. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley. 


Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Prooedure 

Summonses,     and     Non-Witness 

List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Companies'  Acts  and  Non-Witness 

List. 
Non-Witness  List 

Ditto       ..... 
Motions  and  Non-Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Prooedure 

Summonses,    and     Non-Witness 

List 
Sitting  in  Chambers      •        .        • 
Companies'  Acts  and  Non- Witness 

List 
Non-Witness  List.        • 

Ditto  .  .  .  . 
Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Prooedure 

Summonses,    and    Non-Witness 

List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Companies'  Acts  and  Non-Wit  List 
Non-Witness  List. 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 

Summonses,     and     Non-Witness 

List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Companies'  Acts  and  Non-Witness 

List 
Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Non- Witness  List. 
Motions  by  order  and  Non- Witness 

List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions.  Procedure 

Summonses,    and     Non-Witness 

List 
Sitting  in  Chambers      •        •        • 

Ditto 


Anr  Ganaa  intended  to  be  heard  at  a  Short 
UMiaa  mutt  he  so  marked  in  tke  Cauee 
Book  at  least  one  dear  dafAtfore  tkesame 
eon  he  put  in  the  Paper  to  he  to  heard. 
The  necessary  Paperst  indndina  Two 
Coplea  of  miniitea  of  the  pn^raaed  Jndg- 
ment  or  Order,  mast  he  ^ft  in  Court  with 
the  Judges  Clerk  one  clear  day  h^ort  the 
Cause  is  to  be  put  in  the  Paper,  in 
default  the  Cause  wUA  not  be  put  in  the 
Paper. 

N.B. — The  following  Papers  on  Further 
ConsiderfUion  are  required  for  the  use  of 
the  Judge,  vis. :— Two  Coplea  of  Miootea  of 
the  propoaed  Judgment  or  Ortler»  l 


PlrftdiDgB,  and  1  Copy  Master'a  Certi_ 
CAte.  llieee  mnet  be  l<fft  hi  Omrt  with  the 
Jodge'a  Clerk  one  clear  day  before  the 
Further  CoosideratioD  ia  readj  to  come 
into  tlie  Paprr. 


OHAHOEBT  OOUBT  IH 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Joyce. 


Motions  and  Non- Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 

Summonses,     and     Non-Witness 

List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Non-Witness  List . 

Ditto 

Ditto     .        •        .        .        • 
Motions  and  Non-Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 
Summonses,     and     Non-Witness 
List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Non- Witness  List. 

Ditto 

Ditto       ..... 
Motions  and  Non-Witness  List 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Prooedure 
Summonses,    and    Non-Witness 
List 
Sitting  in  Chambers 
Non-Witness  List .        •        .        • 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non-Witness  List       • 
Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Prooedure 
Summonses,     and     Non-Witness 
List 
Sitting  in  Chambers      .        • 
Motions  continued  and  Non-Witness 
List 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  Non- Witness  List .     . 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  Procedure 
SuDunonses,  and  Non-Witness 
List 

Sitting  in  Chambers      .         • 
Ditto       .         .         .         . 


Any  Canae  intended  to  be  heard  oa  a  Short 
Cause  must  be  so  marked  in  the  Cause  Book 
at  least  om  clear'day  before  the  same  can 
beput  in  the  Paper  tobeso  heard,  and  the 
necessary  Papers,  including  (too  Copies  qf 
the  Minutes  qf  the  proposei  Judgment  or 
Order,  must  be  left  wiVi  the  Judges  Clerk 
one  c^ear  day  before  the  Cause  is  to  be  put 
into  the  Paper. 

N.B.—ThefoUowing  Papers  on  Further  Con- 
sideration are  required  for  the  use  of  the 
Judge,  vw.:— Two  Coplea  of  MlnntOB  of 
the  propoeei  Judgment  or  Order,  1  Copy 
Pleadings,  and  1  Copy  Haster'a  Certificate, 
which  most  be  left  In  Court  with  the  Jndge'a 
aerlc  ODO  dear  day  before  the  Farther  Con- 
aideration  is  ready  to  come  into  the  Paper. 
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^Continued  from  page  153.] 

99  Bond&OTB.  Barrow  Hematite  Steel  Go.  Id.  appl. 
of  PltfTd.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Farwell,  dated  Jan.  18,  1903 
(prodtice  order)  April  30 


.f^./Io  re  R.  W.  Brook,  dec 


Brook  appl.  of  The  Produce  Brokers 
Co.  Id.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jiutlce 
Joyce,  dated  Feb.  22, 190S 

Mayl 

101  Broome  Speak  &  ore.    appl.  of  Dftt.  Shep- 

heard  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Buckley,  dated  April  30,  190Q 
(prodnoe  order)  May  1 

102  Carfree  Blount    appl.  of  PUIf.  fVom  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
April  8,  1902  May  2 

.Aji/In  re  The  Estate  of  0.  N.  Qrecnwood,  doc. 

*^\Go3dhart  Woo<lhead     appl.  of   PltiT.   from 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  dated 
April  19,  1902  (produce  order) 

Maya 

104  Broome  Speak    appl.  of  Deft,  ftom  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated  AprU 
30,  1903  (produce  order)     May  3 

105  King  Santley   appl.  of  Deft,  ftom  onler 

of  Mr.  Juflttce  Kekewlch.  dated 
Feb.  30,  19U2  (produce  order) 

Mays 

10«  Broome  Speak  &  ore.   appl.  of  Deft.  Clayton 

ttom  order  of  Mr,  Justice  Buckley, 

dated   April   30,   1903  (prodoe 

order)  M«y  6 


.Ak/In  re  A.  Evans  Lloyd,  dec. 
**HJ£ell«tt  


Meek  (Manchester  D.R.)  appl.  of 
Drft.  ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
SwinfiBU  Eady,  dated  March  16, 
1903  May  6 

Bclfleld  appl.  of  Deft,  fmm  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Buckley,  dated 
Feb.  7,  1903  Mays 

L^wis  appl  of  Deft,  trom  order  of 
Mr.  Jubtlce  Joyce,  dated  March 
4. 1902  (produce  order)       May  8 

110  Znmbeck  Birga    appl.  of  Deft,  from  order  cf 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewlch,  datsd 
March  19.  1903  May  10 

111  Grove  Poital    appl.  cf  Deft  from  order  of 

Mr.  Jufetke  Joyce,  dated  March 
10,  1902  May  14 

,.»/ln  re  Richard  Robeits,  des. 

**''lRobert8  l»*rry   appl.  of  Pltff.  fir- m  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  dated  March 
15. 1902  May  15 

Grerfell  k ore.  appl.  of  Pltff.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Justice  Joyce.  dsteJ 
Mi^  14,  1902  May  16 


108  Defriee 


109  Ave^ 


,,»/In  re  Glyn's  Trusts 
"^iGlyn 


From  the  Chancery,  Probate,  and  Divorce 
Divisions, 


Inteblocutort  List, 


1801. 


1  J.  Ambler  k  Sons  Id,  v.  Mayor,  kc  of  Bedford  appl. 

of  Defls.  ttom  order  of  Mr  Justice 
Joyce,  dated  Aug.  3,  1901  (to 
cume  on  with  No.  15,  Final  List 
—by  order)  August  15 

1802. 

2  In  the  Matter  of  the  Bishop's  Oastle  By.  Co.  and  In 

the  Uy.  Co.'s  Act,  1867  appl.  of 
Appellant  W.  F.  Beddoed  from 
au  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Keke- 
wlch. dated  Feb.  l,  1902  (produce 
oTfier)  February  13 

3  Brooks  k  Co.      Lycett    appl .  of  Deft,  from  or Jer  of 

Mr.  Justice  Joyc^  dated  March 
1.'^,  1902  April  2 

4  Walter  Atbton    appl.  of  Deft,  firom  order 

of    Mr.    Justice    Byrne,    dated 
March  20,  1902  (produce  order) 
AprU  2 

6  Whitchouse  Loi'ge  k  Harper  appl.  of  Def.s. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Keke- 
wi«.h,  dated  April  2t,  I9u2 

April  30 

^  ( Hedley,  Jnnr.      Reitmoyer  and 

•  (Reltmeyer  Ueiley.Jnnr.  .appl.  of  Pltflf.  from 

oprler  of  Mr.  JoDtice  Farwell, 
datetl  April  10,  iyo2  (produce 
order)  May  12 


7    B-rwood 


Chinnock      appl.   of    Deft.    fh>m 
order  of  Mr.  Juatioe  Buckley, 


dated  May.  10,  1902  (produce 
order)  May  13 

o  ( In  re  Mc  Murdo,  dec 

^  tPenfleld  Mc  Mui^o    appl.  of  S.  A.  Wilton 

from  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Swinft  n 
Eady,  dated  April  29, 1903 

May  IS 

9  Badlache  Anilln  k  Soda  Fabrik  v.  W.  G.  Thompeon 
and  Co.  Id.  k  ore.  appl.  of  Defts. 
tnm  order  of  Mr.  Jnstloe  Buck- 
ley, dated  May  9,  1902  (produce 
order)  May  14 

10  Ripley  John   Arthur,   kc.  Co.     appL  of 

Pltir.  fhnn  order  of  Mr.  Joatioe 
Farwell.  dated  May  3, 1903  (pro- 
duce order)  May  16 

11  In  the  Matter  of  the  Companies'  Acts,  1863  to  1890 

and  In  the  Matter  of  The  London 
k  Northern  Bank  Id.  appl.  of 
Respt  tnm  oaxler  of  Mr.  Justice 
Buckley,  dated  April  S3,  1992. 

May  16 


From  the  ProbaU  and  Divoree  DivisiotL 

Gbnxbal  LigT. 

1801. 

.  (Divorce 

^  1 M.  F.  Abdy       W.  N.  Abdy     appL  of  FMnr.  fhnn 

order   of  The  Preeidtnt,  dated 

Jan.  14,  1901  March  23 

(Probate 

3  <la  re  Edmmidson 

(Bdmondson       Edmondaon     M>pl.  of  Pltff.  tnm 

order  of  Mr.  Justice  Barnes,  dated 

March  38, 1901  June  15 

(New  Tbials.)  ICOS. 

(Probate 
1  •{  In  re  Oaitwright,  dec. 
(Cartwright  ft  ors.  «.  Cartwright  k  anr.  appl.  of 
Applts.-C.  Cartwright  k  ors.  for 
jndgt.  or  new  trial,  datel  March 
19. 1903.  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Blgham  and  Jury,  Biimingham 

April  3 
„  (Divorce 
(H.  Pinaoa  J.  M.  Pinaon  k  F.  Baumann  appln. 
of  H.  Pinaon  for  Jndgt.  or  new 
trial,  dated  April  35,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Barnes 
and  special  jury,  Middlesex 

May  16 


iVom  tha  County  Fdlatine  Court  qf 
Lancaster, 

GbnsbaIi  List. 

1801. 

1  In  re  Webster  k  Jones  &  V.  ft  P.  Act,  1874,  kc. 
appl.  of  James  Webster  k  anr. 
from  order  of  The  Vice-Chan- 
cellor  cf  the  County  Palatine  of 
Lancaster,  dated  Nov.  18,  1901, 
and  croas-notioe  of  appl.  of  Reqit., 
dttted  Dec  3, 1901    JNovember  30 


From  t?ie  King^s  Bench  Division, 

(Jn  Bankruptey.) 

1  In  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor),  No.  1191  of 
I9ul  frvm  a  receiving  order  made 
by  Mr.  Registrar  Llnklater,  dated 
28th  November,  1901 
^2  In  re  A  Debtor  (ex|te.  The  liebtor).  No.  1,490  of 
1899  tnm  an  order  made  by  Mr. 
ReglBfar  Brougham,  dated  the 
2Sih  Febraary.  1902,  dismissing 
an  application  to  approve  a  Com- 
poeitlon 

3  In  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor).  Nc  162  of  1S02 

from  a  recel^'ing  order  made  by 
Mr.  Registrar  Ulfikrd,  dated  i5:h 
April,  1902 

4  In  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor),  Nc  257  of 

1902  from  a  recelviog  order  made 
by  Mr.  Registrar  Liuklater,  dated 
2ah  April,  19U2 


5  In  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Deblor)^  No.  34S  of  im 
firom  a  receiving  order  nsde  W 
Mr.  Itegbtrar  LinUilv,  diU 
24th  April.  1902 

6  In  re  Cottam,  J.  C  (expte.  The  Tnatee).  Ha  l.m 

of  1834  from  an  order  BMk  by 
Mr.  Justice  Wright,  dated  liih 
April.  1902 

7  In  re  A  Judgment  Debtor  (expte.  The  JndgMsi 

CiedltorX  Kc  407  cf  im 
(Bankruptcy  Notice)  tnm  m 
order  made  by  Mr.  Rviitrtf 
,  Brougham,  dated  2-ind  April  INt 
eetUog  aside,  mitfa  oorts,  t 
Bankruptcy  Notloe 

8  In  re  Ball.  C.  E.  (expte.  J.  B.  Akeiojd)  Ko.  313  cf 

1900  liom  an  order  madt  hf 
Mr.  JisUce  Wright,  dated  M17  k 
1902 

9  In  re  A  Jodgment  Debtor  (expte.  The  Deten)5a 

831  of  1902  (Bankruplcy  Nodn) 
from  an  order  of  Mr.  Begtav 
Bioogham,  dated  8th  Mar.  vm» 
disralaaing  with  costs  the  MiIh% 
appln.  to  eet  aaide  a  Bsnkn^ 
Notice 
10  In  re  A  Debtor  (expte.  The  Debtor)  Ka  Wfl( 
1902  fhnn  a  receiving  «Bd«  Bide 
by  Mr.  Regtstrsr  Unkkler«Bthi 
lith  May,  19Q& 


JmxiMENT  Besebykd. 
APPEAL 
F^rom  the  King*s  Bench  DivisiofS, 

Final  List. 

The  Tomchapel  Wharves  k  Warebooisi  U.  a 
Pitts,  Son  k  Ktaig  M.  inL  •( 
Defts.  from  jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jiriioi 
Grantham,  datei  Jens  U^  mi, 
with  a  specUl  Jury,  lUdftn 
(Heard  before  Yaughan  WillhBi. 
Romer,  and  Maihew  UJ^ 
ca.v.)  Mija 


iVom  ihe  King's  Bench  Divisiim, 
Fob  Heabiho. 

FisAL  LiIBT. 

190a 

1  Cathcart  Jacoba   appL  of  PUff.  from  Jodtf. 

of  Mr.  Justice  D^y.  dated  Dbl  17, 
1900,  witnontjury.  MiddIeBex(ia 
until  after  PetltioD  hi  Loucy  di- 
p.8eJ  of  by  order)    Dvmbe  U 

190L 

2  The  London  Oomity  CouncU  v.  The  Uibin  M* 

Council  of  Acton   appL  of  Dn 
frum  Judgk  of  Mr.  Jnrtloe  JUOf.  ; 
dated  Dec  lA,  1900,  wliiMBt  s  ; 
Jury,  Middkeex  (produce  order) 
Marcktf  j 

3  Groe  k  on.         Bamett    appl.  of  Deft.  fhaaJidlL 

of  Mr.  Justice  Grantham,  dried 
May  23, 1901  ^^ 

4  Rev.  O.  N.  Herbert,  Applu  «.  J.  A.  U.  Qn* 

(Surveyor     of    Taxei>    Itaf*- ' 
(EAuenue  Side)   appL  of  B^ 
from  Judgt.  of  JnsUoes  Kcaae^ 
and  PhiUimoie.  dated  Mij  i^  Utt 
part  heard   (s.o.  for  addltfoaii 

6  Patrick  Igoe  (Appellants)  «.  Thomas  TteoUS 
Sbann  and  ora.,JJ.oftbePW«i 
fbr  the  County  uulOx^dH^ 
Chester  (Reepta.)  CYowa  jtfe  iffi- 
of  Respta.  from  >adgt.  of  '» 
Lord  Chief  Justice  k  Mr.  J^» 
LawranGe,datedM4y7,lNl 

6  John  Marshall  The  Ri^al  Exchange  Aasce.  C4cp^ 
appL  of  Pltff.  from  Jndgt  cf 
Ju»iice8  Ridley  •oi  PhlUli-^ 
dated  May  22, 1901,  with  ^ww 
Jury.  Middlesex  Jujjf 

t  New  River  Co.  e.  Awessment  Committee  of  HJ; 
ford  Union  k  era.  (tVww  »*) 
appl.  of  Respts.  fhwn  Jw^^  * 
Juttlces  Ridley  k  BlghiJB.<«5 
June  11, 1901  J"** 


Digitized  by 


Google 


May  31, 1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES, 


159 


I  ToIfaBnt 


$  ne  Aaodated  IVKtUiid  Cement  HaniifictareTS 
(l900)li.&on.ii.  Tolhiint  sppl. 
of  Pltffs.  fit>m  jodgt  of  Mr.  Jii»- 
tic«  Mathecr,  dated  Jtme  12, 1901, 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex  (Gom- 
nercJel  List)  Jane  20 

Tlie  Associated  Portland  Cement 
Manaractnrere  (1900)  id.  ft  era. 
appL  of  Defta.  fhm  Jndgt.  cf  Mr. 
Justice  Mathew.  dated  Jane  12, 
1901,  wiUumt  a  jniy,  Middlesex 
June  29 
II  &  S.  Abnhama  «.  Bollock  appl.  of  Pltfb.  firom 
Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley,  dated 
Jone  6tb,  1901,  without  a  jnry, 

„  „ Middlesex  June  26 

11  Gna  Sbo well's  Breweiy  Co.  Id.  &  ora. 

appl.  of  Defts.  Showell's  Brewery 

Co.  Id.  frooi  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 

Cbannell,   dated   June  7,  1901, 

without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

^  »^  .  Jun"29 

n  ITcrflidm         Thomas  Owen  t  Co.  Id.    appL  of 

Pltfr.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Jualice 

Blgham.  dated  May  7,  1901,  and 

i-i%«8-notice  of  appeal  by  Defks. 

(from  pait  ol  same  oider)  without 

'     ^  a  Jury.  Middlesex  July  1 

V  mOorporaUon  of  the  Royal  Exchange  Aasurance 

V.  ^Jufuraftkrings  Aktie   Bolaget 

Vega    appl.  t-f  Pltffs.  ftum  Jndgt. 

'   "      Jz    ■       ~ 


|«  Xidiel 


-BXvkr 
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of  Mr.   Jnrtice   BIgbam,    dated 
I  June  15,  1901,  without  a  Jury, 

Middlesex  July  4 

14  Ftvcto  Kerry    appl.  of  Pltff:  from  Judgt.  of 

Mr.  Jartke  Ridley,  dated  June 
25.  1901,  withonl  a  Juiy,  Middle- 
sex July  5 
Day  appL  of  Pltff.  tnm  Jndgt.  of 
Mr.  JusUce  Ridl^,  dated  June 
26, 1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middle- 
eez  July  5 
Tombs  and  Same  v.  Same  appl.  of 
Flttti,  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jottice 
Darling,  dated  July  4, 1901,  with 
common  Jury,  Middlesex  (two 
actiona  consolidated,  by  order) 

Julys 

Blppln  &  ore.  appl.  of  Plfffl  from 

Jmigt  of  Mr.   Justice  Darling, 

dated  July  3,  1901,  with  common 

Jury,  Middlesex  (Becuiity  ordered) 

.1.  w.  ^  J«Jy  12 

"  Vidcen.  Sons  k  Maxim  Id.  v.  Midland  Ry.  Co.  ft 
era.  (Railway  ft  Canal  Com- 
misaiun)  appL  of  Defts.  from 
!  iodgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright,  Sir 

I  F.   Peel  and  Vlaoount  Oobham, 

dated  July  10,  1901  July  13 

The  Liverpool,  St.  Helens  ft  South 
Lancashire  Ry.  Co.  appl.  of 
Defts.  from  Judgt.  <f  The  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  dated  Jone  24, 1901, 
without  a  Jnry,  Middlesex 

■  Tnitps  Inn  ft  Coal  Co.  U.  «.  Hawthorn  Bros,  ft 
Co.  appl.  of  Pltffs.  from  order  of 
Mr.  Jostioe  Phlllimore,  dated 
June  26,  1901,  without  a  Jury, 

L^  Middlesex  July  18 

*  Sfisathal  Brca.  (Appellanta)  «.  Redfera  ft  Son 

(Re«ptB.)  (^Crown  Sid§^    appl.  of 

Defts.  from  Judgt.   of   Justices 

Channel!  ft  Buckuill,  dated  June 

28, 1901  (security  ordered) 

L  c^  July  20 

P  «*elt  Tonng  ft  Go.  v.  Grand  (Canary  Coaling  Co. 

E  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 

Justice  PbllUmore,  dated  July  15, 

Sh  /.    .  1»01  July  29 

■  Ckarks  CammeU  ft  Co.  «.  The  Midhmd  Ry.  Co.<ft 
ore.  (Railway  ft  Canal  Comm's- 
alon)  appl.  of  Midland  Ry.  Co. 
from  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright,  Sir  F.  Peel  ft  Viscount 
Ctofaham,  dated  July  10, 1901 

««  r^^  July  81 

"  Jobi  Brownft  Co.  IJ.  v.  The  Midland  Ry.  Co.  ft  ore. 

(Railway  ft  Canal  Commlasion) 

appl.  cf  Midland  Ry.  Co.  from 

Jadgt  of  Mr.   JuBtlce   Wright, 

Kifl^t  Hon.  Sir  F.  Peel  ft  Via. 

count  0)bham,  dated   July   10, 

1901  JulT  31 

Richard  Evana  ft  Co.  Id.    appl.  of 

Defka.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Juatice 

BucknlU,  dated  July   26.  1901, 

^  V  ..  without  a  Jury  August  2 

«  KftliterTanean  ft  Kew  York  Steam  Ship  Co.  ». 

Mackay    appl.  of  Pltib.  fh>m 


S  HttcbtU 


31    Neustadt 


32    Handby 
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Jndgt.  of  Mr.  JusUce  Bucknill. 
dated  July  6,  1901,  with  special 
Jury,  Maocheeter  Ani^ust  3 

27  George  Nelson  ft  Sons  v.  James  ft  Alexander  Brown 

appl.  of  Pltffs.  from  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Mathew,  dated  July  30, 
1901,  without  a  Jury       Angu.>t  5 

28  Preston  (timdlng  as  John  Preston)  v.  Fumess,  Witby 

and  Co.  appL  of  Defts.  frinn 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  JusUce  Mathew  and 
croes-noiiue  of  appeal  by  Pltff. 
from  same  order,  dated  July  31 
1901,  without  a  Jury       August  7 

29  Nigel  Gold,  ftc  Co.  V.  Hc«rde    appl.  of  Dtft  fhnn 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  MaUiew, 
dated  July  26,  1901,  with'^t  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  August  7 

30  The  Kingswell  Steamship  Co.  Id.  v.  F.  W.  Marten 

appl.  of  Pltfb.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice  Mathew,  dated  July  26, 
1901,  without  a  Jnry,  Middlesex 
August  7 

Lambert  appl.  of  Deft  from  Judgt 
of  Mr.  Justice  Mathew,  dated  July 
.26. 1901,  without  a  Jury.  Middle- 
sex Augusts 

Wolverhampton  Race  (Tource  and 
DunsUll  Park  Club  Co.  Id.  appl. 
of  Pltff.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  JusUce 
Darilng.  dated  July  24,  1901, 
without  a  Jury,  Stafford 

Augusts 
Rubhiaon  Gold  Mining  0>.  Id.  ft  ors.  «.  Alliance 
Marine  and  General  Assce.  Co. 
1 L  appl.  of  Pltffs.  from  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justice  PhiUlmjre,  dated 
July  15,  1901,  without  a  Jury, 
Middlesex  August  9 

34  C.  H.  A.  Dougherty  v.  E.  Richards  ft  Co.    appl.  of 

Deft,  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
DarUng,  dated  July  31,  1901, 
common  Jury,  Middx.     August  9 

35  Ben  Graham  ft  ora.  (tradlug,  ftc)  v.  The  Gom- 

miseioneraof  His  Majesty's  Worka 
ft  Public  Bnildlngp  appl.  of 
Defta.  ttom  Judgt  cf  The  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  dated  Aug.  6, 1901. 
and  special  Jury,  Leeds 

August  16 

Greening  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Willa,  dated  Aug. 
6, 1901,  without  Jury,  Exeter 

August  20 

Leyson  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Juatice  Phlllimore.  dated 
Aug.  9,  1901,  wltiwut  Jury, 
Birmingham  Augist  22 

Head  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 
(f  Mr.  Justice  Matliew,  dated 
July  29,  1901,  without  Jury, 
Middlesex  Augubt23 

The  Sleamahip  Carisbrook  Go.  Id.  v.  London  ft 
Provincial  Marine  ft  General 
Insce.  Co.  Id.  appL  of  Pltff.  fh>m 
Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Justioe  MaUiew, 
dated  Aug.  7,  1901,  without  Jury, 
Middlesex  August  Si 

Dunn  ft  ors.  Donald  Cunie  ft  (?o.  ft  Bucknall 
Bros.  appl.  of  Defts.  Bucknall 
Broa.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Mathew,  dated  Aug.  2,  1901. 
Middleaex  August  10 

Sir  W^illiam  Dunn  ft  ors.  «.  Donald  Currie  ft  Co.  ft 
ora.  appl.  of  Defta.  Donald  Currie 
ft  Co.  frum  Judgt  of  Mr.  JusUce 
Mathew,  dated  Aug.  2,  1901, 
without  Jury,  Middlesex 

September  7 

42  MoUneaux         The  London.  Blnningham  ft  Man- 

chester Insce.  Co.  Id.  appl.  of 
Pltff.  fh)m  Judgt  of  Mr.  JusUce 
Phlllimore,  dsted  Aug.  6,  1901, 
without  Jury,  Birmingham 

September  12 

43  The  Long  Eaton  Recreation  Gronnda  Co.  Id.  «.  The 

Midland  Ry.  Co.  appL  of  Defta. 
from  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
lanoe,  dated  Aug.  12,  1901  (non- 
Jury),  Derby  September  16 

44  Ratcliff  ft  Dcaltry  «.  A.  B.  Mendelaeohn    appl.  of 

Dell  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Mathew.  dated  Aug.  7. 1901  (non- 
Jury),  Mkidlesex 

I  September  16 

45  Honikman'       Stopford  ft  ors.    appl.  of  Pltff.  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Darling, 
dated  Aug.  9,  1901,  non-Jury, 
Middlesex  October  9 

H.  F.  Van  Lann  ft  Co.  v.  Baring  Broa.  Id.  appl. 
of  Pltffs.   firom  Judgt    of   Mr 


38    Pcarce 


37    Carter 


88    Curtis  ft  Co. 


48 


50  iTbei 
61  (Same 


52    Vogemann 


53    Renton  ft  Co. 


Justice  Bigham,  dated  July  3, 
1901,  non-Jury,  Middlesex 

Octobers 

47  Scott  ft.Horton  GodfVey    appl.  of  Deft  from  Judgt. 

of  Mr.  Justice  BIgbam  (Commer- 
cial List)  dated  June  27,  1901, 
special  Jury.  Middleaex 

October  SS 

48  Bridgwater  ft  Smith  v.  Godfery   appl.  of  Deft  fh>m 

Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Mathew 
(Commercial  List),  date  I  August 
2, 1901  Ottjber  23 

49  Wallls  Chlorine  Syndicate  Id.  v.  American  Alkali 

Co.  Id.  appl.  of  Delia,  ttom. 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  JutUoe  Grantham, 
dated  July  6,  1901,  with  spedal 
Jury,  Middleaex  October  S3 

60  I  The  Major,  ftc.  of  Truro  v.  Rowe   appl.  of  PitfEk 
'  from  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wllla, 

dated  Aug.  10,  1901      October  23 
Kemp    appL  of  Pltfb.  from  Judgt 
of    Mr.    Justice     WUla,    dated 
Auguat  6, 1901  October  23 

Zanxlhar  Steamship  Co  Id.  appl. 
of  Pltff.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Phlllimore,  d«ted  July  15, 
1901,  without  Jury,  Middlesex 

October  24 
Midland  Ky.  Co.  ft  ors.  (RaUway 
and  Canal  Commission)  appl.  of 
Midland  Ry.  Co.  from  Judst  cf 
Mr.  Justice  Wright  Sir  F.  Peei« 
and  Vlsouunl  Cubham,  dated 
July  10, 1901  October  29 

54  Lloyda  Bank  Id.  Gerard  Mosoley  appl.  of  Deft, 
firom  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wills, 
dated  Auguat  6,  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Bristol  OcoberSl 

65  Hoare  ft  Co.  Id.  Met.  Borough  of  Lewiaham  appl. 
of  Defts.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jua- 
tice Lawrance,- dated  August  12, 
1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middx. 

November  1 
56    TItchfleld  Bank  Id.  «.  Irvln  ft  ors.    appl.  of  Pltffs. 
from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Dar- 
ling, dated  Nov.  9,  1901.  with- 
out a  Jnry,  Middlesex 

November  6 
The    Ibo    Inveebnent   Trust    Id. 
appl.   of  Pltff.   from  Jndgt  of 
Mr.  Justice  Walton,  dated  Oct 
31, 1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middx. 
November  11 
58    Mayor  of  Westminster,  Applt  «.  £lgdNn^  RespC, 
(Crown  Side)     appl.  of  Rft>pt 
from  order  of  The   Lord  Chief 
Justice  and  Mr.  Justice  Ridley, 
dated  Oct.  25, 1901  November  12 
69    Ward  Bros.        James  Bill  ft  Sona    appl.  of  Defta. 
from  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wills, 
dated  Aug.  6.  1901,  without  » 
Juiy.  Middlesex        November  14 
60  /The  Electrolytic  Plating  Apparmtua  Co.  Id.  v.  Henry 
Holland  Co.    appl.  cf  Defts.  ftom 
Jndgt   of   Mr.   Justice   Ridley, 
dated   Nov.  6.  1901,  withoot  » 
Jnry,  Middleaex       November  IS 
John  Birch  ft  Sana  Id.     appl.  of 
Defia.  fh»n  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Ridley,  dated  Nov.  6, 1901,  with- 
out a  Jury,  Middlesex 

November  IS 
CoatcB    appl.  of  Deft  from  Jodgt 
of  Mr.  Juatice  Ridley,  dated  Nov. 
7, 1901.  without  a  Jury.  Middlesex 
November  21 

63  Temple,  Thomson  ft  Clark  v.  Runnalla    appl.  of 

Pltflk.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Juatice 
Bigham  (Commercial  Cause), 
dated  Nov.  5.  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex        November  23 

64  Trustee  of  G.  Mellor.  a  bankrupt  v.  Maa^    appL  of 
— Jm 


57    Wyler 


.-israe 


62    George 


65    Sykes 


Deft,  from  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Wright    dated    Nov.    8,   1901. 
wittiout  a  Jnry,  Middlesex 

November  23 

Cmtis  ft  OTB.    appL  of  G.  Murray, 

(Srd  party)  fSiom  Jndgt  of  Mr. 

Justice  Ridley,  dated  Nov.  19, 

1901,  witiiontajuiy,  Middlesex 

November  26 

66  Spoonerftanr.  Dmt   appl.  of  Deft.  fVom  Jodgt  (t 

Mr.  Justioe  Wright  dated  Nov. 
21, 1901,  without  a  Jury,  Mlidle- 
sex  November  ?8 

67  Holt  Wren    appl.   of  E.   Holt   Pltff. 

ttom  Judgt  of  Mr.  JusUce  Will:<. 
dated  .  1901,  Dla^ 

trict  RMtstry,  Blackburn 
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•8    Simon  HllUm  (trading,  fto.)    «ppl.   of 

r«ft.  ftom  judgt  of  Mr.  JuBtlce 
ChAxmeU,  dated  Nov.  16»  1901, 
withoat  a  Joiy,  Middleaez 

NoYonbcr  30 

69  Gooke  Fayne    appl.  of  Deft  firom  Jndgt. 

of  Mr.  jQBtioe  Wright,  dated 
Not.  ai,  1901,  without  *  Jury, 
Middlesex  November  30 

70  MiUa  &  Sparrow  v.  The  Atlantic  Traosport  Go.  Id. 

appl.  of  Defts.  finom  Jndgt  cf  Mr. 
Jostioe  Walton,  dated  Not.  18, 
1901,  wfthout  a  Jury,  Middlesex 
November  80 

71  Zimbler&anr.  Abfahams     appU  of  Pltffii.  tnm 

Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Doling, 
dftted  Nov.  28,  1901,  without  a 
Jurr,  Middlesex  Deoember  4 
Berkley  &  anr.  appL  of  Pltff. 
fhym  Jttdgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Darling,  dated  Nov.  16,  1901, 
without  a  Jury.  Middlesex 

Maudslay  appl.  of  Deft,  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  fiucknill, 
dated  Nov.  26,  1901.  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex         December  6 

U    FhUIp  BenneU  &  Go.     appl.   of  Defts. 

fhm  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Big- 
ham,  dated  Nov.  29,  1901,  with- 
out a  Jury,  Middleeex 

Deoember  6 

n .  Wikodc  Qrelg   appl.  of  Pltff.  fhnn  Judgt  of 

Mr.  Justice  Darling,  dated  Nov. 
29, 1901,  without  A  Jury,  Middle- 
sex Deoember  6 

76  In  re  an  Aibitratian  between  Lord  Mostyn  and 

F.  H.  FitaBlmmons  appL  of  Lord 
Mostyn  ftom  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright  (special  case),  dated  Nov. 
27, 1901  December  11 

77  The  Mutual  Loan  Fund  Assoc  id. «.  Friend   anpl. 

of  Pltfb.  ftom  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Darling,  dated  Nov.  80, 1901, 
without  A  Jury,  Middlesex 

December  12 

78  Hanis  k  Ck>.  v.  Davis  &  Go.  Id.  ft  anr.    appl.  of 

Pltfb.  firom  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright,  dated  Dec  6, 1901.  with- 
out a  Jury,  Middlesex^ 

December  18 

79  Wyatt  The  London  Gounty  Gonncil    sppl. 

of  Defts.  tnm  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tloe  Wrightk  dated  Dec  9, 1901, 
without  A  Jury.  Middleeex 

December  16 

80  Hanfttaeng]       The  British  Mutcscope  &  Blogrmph 

Co.  Id.  appl.  of  Pltff.  from  hi6gt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Philllmora,  dated 
Dec  4,   1901,  with  a  common 


Jury,  Middlesex       December  19 

81    Green  Lydall  k  anr.    appl.  of  PltfT.  fhvm 

jadgt   of  Mr.  Justloe  Darling, 

dated  Nov.  29.  1901.  without  a 

Jury.  Middlesex  (security  ordered) 

December  20 

92   Hay  Veale   appl.  of  Deft  from  Judgt.  of 

Mr.  Justice  Lawrence,  dated  Dec 

18, 1901.  non-Jury.  Middleeex 

December  23 

83  Hawst  Frust    sppL  of  Deft,  firom  Judgt  of 

Mr.  Jnstlce  Walton,  dated  Dec 

10, 1901,commonjury,  Middlesex 

December  30 

84  Surtecs  Woodhouse     appL   of  Deft  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Walton, 
dated  Dec  21,  1901.  non-Jurj, 
*""*-  December  si 
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85  The  Ecclesiastical  Gommissloners  of  England  v.  The 

North  EastiBm  By.  Co.  appl.  of 
Deft,  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright,  dated  Dec  10, 1901,  nm- 
Jury,  Middleeex  Jannary  8 

86  FhUlIpe  &  ocs.   WUlUms  appl.  of  Deft,  fhnn  Judgt 

of  Mr.  Justice  Walton,  dated  Dec. 
21. 1901.  non-Jury,  Middlesex 

January  3 
i7    Granville  k  Co.  Firth    appl.  of  Defts.  finun  Judgt 
of  Mr.  Justice  BIdley,  dated  Dec 
12. 1901,  common  Jury,  Leeds 

January  8 
88    Monl  Coronet  Theatre  Id.    appL  of  Pltff. 

fh>m  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright, 
dated  Dec.  10,  1901,  non-Jury, 
Middleeex  January  8 

Odd  Mining  Co.  Id.  v.  The  New  Balkis 
Entelingld.   appl.  of  Delta,  fivm 


Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Bucknill, 
dAted  Dec.  20,  1901,  non-Jury, 
MiddlMex  Januaiy  8 

90  Kennedy  Davis    appl.  of  Deft,  firom  Judgt  of 

Mr.  Justice  Grantham,  dated  Dec. 
18, 1901,  non-Jury,  Leeds 

Jannary  8 

91  0>lliDS  Saxby    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Jodgt.  of 

Mr.  Justice  Bruce,  dated  Dec  20, 
1901,  non-Jury,  Middlesex 

January  11 

92  Fryer  The  Church   Agency  Id.  k  anr. 

appl.  cf  Derts.  firom  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
JusUce  Walton,  dated  Nov.  13, 
1901,  oommon  Jury,  Middlesex 

January  1^ 

93  Marie  Orr  Blake    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt.  of 

The  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Jus- 
ticee  Darling  and  Channell,  dated 
Dec.  19, 1901  January  16 

94  In  re  An  Arbitration  between  Todd,  Birleston  k  Co. 

and  The  North  Eastern  By.  Gc 
appL  of  Todd,  Birleston  k  Go. 
fhxn  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justloe 
Wright  (Special  Gase\  dated 
Dec  2, 1901  January  17 

96  Coontees  EsBarts  «.  Whinney  appL  of  PltlL  from 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright, 
dated  Jan.  18.  1902,  non-Jury, 
Middlesex  January  25 

96  The  Attoraey-Gen.  (Informant)  o.  The  Hon.  Henry 

John  Baron  Montagu  (Rtvenue 
Side)  appl.  of  Deft,  tnm  order 
Mr.  Justice  Philllmore,  dated 
Jan.  18, 1902  January  27 

97  Wakefield  Corpn.  «.  Coolce  8c  ors.    appl.  of  Defts. 

firom  Judgt  of  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  and  Justices  Darling  k 
Channel],  dated  Dec  16, 1901 

January  28 

98  The  Mayor  ft  ore.  of  the  Borough  of  Southampton  «. 

Lord  appl.  of  Deft  from  Jodgt 
of  Mr.  JusUce  Wright,  dated 
Jan.  16,  1902.  non-Jury,  Middx. 

99  The  British  GU  Cake  Mills  Id.  (AppeUanUoT^e 

Commrs.  of  Iiilsnd  Revenue 
(Respta.)  {Revenue  Side)  appl. 
of  Appits.  ftom  Older  of  Mr. 
Justice  Philllmore,  dated  Jan.  29, 
1902  January  31 

100  Cheverton  Brown  «.  Brooke    appl.  of  Deft  from 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley, 
dated  Dec.  17.  1901,  ^on-Jury, 
Middlesex  February  1 

101  In  re  an  ArbitmUon  between  Hacquoil  k  Co.  and  L. 

Qnent  Id.  appL  of  Defts.  firom 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justloe  Wright 
dated  Jan.  29, 1902      February  4 

102  F.  Harrison  k  Co.  «.  John  Peterson  &  ors.  and 

Foster  and  McQowan  v.  John 
Peterson  k  ors.  (consolidated) 
appl.  of  Defts.  firom  Jodgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bigham.  dated  Jan.  23, 
1902  February  6 

103  Mexican  Rosario  Mining  Co.  Id.  v.  Kennedy   appl. 

of  Deft,  fhnn  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice PhllUmore^  dated  Feb.  6, 
1902,  non-Jury,  Middlesex 

February  8 

101  Simpson  Teignmooth    k    Sheldon    Bridge 

appl.  of  Deft.  Go.  firom  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Wright  dated 
Nov.  25. 1901.  non-Jury,  Middle- 
eex February  8 

105  The  Colour  Printing  Syndicate  Id.  v.  The  Northern 
Press  k  Engineering  Co.  Id. 
sppL  of  Pltin.  firom  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justice  Wright  dated  Jan. 
30, 1009,  non-Jury,  Middlesex 

February  11 

,^^/Eempthozxie  k  anr.  v.  Hankey  k  anr. 

^*'^\Same  Same  (consolidated)  appl.  of  Defts. 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Bigham, 
dated  Jan.  28,  1902,  non-Jury, 
Middleeex  February  11 

1C7  The  General  Insce.  Co.  Id.  of  Triesk  v.  The  Neptune 
Steamship  Insce.  Assoc.  appL  of 
PltfliB.  firom  Judgt  of  Mr.  JusUce 
Walton,  dated  Deo.  17.  1901,  non- 
Jury,  Middlfsex         February  16 

108  Ursula  Bright  Steamship  Go.  Id.  v.  R.  P.  Houston 

and  Co.  k  anr.  appl.  of  Pltff. 
fh)m  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley, 
dated  Jan.  13,  1908,  non-Jurr, 
Lancaster  (Judgment  given  in 
London)  February  17 

109  Zerego  kCckon.  v.  Ur»nla  Bright  Steamship  Co. 

Id.  appl.  of  Defts.  from  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justice  Ridley,  dated  Jan  13, 


1902,  non-Jury,  Laaca^w  CM^' 
given  in  London)  Febnuy  it 
119  Tagazt,  Beaten  Ik  (%.o.  James  Fisher  k Son* Iks 
West  HartlepoQl  Steam  Hk^ 
tion  Co.  M.  (Sni  piitisB)  anl 
of  FltlEB.  tnm  JudgL  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bigham.  dated  hb.  It 
1902,  non-Jjury,  Mlddleiec 

Fdnn7l> 

111  Capper,  Alexander  &  Ca  «.  McLeol  k  aor.  oL 

of  Defts.  ftom  JodgL  of  Mr. 
Justloe  Bighsm,  dated  Feb.  \ 
1902.  non-Jury.  MUDetex 

FefanmjU 

112  Eekon  Lewis    appL  of  PIUL  ftom  JsdgL 

of  Mr.  Jostlce  WrlgM,  dsM  Jis. 
24, 1902,  non-Jury.  Middlen 

ll8  Heath,  Ada  Mand  (a  married  woman) «.  WM«, 
Percy  York  appL  of  RtS:  tan 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wata, 
dated  Feb.  10,  1961  (IbJ  ^ 
charged)  FefensirS 

114  The  West  HattleMol  Stoun  NavlgUion  Od.  IL  «. 


FdbraB7»i 

idgt.ofXr.J»i 


TTamit,  Beaten  ft  Co.  aapL  << 
PUflk.  fkom  Judgt  of  Mr.  Ms 
Walton,  dated  FeU  34.  iMk  n» 
Jory,  Middlesex 
lis  McDowall ,        IbB  Great  Western 

of  Defla.  firom  Jndgt. 
tloe  Kennedy,  dated  Feb.  St  IMI 
special  Jury.  Haverfotdweit  (te 
oon.  In  Londosk)  XsiAt 

116  The  Attoraey-Oen.  v.  The  Rev.  Aithor  Kerta 

Johnson  iSevenme  Sik)  ^A 
of  Infionnant  from  Judgt  rf  It. 
Joetloe  PbUUmoie,  dated  Jia.  It 
1902  HiRhi 

117  John  Kirkwood  V.  Carroll  &  Cutler  appLcflML, 

ftom  Jodgt  of  Mr.  JsSfci 
Wright  dated  Nov.  2S,  INI 

Mudil 

118  Bowater  k  Sons  o.  Mirror  of  Life  Oc  Id.  sad  Us 

Topfcal  Times  Gc  Id.  (M  SUM 
appl.  of  Srd  party  fkon  jd^m 
Mr.  Justice  Kemiedj.  ^^ 
March  4,  1902,  non-Jnry,  MHdh- 
BQX  Mfldkll 

Sleiger&on.    ^tpLofDdtate 
^gt  of  Mr.  Jbslioe  JeK  dmi 
Feb.  26,1902  Mucklt 

The  Midland  By.  Cs.  snL  tf 
Defte.  firom  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Jai6ra 
Bigham,  dated  March  t  Mk 
and  special  Jury.  NoltlB^bai 

121  Arthor  Anderson  «.  Thomaa  Bsyner  sppL  tf  M. 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Judos  Vfll^ 
dated  Fek  86,  1901;  oqo->7, 
Liverpool  Miidili 

122  UnderhiU  Lambert   appL  of  Deft  fkon  Jsd^ 

of  The  Lord  Chtef  Jastios  od 
JusUoes  Darling  and  Ctaisnd; 
dated  March  4, 1909      Hankll 

123  Eortght  Bedmond     appl.    of   Pltf.  ft* 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Bidnfr 
dated  Jan.  18,  1961,  BOfr^,| 
MMdleeex  UuA»\ 

124  The  New  Zealand  Mhies  Tmste  Id. ».  Heeth  awl  I 

of  Defts.  firom  JudgL  of  Mr.  I 
Justice  Dirling,  dated  Mardt  tU 
1902,  noo-Jniy,  >"*»*»«^n 

125  DavU  Maclver  ItCc  Id.  e.  The  Tate  StosMnM.  i 

appl.  of  Defte.  tarn  JadgL  a 
Mr.  Justloe  Kennedy,  dj* 
March  1, 1902,  «»-J»y.  >?*% 


119  Fowler  Id. 


120  Hammond 


126  Rex 


iCnvm  Sde)  tf 
ion  from  Judgt  0(1 
r  Jnstics  snd  JwW 


The    Urban    District  Ooasdl 
Newblggin  (C  ~** 

of  Proeecuion 
Lord  Chief  Jnstics 
Darling    and    Channell, 
March  11, 1902  Marth 

127  Barnes  Mooro    appl.  of  N.  K  »««■  ** 

Jodgt  of  Mr.  Joetloe  PUOiisflri 
dated  March  19.  1901;  i»hM 
Middlesex  •^P™' 

128  The  London  AIndU  Docks  Co.  9.  The  North  liiedj 

Ry.  Cc  appl.  of  PlUlt  W 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Justfce  Wrt^ 
dated  March  22,  1902,  oofrM 
Middle^x  ^^' 

129  The  London  k  IndU  Docka  Gc  and  The  Mm* 

Hooee  RaUway  dc  Outal  Ttil^ 
The  MidUnd  By.  Co.  Islhs  Gn* 
Eastern  Ry.  Cc  (K«11«V  •* 
Canal  CommieBioo)  appl.  of  J] 
London  and  Indte  DocbO^ 
^  .  order  of  Mt.  Justice  Wright 
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F.  IVI  k  Vlsooimt  Gobham, 
dated  Mareh  2fi,  1902       April  7 

13»OoldlDg  Webber   anpL  of  Deft,  from  Jodgt. 

of  Mr.  Jiudce  GnmlhuD,  dated 
March  34, 1903,  non-joiy,  Mlddle- 
•ex  April  1 

131  BaleiMB  danghton     u>pl.  of   Deft.   fh>m 

Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Jiutioe  BMI^Tj  dated 

March  30, 1903,  n0n->jQr3r,  Leeda 

ApiU8 

UB  Ooniej  OudJir  Fore  loe^  &c.  Co.    appl.  of 

^  '     '  "It,  Jiifctl 


Delia,  ftom  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jubtioe 
WaltoD.  dated  Mandi  3ft,  1903, 
spedal  Jnnr,  GardUf        April  10 

U3  Baldwin  Moren  &  KlowerB    appL  of  l)efl9. 

fhun  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Jostlce  Broce, 
dated  March  35,  1903,  noo-Jary, 
Middleeex  April  10 

IMLad  Sanderland    Shlpboilding   C^.   Id. 

appL  of  Defta.  firom  Jodgt  of  Mr. 
joattce  Bmoe^  dated  March  35, 
1903,'noii-Jor7,  Middlesex 

April  14 

136  Cbarks  Webster  (1899)  Id.  v.  Chapman  appl.  of 
Pltlb.  firom  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Joatioe 
Wright,  dated  March  f.  1903, 
non-Jory,  Mlddlefiez        April  16 

las  TooDg  k  anr.  Balster  k  ora.  appL  of  Pltllik  fhnn 
Jodgt  of  Mr.  JoaUce  Wright, 
dated  AprU  10»  1903,  ooo-Jory, 
Middleaex  April  16 

13}  DowD  .  TnUver  Chloa  Clay  k  Ghloa  Stone 

Oow  appl.  of  Defta.  from  Jodgt. 
of  Mr.  Joatioe  Kennedy,  dated 
Maroh  39.  1903,  Cardiff   April  19 

I38BviiBd  WalUna   appl.  of  Deft  fbom  Jodgt 

of  Mr.  Joatice  La«^eno^  dated 
March   20^  1902,    qiedal   Jory, 

.^^  Leeda  April3l 

I»  ne  Gas  Light  k  Coke  Co.  Id.  «.  The  Cannon 
BroweryCo.  appl.  of  Pltflls.  fimn 
Jodgt  of  The  Lord  Chief  Joatice 
and  JosUcee  Darling  k  Channell. 
dated  April  10, 1903        AprU  23 

140  Angler  Lfaia  (1887)  Id.  v.  C.  T.  Bowring  ft  COb  U. 
(three  actlooa  oooaolidated)  appL 
of  Delta,  from  Jodgt.  of  Mr. 
Joatice  Blgham,  dated  Feb.  3, 
1903^  noo-Jory,  Middleaex 

AprU  33 

m  SpOkrs  k  Bakers  Id.  «.  Heniy  Leetham  ft  Sons 
appl.  of  DeftB.  fttan  Jodgt  of  Mr. 
Joatioe  Bifl^uuD,  non-Jory,  Mlddle- 

,     „  ■«      ^^'  'April24 

142  SecQritiea  Inaoe.  Co.  Id.  o.  Elliott    appl.  of  Dsft, 

from  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Joaiice  Wright, 
dated  April  19,  1903,  non-Joiy, 
Middleaex  April  24 

143  WOoock  ft  anr.  V.  The  Briilah  Motoecope,  ftc.  Co. 

Id.  and  anr.  (The  British  Moto- 
soope,  ftc.  Co.  Id.,  Srd  Parties) 
appl.  of  PltlEi.  from  Jodgt  of  Mr. 
Joatioe  Darlbiff,  dated  Jan.  35, 
1903,  oommon  Jory,  Middlesex 

144I&Tcslan  ft  Contract  Amngr  Id.  v.  Cartwright 
appL  of  PHfb,  firom  Jodgt.  of  Mr. 
Jwtioe  Wright,  dated  April  15, 
1903,  non-Jory,  Middlesex 

AprU  35 

145  Jnkei^  Coolaoo,  Stokes  ft  Co.  «.  Newton  appl.  of 
Deft  from  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostlce 
Blgham,  dated  AprU  18,  1903, 
non-Jory,  Middlesex         April  28 

14«  AJezander*a  Timber  Co.  Id.  v.  R.  B.  Dobell  ft  Co. 
appl  of  Pltfiik  firam  Jodgt  of  Mr. 
Jostlce  Blgham,  dated  Jan.  28, 
1903,  non-Jory,  Middlesex 

AprU  28 

147  Maskelyne  ft  Cooke  o.  Smith  (Deft)  and  John 

Aithor  Palmer  and  Smith  Bros., 
dmts.  (inteipleader  laaue)  appl. 
of  Pltflb.  from  order  of  Tne  Lord 
Chief  Joatice  and  Jofitioea  Dar- 
ling  ft  ChanneU,  dated  April  8, 
w. «  1902  April  29 

148  Hooter  Titchfield  Bank  Id.    appl.  of  Defta. 

ttam  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostlce  Law- 
rance,    dated    April    24,    1902, 
,^   _  common  Jory,  Middx.      April  30 

laBoasoQ  The    Urban    District    CooncU    of 

Altrincham  appl.  of  Pltff.  ftom 
Jodgt.  of  Mr.  Joatice  WUla,  dated 
March  6,  1902,  non-Jory,  Man- 
cbeiter  May  6 

IM  Srast  ft  anr.  Solomon  ft  ors.  appL  of  PltiEii.  tnm 
iodgt  of  Mr.  Jostlce  Broce,  dated 
May  5, 1902,  special  Jory,  Middle- 
aex May  T 


151  Palmer  Birmingham  Manofsctoriog  Co.  Id. 

appl.  of  Delta,  fhnn  Jodgt  of 
Mr.  JosUoe  Jelf,  dated  April  25, 
1902,  conunoD  Jory,  Middlesex 

May  7 

152  Peaise  Fagao    appl.  of  Deft  from  Jodgt. 

of  Mr.  Joatice  Channell,  dated 
AprU  24, 1902,  non-Jory,  Middle- 
sex May  9 

,.o/In  re  an  Arbitration 

^^^IThe  Boral  District  CooncU  of  Oodstone  v.  The  Urban 
District  Cooncil  of  Caterham  appl. 
of  Caterham  Dlatrlct  CooncU  from 
Jodgt  of  Mr.  JoaUoe  Wright, 
dated  AprU  29, 1902  (special  caae) 
May  10 

151  Smith  Kynnersley  ft  ors.    appL  of  Defts. 

from  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Jostlce  Wright, 

dated  AprU  30, 1902  (special  case) 

May  10 

15S  The  Tiondon  Coonty  CooncU  (Applls.)  «.  The  Mayor, 
Aldermen  ft  OooncUlon  of  the 
Met  Boroogh  of  Wandaworth 
(Rcepts.)  appl.  of  Applts.  tnm 
Jodgt  of  the  Lord  Chief  Jostlce 
and  Joatioea  DarUog  ft  Channell, 
dated  AprU  23,  l^di  May  10 

The  Pomp  Hooae  Hotel  Co.  Id. 
appL  of  Defta.  from  Jodgt  of 
Mr.  Jostlce  Wright,  dated  AprU 
80, 1902,  non-Joiy,  Middleaex 

May  13 
Hooydonk  ft  Co.  Id.    appL  of  Pltff. 
ftom  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Joalloe  Wright, 
dated  April  17»  1902,  non-Joxy, 
Middleeex  May  16 

Ricka  (Lewis  ft  Price,  Srd  partiea) 
appl.  of  J.  H.  Price  from  Jodgt  of 
Mr.  Jostlce  Wright,  dated  May  9, 
1902  May  16 


166  Hoghea 


16T  Davldeon 


158  Powell 


From  the  King^s  Bench  DiviaioTU 


From  ih^  Probate,  Divorce,  and  Admiralty 

Divisum, 

iAdmiraUy.) 

Fob  Hsabiko. 

WUh  NauHoal  Auetwn, 

FlHAL  Ll8T. 

1801. 

,  f  Ortaigdean  Grang»— 1901— FoUoa  387  ft  338 

*  lOwnera  of  Forsete  ».  Owners  of  Ovingdean  Grange 
(damage)  appL  of  Pittb.  flrom 
Judgt.  of  the  Preeldent,  dated 
Feb.  15, 1901  May  1 

«  CMoont  yemon—189»— Folio  533 

'  (Owners  of  the  Handel  Lttst  v.  George  Shepherd  and 
ore.  (damage)  i^pl.  of  Defla.  firom 
Jodgt  ofMr.  Joatioe  Bamea,  dated 
AprU.  30, 1901  Joly  1 

,  i  Oceanio— 1901— Folio  35T 

'  iThe  Waterford  Steam  Ship  Co.  Id.  o.  The  Oceanic 
Steam  Ship  Co.  Id.  (damage) 
appl.  of  Defts.  from  Jodgt  of  the 
^«8ident»  dated  Oct.  29, 1901 

November  11 

1902. 


^  (Owners  of  Steamahip  Inchkelth  «.  Owners  of  Steam- 
^ip  Poeen  (damage)  appl.  of 
Defta.  fhun  Jodgt  of  the  Proddentk 


dated  Nov.  15, 1901      Janoaiy  8 
-  ( Slam— 1901— Folio  208 

^  (Owners  of  Steamship  Andrea  YagUano  ft  ors.  «. 
Owners  of  Steamithip  SLim    appl. 
of  Defta.  fh>m  order  of  Mr.  Jos- 
tlce Bamea,  dated  April  18, 1902 
May  14 
WaOioui  Nautical  Aseeseon. 

FOTAL  IlBT. 

1901. 

,  (6wtaidon^l981— FoUo52 

^  iMUlen  ft  Oarys  Cape  Verde  Islands  Id.  v.  The 
Swindon  Steamship  Co.  Id.  (qoes- 
tion  of  Law)  appl.  of  Deft  from 
Jodgt  of  the  DIvlakmal  Coort. 
dated  Jone  14, 1901  Joly  24 

i8oa 

.  CDowlala— 1901— FoUo  406 

^  1  The  DowUla  Steamahip  Co.  Id.  V.  Bodd  ft  Co.  appl. 
of  Pltffii.  from  Jodgt.  of  the 
Divisional  Coort,  dated  Dec.  17, 
1901  Janoary  14 


1    WIghtwIck 


New  Tbial  Papib. 

1902. 

Pope  and  The  Abaolote  Life  Assce. 
Co.  Id.  apphi.  of  Dells,  for  Judgt^ 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  firom  verdict 
ft  Jodgt,  dated  Feb.  IT,  1902,  at 
trial  before  The  Lord  Chief  JoMlce 
and  special  Jory,  Middlesex 

March  4 

2  Crawley  De  Nevera     apptai.  of  Deft   for 

Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  ft  Jodgt,  dated 
March  IT,  1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Joatice  Grantham  and  com- 
mon Joxy,  London  ^1^^  ^ 

3  The  Great  Western  Ry.  Co.  «.  The  SolUioll  Roral 

District  CooncU  appln.  of  Pltflh. 
for  Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  ft  Jodgt.,  dated 
March  19,  1802.  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Joatice  Jelf  ft  special  Jory, 
Birmingbam  April  7 

4  Mosgrave  Bentley    appln.  of  Fltff.  for  Jodgt 

or  new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict 
ft  Jodgt,  dated  March  18,  1902, 
at  trial  before  Mr.  Jostlce  Law- 
rence and  special  Joiy,  Leeds 

AprU  8 

5  Haley  Smith  ft  ors.    appln.  of  Pltlr.  for 

Jodgt  or  new  tarfal  on  appl.  fh>m 
verdict  ft  Jodgt,  dated  Marob  23, 
1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Jostlce 
Lawnmoe  ft  special  Jory,  Lseis 
April  10 

6  Francis  ft  ots.    The  Sootiiah  Imperial  Insoe.  Oo^ 

appln.  of  Defls.  for  Jodgt.  or  new 
^  trial  on  appL   from  verdict   ft 

Jodgt.,  dated  April  4,   1902,  at 
triJ  befora  Mr.  Joatice  Kennedy 
ft  special  Jory,  Cardiff     April  IT 
T    Bhdce  Hitchcock,  Williams  ft  Co.    appio. 

of  Pltft  for  Jodgt.  or  new  trial  on 
UH>1.  fjram  verdict  and  Jodgt., 
dated  AprU  9, 1909,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Jostlce  Kldley,  ft  special 
Jary,  Middlesex  AprU  18 

8  Gates  Tbomaa  Tilling  Id.  appln.  of  J>efis. 

for  Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appL 
from  verdict  ft  Jodgt.,  dated 
AprU  16,  1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Jofetioe  BkUey  ft  special 
Jory,  Middlesex  April  22 

9  Attorney-Gen.   Tho  Gas  Light  ft  Coke  Co.  {Revenue 

Side)  apphi .  of  Defta.  for  Jodgt. 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict 
ft  Jodgt.,  dated  April  16, 1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jostlce  Ridley 
and  special  Jory,  Middlesex 

April  24 

S.J.T«UeryftCo.  appln.  of  Defta. 
for  Jodgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
from  verdict  and  Jndgt.,  dated 
AprU  21,  1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Justice  PhiUimore  ft  common 
Joiy,  Middlesex  April  28 

The  Mayor,  ftc  of  Shoredltch 
applo.  of  Pltff.  for  Jodgt.  or  new 
trial  on  appl.  from  verdict  and 
Judgt..  dated  Jan.  28,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justioe  Pbtlll- 
more  ft  oommon  Jory,  Middlesex 
AprU  28 

Watkins  apptai.  of  Deft,  for  Jodgt. 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict 
ft  Jodgt.  dated  April  14,  1902, 
nt  Uial  before  Mr.  Jnsilce  Phil  It- 
more  ft  common  Jory,  Middlesex 
AprU  23 

Chester,  Broome  ft  G rifllthts  appln . 
of  Pltff.  for  Judgt.  or  new  trial  on 
appL  firom  verdict  ft  Jodgt,  dated 
15,  1902,  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Jostlce  Lawrence  ft  special  Jory, 
Middlesex  April  29 

14  Stoait  Freeman   appUi.  of  Pltff.  for  Jodgt 

or  new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict 
ft  Jodgt.,  dated  AprU  14,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jn^tice  Ridley  ft 
special  Jory,  Middleeex       May  3 

15  /Ryland  Jackaon    appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jodgt 
■    "  or  new  Ulal  on  appl.  from  verdict 

ft  Jodgt,  dated  April  30, 1932,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jostioe  Broce  and 
special  jory,  Middlesex       May  T 

16  IS&me  Brodie    appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jodgt  or 
new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdt<.t  ft 


10    Gldmnal 


11    Boll 


12    Eweno 


13    Wickham 
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Judgt.,  dated  April  30,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Brace  and 
eprcial  Jorr,  Middlesex  (onuoli- 
d^)  i  ^«?  7 

IT    Eeanelt  The  London  k  Sooth  Western  By. 

Co.  applD .  of  Deft  Co.  for  Jodgt. 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  fipom  venlict 
ftjadgt.,  dated  April  80,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Grantham 
and  6p«dal  Jury,  Mlddleeex 

May  7 

18  Ea»tey  Wood    appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jndgt.  or 

new  trial  on  appl.  from  verdict  & 
Jndgt.  dated  May  1.  1902.  at  trial 
before  Mr.  Jnstice  Grantham  and 
special  Jury,  Midiileeez       May  9 

19  Lloyd  WoolUnd  Bros,     appln.  of  Defts. 

fur  Jodgt.  or  sew  trial  on  appl. 
ft  m  verdict  k  Jodgt ,  dated  May 
3, 1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Brace  and  rpeoial  Jury,  Mlddleeex 
M«y  13 

29    Sassoon  UzlelU    appln.  of  Deft  for  Judgt. 

or  new  trial  on  ap,>l.  fVom  verdict 
k  Jndgt..  dated  April  22,  1902,  at 
triid  before  Mr.  Ja>tice  Bigham 
and  apecial  Jury,  Middlesex 

May  13 

21  Morel  Bros,  k  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Earl  k  Countess  of 
Westmoreland  appln.  of  the 
Earl  for  Jndgt.  or  new  trial  on 
appln.  from  verdict  k  Jodgt., 
dated  May  9. 1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Justice  PhiUimore  and  com- 
mon Jury.  MiddleiAX  May  16 

32    Goff  Junes    appln.  of  Deft  for  Jndgt.  or 

new  trial  oa  appln.  fjrom  verdict 
k  Jndgt.,  dated  May  T.  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  PhiUi- 
more  k  common  Jury,  Middlesex 
May  16 

93    Colllus  Norman  k  anr.    appln.  of  Deft,  for 

Judgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl.  from 
verdict  k  Jndgt ,  dated  May  9, 
1902,  at  trial  b  fore  Mr.  Jukttce 
Bruce  and  special  Jury,  Middlesex 
May  16 


JPVom  the  Kifig^a  Bench  Division. 


Inpeblooutobt  List. 


1902. 


1    Owles 


2    Belcher 


Foster  k  Taylor  f  Assignee)  appl. 
of  Deft  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bncknill,  dated  May  1, 1902 

Mays 

The  Boedean  School  Site  k  Bnili- 
(ug«,  Id.  appl.  of  Defts.  fhnn 
order  of  Mr.  Jnstice  BucknlU, 
dated  May  12, 1902  Mav  12 

3  Id  re  an  Arbitration  between  the  Roedean  School 

Site  and  Buildlogs  and  Belcher 
k  ors.  appl.  of  Boedean  School 
Site  k  an.  Id.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bncknill,  dated  May  12. 
1902  May  13 

4  The  BayfUher  Steamship  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Mer«ev 

Docks  and  Harbour  Board  appl. 
of  Pltff.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jnstice 
Wills,  dated  May  8, 1902 

May  16 

6    Mac  Kae  &  ors.  v.  Graham    appl.  cf  PltfTs.  firom 

order  of  Mr.  Justice   Bncknill, 

dated  May  8, 1902  May  16 

6  Read  The  Friendly  Society  of  Operative 

Stonemasons  and  ors.  appl.  of 
Defls.,  oth*  r  than  R.  £.  Saunders, 
fiom  crder  of  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice  and  Justices  Darling  k 
Channell,  datei  May  3, 1902 

May  18 

7  Empress  of  Qwalli  v.  John  William  Taylor    appl. 

of  Deft,  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright,  dated  AprU  30,  1902 

May  16 

8  Pride  of  G  walla  v.  John  William  Taylor    appl.  of 

Deft,  from  order  of  Mr.  Jnstice 
M  right,  dated  April  30, 1902 

May  16 

9  Cross  (traiing  as  Cross  k  Cross)  v.  Corporation  of 

L<Kd8  appl.  of  Derts.  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Bncknill,  dated 
May  14, 1902  May  16 


I  10  The  King  on  the  Prosecution  of  Jane  Emmi  ^mltb 
V.  Howard  k  ors.  (Crovm  Swle) 
appl.  of  J.  E.  Smith  from  order  of 
the  Lonl  Chief  Jostlce  and  Jus- 
tices Darling  k  Channel],  dited 
May  9»  1902  May  16 

11  The  King,  on,  Ac  of  Margaret  Collins  v.  Same 

(Crown  Side)    appl.  ffum  same 
order  as  No.  10  May  16 

12  The  KiDg,  on,  &c.  of  George  Rapp  v.  Same  (Crown 

Side)   appl.  firum  frame  order  as 
No.  10  May  16 

13  The  King,  on,  &c.  of  Edwin  Ijiwrence  r.  Same 

(Crown  Side)    appl.  from  same 
order  as  No.  10  May  16 

14  The  King,  on,  &c.    of   Elz^beth   Hack  v.  Same 

{Croven  Side)    appl.  from  fiaoie 
o.derasNo.  10  May  16 

15  The  King,  on,  &c.  of  Mary  Ann  Jonra  r.  Same 

(Crown  Side)    appl.  from  ssme 
order  as  No.  10  May  16 

16  The  Khig,  on,  &c.  of  William  Bonner  v.  Same 

(Crown  Side)    appl.  from  same 
order  as  No.  10  May  16 

17  The  King,  on,  &c.  of  William  Smart  e.  Same  (Crown 

Side)    appl.  from  same  order  as 
No.  10  May  16 

18  The  King,  on,  4c.  of  Albeit  Smith  r.  Same   (Crown 

Side)    appl.  frum  same  order  as 
No.  10  May  16 

19  Mc  Iver  k  Co.  U.  v.  Tbe  Tate  Steamers  Id.    appl. 

of  Defts.  frum  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Big>«m,  dated  May  14,  1902 

May  11 


In  re  The  Workmen's  Compensation 
Act,  1897. 


(Fbom  Couwtt  Courts.) 


1801. 


.  (In  the  Matter,  &c 

^  tw.  E.  Jones  (an  infknt)  by  WU'lam  Williams,  next 
friend.  Applicant  v.  Lawrence  k 
moA,  KeBpl.(  Crown  Side^  *ppl. 
of  Applicant  ftom  award  ofConnty 
Court  (Lancashire,  Uvefpool), 
dated  Jan.  24, 1991  (restored) 

February  14 

,  (In  the  Matter.  &c. 

'  (Elizabeth  Jarrett  (the  legal  personal  representative 
of  W.  Jarrett,  dec.).  Applicant  v. 
Tbe  Ffoldan  Collieries  Co.  Id., 
HesptB.  (Crown  Side)  ^>pl.  of 
Beipts.  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Glamorganshire,  Bridg- 
end),  dated  May  24, 1901    June  6 

^  ( In  the  Matter,  Jsc 

^  (Bryan  Kenney,  Applicant  v.  Harrison  k  Singleton, 
Kospts.  Appl.  of  Bespts.  from 
award  of  County  Court  (Durham. 
West  Hartlepool),  dated  Jnne  14. 
1901  (restored)  Jnly  2 

.( In  the  Matter,  &c. 
1  Richard  Peiry,  Applicant  v.  Joseph  Baker  and  Sons, 
Re8pt4.  (Crown  Side)  appl.  of 
Applicant  ttom  award  of  County 
Court  (Middlesex,  Marylebone), 
dated  June  17,  1901  (security 
ordered,  Jnly  2i,  1901)      Jnly  6 

.  (In  the  Matter,  &c. 

^  \George  BarteU,  Applicant  v.  W.  Gray  k  Co.,  Bespts. 
(Croton  Side)  appl.  of  Ilespts. 
f'om  award  of  County  Court 
(Middlesex,  Bow),  dated  July  10, 
1901  July  22 

.  (In  the  Matter,  &c. 

^  (John  Henry  Matthews,  Applicant  v.  The  Penrikyber 
Navigation  Colliery  Ct).  Id., 
Respts.  (Crown  Side)  appl.  of 
Eespts.  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Glamorganlhire.  Ab  r- 
dare  k  Monntain  Ash),  dated 
Jnly  6, 190L  July  27 

f(  In  tbe  Matter.  &c. 

'  (Abraham  McDongall,  Applicant  v.  Holz^pfel's  Com- 
position Co.  Id.,  Bespts.  (Crown 
Side)  appl.  of  Applicant  fh>m 
award  of  Connty  Court  (Lanca- 
shire, Liverpool^  dated  Sept  13, 
1901  (security  ordered.  Nov.  11, 
1901)  September  24 

»  ( In  the  Matter,  kc. 

"  (Morris,   Applicant  v.  Darcy  Lever  Coal  Co.  Id., 


R&>pt  and  the  Koithero  Ea- 
ployere'  Mutual  Indemnity  Co.li. 
([nsnrert)  Crown  Side  app>.  of 
lusnren  from  awanl  of  Uoutf 
Conrt  (Lancashire,  Bolton),  dated 
Sept.  23, 1901  OJoterT 

«.  >  In  Uie  Matter.  &c. 

'  (Maiy  Eaton  (widow),  AppUcant  v.  J.  £.  Elvudi, 
B«spt  (Crown  Sde)  appL  of 
Keept  tmai  award  of  Cooatf 
Conrt  (DenMgbshlT^  WiexlitmX 
djited  Oct  2. 1961         October  1$ 

1900. 


,n  (In  tbe  Matter,  kc, 
10  |--  ... 


Martha  Losh,  Applicant  o.  Ricbaid  Evans  &  Co.  E, 
Respts.  (Crwim  Side)  appL  of 
A{^licant  from  award  of  Gooot; 
Court  (Laicasbire.  St  Heteoi. 
AVidnes),  da*ed  Jan.  10.  UN 
(restored  Mtfch  24, 1903) 

JanoaiySl 

1901. 


^^  (IntheMatt^.  &c. 


William  Male,  AppUcant  v.  Nixon's  NavigatkaO). 
id.,  Rer'pts.  \^Crown  Side)  appL 
of  Respts.  from  award  of  Oemtj 
Court  (Glamorganshire,  Uoontiia 
Ash),  dated  Sept  SO.  1901 

OJoberlS 


,»  (In  the  Matter,  &c. 


lUnnah  Williams,  Applicant  «.  Powell  Doffrjt 
Steam  Cool  Co.  IJ.,  BoptL 
(Crown  Side)  appL  of  BapH 
from  award  of  County  Cocis 
(Monmoothshi-e,  Tredenr\ditei 
Oct  8, 1901  Octobers} 

,»  (IntheMaUer,  &c. 

"  (Charles  Fletcher,  Applicant  v.  The  London  United 
Tramways  Id.,  Bepts.  (Onm 
Side)  appl.  of  Applicaat  froa 
award  of  Connty  Ccmit  (MUdie- 
sex.  Brentford),  dated  OcL  25. 
1901  October  SS 

,.  (In  the  Matter,  &c. 

^*  (Eliza  Clatworthy,  Applicant  r.  R.  ft  H.  Gneo  U. 
ReS^s.  (Crown  Side)  appl.  of 
Rcspta.  from  award  of  Goob^ 
Conrt  (Middlesex,  Bow\  ditei 
Oct.  17, 1901  Octobers 

,.  (In  the  Matter,  frc. 

'(Thomas  Needham,  Applicant  «.  Geoige  Lceier. 
Reept  (Crown  Side)  appL  «f 
Applicant  from  award  of  Ooob^ 
Cou't  (Dorham,  Hartlepool), 
dated  Oct  ll,  1901  (wcortty 
o:derBd,Nov.  II,  1901) October aJ 

,.  fin  the  Matter,  ftc. 

^^  (William  Heniy  St  George,  Applicant  e.  Hie 
Lighting  Corpti.  Id.,  Reepta. 
(Crown  Side)  appL  of  Baapta- 
fiom  awanl  of  County  Cwnt 
(Surrey,  Croydon),  dated  Oct  IS, 
1901  Noraaberi 

..  (In  the  Matter,  &c. 

^^  t^B^^^^b  Jane  Fatroy,  Applicant  v.  John  Ratbe. 
Re^.  (Crown  Side)  appL  (< 
Respt  Rom  award  of  OmAj 
Conrt  (Chester.  Birkented^ 
dated  Oct.  28. 1901     NoT«mber  L 

,^  f  In  the  Matter,  kc 

*"  (Henry  Armltage,  Applicant  v.  The  Lancashire  asd 
Yorkshire  Ry.  Co.,  Rr8pts.(Oinn 
Side)  appL  of  Respts.  from  aTWd 
of  Connty  Court  (Lancasbiie,  Uib* 
cheeter),  dated  Oct  21, 1991 

November  4 

,a  (In  the  Matter,  &c 

^'  t^VUliam  Jobaon  McMillan.  Applicant  v.  Tbe  Fiiace 
of  Wales  Dry  Dock  Co.  id.,  ieaf^ 
(Crown  Side)  appL  <rf  Beepto- 
nnm  awazd  of  .  Connty  Oouit 
(Glamorganshire,  Swansea),  (Uted 
Oct  22,  1901  Novembers 

o    ( In  the  Matter,  kc 

^''i  Nancy  Waby.  Applicant ».  The  Sheffield  MiDeril 
Water  Syndicate  Id^  Rcspts- 
((^wn  Side)  appl.  of  Brtpt". 
from  award  of  County  Co«.t 
(Yorkshire.  ShefBeld),  dited  Oct. 
31,  1901  November  11 

A,  ( In  the  Matter,  kc 

*^  [  James  Carney,  Applicant  v,  Walter  Scott  k  Mkifle- 
ton  Id.,  Respts.  (Crown  SA) 
appl.  of  Applicant  firom  vnsi 
of  Connty  Comt  (YorfcJii^ 
SheflBeldX  dated  Oct.  24.  IfOi 
(security  ordered  Dec  U.  1901) 
Aoveabcr  U 
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„  f  Id  lb«  Hatter,  Ao. 

"  iFiederJck  Burnett,  Appllcent  v.  The  Draiy  Lane 
Theatre  Id.  Respts.  (Crown  Side) 
appl.  of  Bespte.  from  award  of 
Ooanty  Ooart  (Middlesex,  Shore- 
ditch),  dated  Nov.  16.  1901 

November  21 
^  (b  the  Matter,  te. 

^  (Chirlfle  Ooodwin,  Applicaot «.  Scrattons  Id.,  Reepts. 
(Crown  Sid4)  ami.  of  Appli- 
cant ftx>m  award  of  Ooooty  Court 
(Eaeex,  Grays),  dated  Nov.  9, 
1901  November  22 


,.  i  In  the  Matter,  frc 
'*  (Oeorge  Hnghee,  t 


the  yomiger  (by  George  Hngh^s, 
his  father  and  next  friend)»  Ap- 
nUcint  o.  The  Lancashire  ft 
Vorkahire  By.  Co.,  Be^pte. 
(Crown  Side)  appl.  of  Appli- 
cant from  award  m  Coanty  Court 
i Lancashire,  Manchester;,  dated 
fov.  4,  1901  November  23 

« (In  the  Matter,  ftc. 

"iThoous  Redden,  Applloutt  v.  Siddall  ft  Hilton  Id.. 
Bespta.  (Crown  Side)  appl.  of 
Applicant  from  award  of  County 
(}oart  ( Yorkshire,  Halitkx),  dated 
Nov.  T,  1901  Nov«rmber  27 

nl  In  the  Matter,  ftc 
(Hannah  Southern,  Applicant  v.  The  Abram  Coal 
Co.  Id.,  Beepts.  (Crown  Suie) 
appL  of  Bespts.  fram  award  of 
OmDtj  Court  (Lancashire, 
Wigan),  dated  Dec.  3,  1901 

December  18 
,.(10  the  Matter,  ftc 
(SiBuiel  Kniverton,  Applicant  v.  The  Darcy  Lever 
Coal  Co.  M.  and  The  Northern 
Employers'  Mntaal  Indemnity 
Co.  Id.,  Bespta.  (Crown  Side) 
appl.  of  Insurers  irom  award  of 
Onmty  Conrt  (Lancashire,  Bol- 
ton), dated  Dec  4, 1901 

Deccml)er20 

1802. 

^(IB  the  Matter,  ftc. 
I  Alexander  Lee  laaacson  ft>  Annie  Levy  Isaaoaon. 
his  wife,  Applicants  v.  The  New 
Grand,  Clapliam  Jnnclion.  Beepts. 
appl.  of  Applicant  from  award  cf 
Deputy  of  Coonty  Court  (Wett- 
minster),  dated  Dec.  16, 1901 

January  1 
^;  lathe  Matter,  ftc. 
Uvbn  Terrell  Newman,  Applicant  v.  The  Mayor, 
&c.  of  Sootbamptcm,  Bespte. 
appl.  of  Bespi.  from  award  of 
County  Court  (Hampehire,  South- 
ampton), dated  Jan.  24,  1902 
(stay  granted  pending  appeal) 

Irebruary  3 
Mi  In  the  Matter,  ftc 
Uoha  WaU   Holmes,   AppUcant  v.  The  Ci^  of 


Birmingham  Tramways  Co.,  Id. 
Bespts.  appL  of  Applicant  from 
award  of  County  Oouit  (War- 
wickshire, Birmingham),  dated 
Jan.  22,  1902  February  7 

^.  (IntheMattr.ftc. 

^^  (J^^  ^o>^  Applicant  v.  CHiarles  Mansell,  Bespt. 
appl.  of  Applicant  from  award 
of  County  Court  (Middleoex, 
Westminster),  dated  Jan.  20, 
1902  February  10 


^  jIn  the  Matter,  ftc. 
^\E        -     


Ellen  Tansill,  Applicant  v.  Evan  William  Howell, 
BeroL  appl.  of  Bespt.  from  award 
of  County  Conrt  (Herefordahire, 
Bosi),  dated  Feb.  1,  1902 

Februaiy  14 

3,  (In  the  Matter,  ftc 

( John  Harrison,  Appliiant  v.  Mayor,  Aldermen  and 
burgesBea  of  thti  Borough  of 
Hartlepool,  Respt^.  appl.  of  Ap- 
plicant from  award  of  County 
Cwai  (Durham,  West  Hartie- 
pool),  dated  Jan.  24,  1902 

February  14 

^  (In  the  Matter,  ftc 

^  (Charles  Jewell,  Applicant  v.  The  Great  Western 
By.  Co.,  Bespts.  appl.  of  Bespts. 
fr>m  award  of  County  Court 
(Glamorganshire,  Cardiff),  dated 
Feb.  6,  1902  February  25 

«.( In  the  Matter,  ftc 

^  I  Annie  Maria  Dunham,  Applicant  «.  Joseph  Clare, 
Beept.  appl.  of  Applicant  from 
award  of  County  Conrt  (SUflbrd- 
Bhirek  Walaall),  dated  Feb.  12, 
1902  March  8 

M  <  In  the  Matter,  ftc. 

^  (Harold  MarshaU,  Applicant  v.  F.  W.  Budeforth. 
Bespt.  appl.  of  Applicant  from 
award  of  Oonnty  Court  (Yorlcshire, 
Scarborough^  dated  Feb.  18, 1902 
March  7 


Universal  Steam  Coal  Co.  Id., 
Beepts.  appL  of  Bespls.  from 
award  of  County  Court  (Glaowr- 
ganahire,  Puntypndd),  dated 
March  12,  1902  March  26 

.,  (In  the  Matter,  ftc 

**■  {JemfB  fidmondson,  Applicint  v.  The  Mayor,  Alder- 
men and  Burgesses  of  ihe  County 
Borough  of  Burnley,  Banrts. 
appl.  of  Bespts.  from  awaixl  of 
County  Conrt  (Lanoaahire,  Bum- 
ley),  dated  March  20, 1902 

April  10 


.„  (In  the  Matter,  ftc. 
*^  iJohn  B 


48 


Bund,  Applicant  v.  Robeti  Neville  GrenviUe, 
Beept.  appl.  of  Applicant  from 
award  of  County  Court  (Somerset- 
shire, Wells),  dated  March  25, 
1902  April  14 

(In  the  Matter,  ftc 

iisiizabeth  Hill,  Applicaot  «.  The  Norfolk  Cold 
Storage  and  Ice  Manufacturing 
Co.  Id.,  Bespts.  appi.  of  KesptB. 
from  award  of  Ciranty  Court 
(Norfolk,  Great  Yarmouth),  dated 
April  10,19.2  AprU24 

. .  j  In  the  Matter,  ftc. 

**t  Francis  Morton  ft  Co.  Id.,  Applicants  •.  J.  W. 
Woodwa'd,  Bespt.  appl.  of  Ap- 
pUcanu  to  vary  awanJofCo'inty 
Court  (lancaabire.  Liverpool), 
dated  April  11.  1902        April  29 

jIn  the  Matter,  ftc 

\ Rachel  Aahby,  Applicant  v.  Barlow  ft  Jones  Id.. 
Bespts.  appl.  of  B«q>t8.  from 
award  of  (Jounty  Court  (Lanca- 
ihlrc.  Boltun;.  dated  April  9. 
1902  April  80 


45 


,,( In  the  Matter,  ftc 

"i  Kitty   HUder,    Applicant 


V.    Bock,   Hawkins   ft 


^g(  In  the  Matter,  ftc 


W. 


Thorpe,  Bespts.  appL  of  Bespts. 
fr^>m  award  of  County  Court 
(TuDbridge  Wells),  dated  Feb.  20, 
1902  March  12  • 

»s(  In  the  Matter,  ftc  | 

^JMagJalen   Bachel   CoUlns   (widow)  Applicant  v.  i 
Johnson  ft  Co.  ft  The  Right  Hon.  , 
W.  SL  John  Brodrick,  ^;ec^eUrv  | 
of  State  for  War,  Bespts.    appl. 
of  Bespts.  from  award  of  County 
Court  (Kent,   Woolwich),  dated 
Feb.  26, 1902  March  IB 

.a  5  lo  the  Matter,  ftc 

''*  (Maiy  Ann  Mall,  Applicant  v.  Tubc*s  Id.,  Bespts. 
appl.  of  Applicant  from  award  of  , 
County  Court  (Staffordshire,  West 
Btumwich),  dated  March  14, 1902  | 
March  24  , 


..( In  the  Matter,  ftc 


Fenton,  Applicant  e.  J.  Thorley  ft  Oo.  Id., 
ReqHa.  appl.  of  Applicants  from 
award  of  County  Oourt  (Surrey, 
WandsworthX  dated  AprUi  28, 
1902  May  2 


Uenry  Thoma:!,  Applicant  «.  Nixon's  Navigation 
Co.  id.,  Hespta.  appl.  of  Bespts. 
from    awdnl    of    County    Court 

fi}lamorganabirs,     Abeidare     ft 
ountain  Ash),  dated  April  4, 
»  1902  M*y  8 

.«  ( In  the  HaUer.  ftc. 

"  I  Isaac  Jenkins,  Applicant  v.  W.  Bobertson,  Bespt 
appl.  of  Applicint  from  award  of 
Ooubty   Court    (Monuiouthshire, 
Newport),  dated  April  IT,  1902 
May  7 


.Q  J  In  the  Matter,  ftc 

"  }a-  e. 


.A  ( In  the  Matter,  ftc. 
*^)£van  Jones  ft  I 


AppUcant  «.  William  Whiteley  Id., 
BespU.  appl.  of  Applicant  from 
award  of  County  Court  (Middle- 
sex. Marylebonc),  dated  May  i, 
1902  May  9 


Mary  Jooes,  Applicants  «.  The 


N^B.—The  above  Liat  oontains  Chani^ery,  Palatine,  and  King's  Bendh  Final  and  Interlooutorj  Appeals  Bet  down  to 

May  17tb,  1902. 


8UMMABT  OF  APFEAIA 


1.  From  the  Chancery  Diyision •        •  • 

2.  From  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Division 

S.  From  the  County  Palatine  Conrt  of  Lancaster       

4.  From  the  King's  Bench  Division 

5.  From  the  Probate,  Divorce  and  Admiralty  Division  (Admiralty) 

6.  From  the  King's  Bench  Division  Sitting  in  Bankruptcy  . . 

7.  New  Trial  Paper  

Q  fin  re  The  Workmen's  Compensation  Act  \ 

\From  County  Conrt  /  

Totals    .. 


General 
list. 

Interlocutory 
Motions. 

Total 

113 
4 

11 

124 

4 

Final. 

Interlocutory. 

1 

158 

7 

10 

!!         19        V. 
•  •         —        •  • 

1 

177 

7 

10 

49 


866 


SO 
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HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

CHANCERY    DIVISION. 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


NOTICES  RELATING  TO  THE  CHANCERY  CAUSE  LIST, 

MotionB,  Petitions,  and  Short  Gausoii  will  be  taken  on  the  days  stated  in  the  Trinity  Sittings  Paper. 

Mb.  JnsnoB  KeKEWiOH. — ^Except  whon  other  BasinoBS  is  adyertised  in  the  Daily  Oanse  List,  Mr.  Jastioe  Kekewich  will  sit  for  the 
disposal  of  His  Lordship's  Witness  List  daily  throughout  the  Sittings,  to  the  ezclosion  of  other  Business. 

Mb.  JnsnoB  Btbnk.— Except  when  other   Butiiness   is  in  the  Daily  Cause  List,  Mr.  Justice  Btbnb  will  sit  for  the  disposal  of  Hii 
Lordship's  Witness  List  daily  throughout  the  Sittings,  to  the  exclusion  of  other  business. 

Mb.  JiTBTiGB  Farwell. — ^The  retained  and  transferred  Actions  with  Witnesses  will  be  taken  by  Mr.  Justice  Fabwell  on  days  to  be 
announoed  in  the  Daily  Cause  List. 

Liverpool  and  Manchester  Business, — Mb.  JusnoB  Fabwell  will  take  Liverpool  and  Manchester  Business  as  fbllowi: — 

1.  Motions,  Short  Causes,   Petitions  and   Adjourned  Summonses  on  erery  other  Saturday,  oommenoing  with  Batoidsy, 

May  31st. 

2.  Summonses  in  Chambers  will  be  taken  on  every  other  Saturday,  oommenoing  with  Saturday,  May  Slst. 

BiB.  JusTiOE  Buckley  will  take  his  Business  as  announced  in  the  Trinity  Sittings  Paper. 

Mb.  JusnoB  Jotoe  will  take  the  retained  Witness  Actions  on  days  to  be  announced  in  the  Daily  Cause  List. 

Mb.  Justice  SwiifrEN  Eadt. — ^Except  when  other  Business  is  advertised  in  the  Daily  Cause  List,  Mr.  Justice  Swinfen  Eadt  will  tab 
Actions  with  Witnesses  daily  throughout  the  Sittings,  to  the  exclusion  of  other  Business. 


Summonses  before  the  Judge  in  G%ani&er<.^Justices  Fabwell,  Bucklbt  and  Joyce  will  sit  in  Court  the  whole  day  on  every  Hoi^T 
during  the  Sittings  te  hear  Chamber  Summonses. 

dwmnonses  AS^oumed  into  Court  will  be  taken  as  follows:— Mr.  Justice  Kekewiov,  as  stated  in  the  Daily  Cause  List;  Mr.  JnitJA 
Bybne,  with  Non-Witness  Actions  on  days  to  be  announced;  Mr.  Justice  Fabwell,  with  Non- Witness  Actions;  Mr.  Joitiee 
Buckley,  with  Non-Witness  Actions;  and  Mr.  Justice  Joyce,  with  Nm-Witaess  Actions. 

SPECIAL  NOTICE   WITH  REFERENCE  TO   THE  CHANCERY   WITNESS  LISTS. 

During  the  Trinity  Sittings  the  Judges  will  sit  for  the  disposal  of  Witness  Actions  as  follows: — 
Mr.  Justice  Kekewich  will  take  his  Witness  List  as  announced  above. 
Mr.  Justice  Bybne  will  take  his  Witness  List  as  announoed  above. 
Mr.  Justice  Fabwell  will  take  the  retained  Witness  Actions  as  announoed  above. 
Mr.  Justice  Joyce  will  take  his  retained  Witness  Actions  as  announoed  above. 
Mr.  Justice  Swikfen  Eady  will  take  his  Witness  List  as  announced  above. 


CHANCERY  CAUSES  FOR  TRIAL  OR  HEARING,  set  down  to  May  11  th,  1902. 


Before  Mr.  Justice  Eikbwioh. 
Retained  by  Order, 

ASJOUBNED  SUIOCONBES. 

j  In  re  Dnke 

1  Drake                    Drake  (8.o.  generally} 
j  In  re  Anglo-American  Cont-traction  Go.  Id. 
IWhite  - 


The  Company    3  sommonses 


( In  re  Euiford 

fPomeroy 

jIn  re  Bayment 

(ToBer 

.  (In  re  HUl 
*  "iStnrgeae 


(May2Y) 


Whitehead  (May  27) 

Fatten    enmne.  with  witnei 
generally) 


In  re  Legh's  Settled  Estates  (restored)  May  2T 
(InreSibly 
9^8ibly  Sibly 

(Sibly  Pyte      adjd.    sumns.    in    private 

(May  27) 


vary,  No,  3,  and  if  advancri 
until  Appeal  disposed  ot  £ 
Appeal  not  advmiiosd  libsrtj  » 
restore  Pu,  oon.) 


1(8.0.    I 


Hin    pt.  hd.  (May  27)  | 

In  re  Everitt  &  Andrews'  Contract  &  V.  &  P.  Act, 
1874  a4Jd.  Bumns.  (b.o.  to  come 
on  with  Action  when  ret  down)      I 
Oxenden  Phipeon    a4Jd.  snmos.  (b.o.  gener- 


MonONB. 

( In  re  Standbridge 

I  Swinden  Gottrell  (b.o.  generally) 

2    The  Carpenters'  Co.  v.  The  London  Wall  EsUte  Co. 
(8.0.  genendly) 


FUBTHEB  GONSIDEBATIOir. 

Whitebonse  Lodge  &  Harper  Id.  far.  con.&  sumna. 
to  yaiy  pt.  hd.  (ftir.  oon.  to  stand 
over  until  the  result  of  appln.  to 
Court  of  Appeal  to  advance  Ap- 
peal tnm.  order  on   sumns.   to 


Causes  fob  Tbial. 
{WUh  WUneaaee.) 

Attorney-Gen.  Birmingham,  Tame  A  Bea  DW** 
Drainage  Board    action 

Champion,  Sooa  &  Hart  «.  MaxahaU  aoli«  (»• 
nntil  3  weeks  after  ddlv«7  « 

Grand  Pump  Boom  Hc«bI  Oa  « 
Bath  Id.  J 

Landan  acthm  (sa  anlil  fitt^  * 
depoflthna) 

Barber   actioo  (PltfL  dead) 

Davlee   action 

Wells   action 


Badway 
Nathan 


Fatton 
Terry 
Andrew 
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Vomj  Bitwell    adj.l.  gnmns.    pt.  hd.  (8.0. 

tu  May  31)    with'jut  witoeasee 
Hawa  Yettoo    action 

10  AttocMj-Gfn.  k  Beckenham  Urban  District  Conneil 
V.  Somla  Eastern  &  Chatham  Ry. 
Co.  Managing  Gommlttca    action 
(not  before  Jane  2) 
Smnncr  Bom    action 

Uanfleld  Steve'^s  actijn  (not  before  Jnne  16) 

Attorney-Gen.,  ^c,  WarwlJcsbire  County  Conncll 
V.  The  Oxford  Canal  Navigation 
action 
HcLellan         Cea   a:tUm 
15  Martin  Cralk    action 

C.  Brighf a  Traa-ee  v.  Viial    acUon 
(In  ze  A.  C.  Andrewa 
(AndiewB  Andrewa    samna.  adji.  into  (Tout 

as  a  Witness  Action 
(loriCoolc 

(Cook  Yimpany   re' ion 

Beck  k  Fioliltzer  v.  American  Radiator  Co.    action 
«  TUMy  North    action 

BiitUi  Mannesman  Tnbe  Co.  Id.  v.  Perkins  Id. 
action  (restored) 
Thomaa   action 
Allan,  the  youufcer    acti  >n 
1  St  Oswald  V.  Great  Central  Ry.  Co.    action 
Foster  Mntnal  Reserve  Life  Fond 

action 
U  Akott  Lefroy    action 


Before  Mr.  Justice  Btbni. 
Bttained  hy  Order, 

AnJOXTBNED  SVMMOXS. 


.llareCnny'sEatate 
(TboDpson 


Catnach    a4Jd.  snmos.    pt.  hd. 
and  special  case  (by  orUer) 


t  Hontcflora 


•  Jla  re  Smith 


ISmith 


Pktitions. 
GoedaUa 

Smith 


GAU8B8  roB  Trial. 
(WUh  TTifoiMMf.) 

1  Ackermsn  Smallpiece    action  (s.o.) 

I  liars  Brown 

*(BtavB  Brown    action  (8.0.  til  after  Pro- 

bate Action  dbpoMd  of) 

3  lalenuitional  Bank  of  London  v.  Rio  de  Janeiro 

Floor  Mills    action  (stayed  until 
depoeitiona  filed) 

4  Ailler  Joel     action  (stayel  UU  lo  days 

after  letnrn  of  commiasion) 
(  Ssch  Coitrell    action  (stayed  until  xttnrn 

of  oommiaaion  ) 
•  The  Wdebach  Incandeeceot  Lamp  (}o.  Id.  r.  Stan- 
dard Incandescent  Gas  Li^t  Co. 
Id.  actlun  (stayed  until  return  of 
oofomieslon) 
<  DjsoQ  k  anr.  Greening  ft  Sons  Id.  motn.  by  order 
and  acti' in 

5  Klcfaolaon  Daniels   action  (s-o.  June  14) 

t  The  Worthingtoo  Pumping  £  glne  Cu.  v.  Moore 

action    (stayed    until   return  of 

commission) 
"  Ei&ty  EzpIoelTea  U.  v.  Harold  Boyd    actions  Tcon- 

aolidated) 
^  The  Worcester  Royal  Fbrcelain  Co.  IJ.  v.  Locke  ft 
M  ^  Co.  Id.    actfen 

a  The  Worcester  Royal  Porcelain  Co.  Id.  v.  Rhodes 

action 
tt  |b  re  Joseph  Taykxr,  dec. 


Utfriaon  ft  Taybr     adjd.  aumns. 

with  witnesse*  (by  order)    so. 

Junes 
u  Dsyfton.         Diyftora.    action  &  counter  claim 
»  Jsitd  Clementa    action 

•  Wiight  Beny    action 

*'  Solum  SpeiSc    action 

»  gooper  Temple   action 

2  ™»  HeringftSeebe    acti  n 

;  «lves  Gray    actim 

n  la  ih2  Matter  of  The  Registered  Trade  Mnrk,  No. 

3S»206   of  Maurice    J«  hn    Hart 

motion  with  wttncases  (by  order) 


23    Crackentborpe    Crackenthorpe  ft  ore.    action 
33    Wardroper         GIbbs  Id.    aitlon  (a.o.  June  6) 
St    Green  HodMm    action 

26    IJisb  CnlUford  acUon  (without  pleadings) 

ilfx  the  Malter  of  Elmrire's  German   ft   Austro- 

26  -J  Hungarian  Metal  Co.  Id. 
(Walker  ft  anr.   The  Ssjne    action 

27  Wyld  Fry    action 

28  Tte  Electric  Tramwaya  Coustmction  ft  Maictenance 

Co.  Id.  r.  Rntterford    action 

29  Doughty  Lomangnnda  Reefis  Id.    action 

3  J    Urban  District  Council  of  Swanage  v.  White    actl  ^n 
31    Hardy  Focock    action 


Before  Mr.  Joatioe  Fabwill* 

Ettained  hy  Order, 

Gausbs  fob  Trial. 

iWUh  WUneue*.^ 


Crusoe 
Bumside 


Hardy 
.  jIn  re  Grove 
•  IGrove 


Marks    action  (8.o.)  pt.  hd. 
Bumside    action  (8.0.  until  return 

of  commidision) 
Wandsworth  Boro'  Council    action 

pt.  hi.  (not  before  June  26) 
Lambert  action  (not  before  Jnne  4) 

Butt   action  pt  h  1. 


Transferred  from  Mr.  Juslicd  Kekewich,  by 
order^  doled  22nd  April,  1902. 

The  British  Motor  Traction  Co.  Id.  v.  Ou  henln 
Challeodre  action  (s.o.  till  cer- 
tain costs  paid— by  order) 

Crisp  Busbell    action 

Mullens  ft  Co.  Id.  v.  Harris    action 

Attorney-Gen.  Rural  District  Council  of  LunesJale 
action 
10    Fattinson  Armstrong    action 

British  Homee  Assce.  Corpn.  Id.  v.  Pattirson   action 

Oihen  International  Tea  Co. 'a  Stores  Id. 

actijn  (pleadings  tj  be  delivered) 

Ix>we  Lord 

Buchanan  The  Western  Gazette  Co.  id.  action 

without  pleadings  (s.o.  generally) 
15    Stipps  Stappa    action 

Kraujpton  Hedges   action  ft  adJd.  notice 

Duke  of  Leeds  v.  CUrkson    action 

Byng  Stepbena    action  ft  counter-claim 

Herbert  Alexander  ft  Co.  IJ.  v.  Gordon    action 
20    U.  Rioordi  ft  Co.  v.  J.  Poole  ft  Sons  Id.    action 

Keyior  Smith    action 

Mayor,  ftc,  of  Hove  «.  The  Brighton  Ibtercep'ing  ft 
Ontfall  Sewers  Board    action 

Edgar  Laurie    action 

24    Watklna  Watklns    action  ft  motti.  for  Jndgt 


CAU8S8  won  Trial. 

iWithoui  Witnet$e$  and  AdJ(mmed 
Summonaee.^ 

j  In  re  Swales 

iHaigb  Swales    a^JJ.  aumns.  (Pltif.  dead) 

I  In  re  Me  Murdo 

(Penfleld  Mo  Murdo   a4Jd.  aumns.  (to  come 

on  with  fur.  oon.  when  set  down) 
flnreTomllnson 

1  Martin  Norman    adJd.  sumns. 

In  re  Eyre  Cooto  ft  Settled  Lind  Acts    adJd.  f  umna. 

pt.  hd.  (s.o.  leave  to  amend,  ftc.) 
.  (In  re  A.  Btber 
"  (Griffith's  Mason    a4Jl.  snmna.  (to  come  on  as 

a    Witness  Action    before    Mr. 

Justice  Farwell.  If  Mrs.  Griffiths 

Cornea  in  a  fresh  Action  to  be 

brought) 
(In  re  Rayer 

(  Waterslade  Copse   adj  1.  snmna. 
In  re  The  Grantley  Settled  Esrates    a4Jd.  sumna. 
( In  re  Dixon,  dec. 

\  Ralmbacb  Dixon    adJd.  enmns. 

( In  re  Ogden's  Scta-e 
(  Harriaon  JelTerBon    adJJ.  sumns. 

,Q  I  In  re  Belk's  EsUte 

(Coverdale  Rawlings    adJl.  aumna. 

( In  re  Bttckland's  £«Ute 

(Hardy  Buck  land    adJI.  sumns. 


(In  re  Valiance 

I  Midwinter         Vallanoe    a4Jd.  sumns. 
( In  re  Gyde 

I  Attorney-Gen.    Ward    a^J  L  sumns. 
jIn  re  Adams 

(Poole  Adams    a^Jl  sumns. 

. .  ( Fleming  Loe 

I  Mucknsick        Fleming    adU  1.  sumns. 

j  In  re  Moeley'a  Settlement 

tMoaley  Mosley    a^i.  aumna. 

( In  re  Stuckey 

I  Stuckey  Meyer    adlji.  aumna. 

jIn  re  D.  Jones 

(Junes  Griffith    alJJ.  sumnsL 

( In  re  Walker 

(Travera  Walker    a'^Jd.  1 


„A  ( In  re  Chenowetb 

^"tWard  Dwelley    adj«t  aumna.  4 

( In  re  Robert  Porter's  EsUte 

)  Harrop  Rorter    adJd.  aomns. 

( In  re  Pophsm'a  E-tate 

( Popham  Plnluiey    a4Jd.  aumna. 

jInreRynd 

(Ogle  Fox    adJJ.  aumna. 

f  In  re  Hosre 

■^  In  re  Cbllworth  Home  Charity 

(FlemlDg  Y'oung    adJd.  sumns. 

^ilnreHe'g^ 
^(Hedgea  WillUma    adJd.  snmoa. 

( In  re  Pawle 

I  Pawie  Pawle   a4Jd.  sumna. 

jInreDlprdeO 

(Moffrey  Diproae    »i}d.  sumns. 

( In  re  Grimes 

I  Jennings  Hedge's    adJd.  snmns. 

(  in  re  Land  Tmat  Co.,  Florida,  ftc 

(  CoU|)on  Agency  Jd.  v.  Grahams    a<Ud.  sumna. 
.g  ^  In  re  Robert  !> smon 

(Leamon  Read    a4JJ.  ramna. 

jInroSma'l 

(Small  Small    aiJJ.  sumns. 

Heaver  Wilde    a^d.  eumoa. 

( In  re  Hawklna 

(  Hawkins  Hawklna    adJ  1.  sumns. 

Bonsai  1  Morgan    adji.  aumns. 

,.  ( In  re  Archer 

(Archer  Archer    adJd.  aumna. 

Chambere  Chambere    motn.  for  Judgt.  (short) 

JIn  re  Roper 

(Roper  Roper   a^Jd.  aumns. 

( In  re  Chance 

I  Mackintoah        Mobberley    a4Jd.  snmna. 

(In  re  Nicholson 

(Cola  Nicholsoo    a<Ud.  sumns. 

In  re  Barrowby  ft  Payne's  Contract   a4)d.  r 
(not  before  June  2) 
41    Yeomans  Alton    motn.  for  Judgt.  (abort) 


FUBTHKB  GOHBIDIRATIOV8. 

(In  re  Johnson 

(Rubert  A(torney-Oen.    fur.  con. 

«  )  In  re  Enfield  Embroidery  Co.  Id. 
^  (Upton  Enfield  Embruidery  Co.  Id. 


for. 


Before  Mr.  Justice  Bucklit. 
Pbockdube  Summons. 

Abbot  Mayor  of  Bristol 


FUBTBXB  GONBIDIRATIOira. 

,  ( In  re  Johnstone,  dee. 

'^  I  Pitt  I*ttt    fur.  oon. 

2    Rudgari  Kingsbury    fur.  con. 

4  ( In  re  Catherine  Pope  Wrentmore 

'iDaviea  WUcockaftora.    fur.  oon 


Causes  fob  Trial. 

(Without  Witneaset  and  A^Jcwned 
Summonsee.) 


,  ( In  re  Gumey 
*  (Oumey 


Gumey   (b.o.  till  after  report) 


The  Attom^-Oen.  ft  Bray  «.  The  Mayor  ft 
geaseaof  the  Borough  of  Hasn 
action  without  witncsaea   pL  1 
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(  Id  re  Smith 
iHowltt 


^i  In  re  Gay 


Smith    Atyd.  Bomns. 


I  Fox 


(not 


6  (Ro«i«y 
e^Same 

7  Morgstroyd 


Gay    adjd.  enmns.    pt.  hd. 

before  Jane  18) 
Stanton    adjd.  aumns. 
Same    a4Jd.  snmna. 
The    Old    Silk&tone    Colliery  Co. 
a4)d.  snmna. 
a  (InreTifllo,  dec. 

''^DayldBon  TliBii    adjd.  aumna. 

0  5  In  re  Shaw 

*lShAW  Dodaon   a'^Jd.  snmna. 

, .  i  In  re  Joeeph  SeatoDf  dec 
^''tSeaton  Ellla   ac^d.  snmna.  L 

.,  j  In  re  Adam'a  Estate 
"tMiUa  Phmipe    a<Ud.  aumna. 

-4  jIn  re  Coafa  Troate 

^' (Harrlaon  ft  anr.  V.  Widdrington   adjd.aomna. 
.oiInraB<nrda»dec 
"iRoyda  Bojda.    adJd. 

. .  ( In  re  YeTera,  dec 
^^tBevell  .Wilkinson   adJd. 

..  (InreBankea 

^^tBeynolda  ElUaftora.  action  wifhonftiritDeaKB 

I «  J  In  re  Morriaoo*  deo. 

^*  iMorrisonftanr.v.  Morrlaonftora.    ad jd.  amnna. 
17    In  re  Becher  ft  Longman'a  Contnck  and  In  re  The 

^         V.  ft  P.  Act,  1874   a4Jd. 

..  (In  re  James  Rlckman's  Estate 
^''(Rlckman  Bickman    adJd.  anmna. 

.^  j  In  re  Becker'a  Contract 
-  'iBecker  Longman    adJd.  anmna. 


PBTiTiOBr   under  GompanieB'  (Memorandum 
of  AfBociation)  Act,  1890. 

1  Monmonlh  Gaa  ft  Waler  Worka  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of 
Company— «.o.  If  arch  SO  to  May 
28) 


COMPANIES  ^Winding  up)  and 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

GouBT  Sttmhonbbb. 

1    Strand  Boildinga  Co.  id.  (aa  to  dealing  with  snrploa 

assets  of  the  Company) 
a    Wa^sh,  Aaqnith  ft  Co.  Id.  (for  mlrfeaaanoe— wit- 

3  Bethann  Qoldflelda  Id.  (on  clahn  of  Walnwrlght  ft 

Co.— wttnessea) 

4  MotorCarCo.  Id.  (forinapectionofbooka) 

5  London  ft  Globe  Finance  Corpn.  Id.  (for  dedaretion 

aa  to  shares  in  Caledonian  Copper 
Corpn.,  &c— witnesses) 

6  National  Bank  of  Wales  Id.  (on  objectkna  to  taxa- 

tion) 
,.  ( Thamea  White  Lead  Ck>.  Id.  , .    , 

^iWood  Thamea  White  Lead  Co.  Id.   (on 

farther  oonaldemtkm) 
8    Henry  Lovibond  ft  Son.  WOO,  Id.  (u>  vary  list  of 

oontribotories  Gabb  ft  anr.— wit- 


COMPANIES  {WINDING  UP)  and 
CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


COMPANIES  iWmding  up). 

Pbtitionb. 

I   Lacla  Sliver  Mines  Id.  (petn.  of  Frank  Jackson  ft 


3    Schofield, 


Co.-8.a  lh>m  Jan.  16  to  Aug.  7} 
-      -         -    '       i.  ot   H. 


ft  Doughty  Id.  (petn. 
nrber— S.O.   from   Jan.   16   to 

8    OrUm  (BoUva)  Bnbber'co.  Id.  (petn.  of  F.  J.  Hessel 

— S.O.  March  80  to  June  10) 
4    Abadlate  Life  Assce.  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  Jas.  Sykes— 

a.0.  April  29  to  May  28) 
B    Mediterranean  Steam  Navigation  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of 

John  Hodson  ft  Co.  (London)  Id. 

—a.0.  May  6  to  May  28) 

6  Press  Id.  (petn.  of  Direct  Photo  Engraving  Co.— fi.o. 

May  13  to  Mar  28) 

7  Forrestt  ft  Son  Id.  cpetn.  of  Shipham  ft  Co.  Id.— a.o. 

May  13  to  Jnne  3) 

8  British  ft  Colonial  Indnstrles  Id.    (petn.  of  Brown, 

Janson  ft  Co.— a.o.  May  13  to 
Jnne  3) 

9  Moral  ft  Decorations  Syndicate  Id.   (petn.  of  George 

Jacob— e.0.  May  13  to  Jnne  17) 


Weaton-Snper-Mara  CoudcII  ».  Oaatleft Woods  t^ 


\) 

9    United  African  Lands  Id.  (for  decUratkm  aa  to 

shares  held  by  H.  A.  Grogskopf) 
10    James  Harris  ft  Chate  Id.  (for  mlafieasance— wU- 


11    Heidelbnrg  Brtatea  ft 
pr- 


aontlon  Co.  Id.  (to  stay 

igs  in  Action) 


,  „  5  New  Centnry  Press  ki 

*^iLind  New  v/«u*wj  **«»  ~.  v—    —• - 

^  certificate,  dated  March  26, 1802) 


New  Century  Press  Id.  (to  vary 


13  Yonde'a  Bill-posting  Id.  (to  vary  list  of  cantributorlee 

—Clayton) 

14  Same (aame— Crowther)        «_     ,    ^     ,,  ,- 

15  Cycle  Makere'  Co-operative  Supply  Co.  Id.  (for  en- 

quiry as  to  payment  of  costs, 
&c) 


(In  re  Jobson's  Settiement 
•<lnre  Jobson,  dec. 

<GreeDhiU  Jobson    adjd.8amns. 

,.  jlo  re  Mary  James 
^^iRoberts  EUis   a4id.  sunns. 

InreT.MnierftV.ftP.  Act,l874   a^Jd-i 

In  re  Hrnry  Blake,  Solr.,  ftc    adUd.8amiia. 

( In  re  Kelly 

1  Thomas  Kelly    a^Jd.  sumns. 

In  re  Christ's  Hospital  ft  The  Corpn.  of  Loadeo'i 
Contract  ft  V.  ft  P.  Act  a4Il 
snmna. 
^  (In  re  Cable  ft  Myers  ft  V.  ft  P.  Act,  1874 
^  iMyen  Cable    adjd.sumns. 

ilnrefliU 

I  Hart  Warn,  ftc    a4JJ.  sumns. 

j  In  re  MuUins 

(Mnllins  de  Sella   a4Jd.ftumDa. 

i  In  re  Hurt 

iMaran  Sleeman   a^Jd.  sumns. 

i  In  re  Sherwood 

(Payne  Mason    adJd.  snmna. 

26    Drake  Dsy    adJd 

j  In  re  Hodson 

iHudran  Hole    a4Jd. 

jIn  re  Mercer  Henderson 

lEarl  of   Bnckinghamahire 
a«Ud.snm 

I  In  re  BiTon  de  Barreto 

IdeBarreto  Bliss    a4jd. 

I  In  re  Same 

(de  Man  de  Barret?    adjd.  somas. 

,„  i  In  re  DarUngton  ft  Clayton 
^"iHewle.t  Beynolds    a:|j<i.  sumns. 

jInreWoolcotk 

\Martin  Martin    a4Jd.8amna. 

5  In  re  Sedgwick 

tBmmley  SeJgwlck    •4)d.nmma. 

)  In  re  Simmon 

(Dennison  Orman    adji.  somns. 

(In  re  Green 

tL«wU  Lewis   a4}d.  snmna. 

«.  t  In  re  Chadbnm 
^IWaterhouae       Chadbura    ad  jd.  sumns. 

In  re  Port  Talbot  Ry.  ft  Docks,  tcOa.  liH- 


VealeftCo. 

Jackson 
39    Walnwright 


Hobut  HsfflpdeB 


10  Coventry  Components  Id.    (petn.  of  Arthur  J^te  ft 

Sons  Id.) 

11  Johnston  Foreign  Patents  Co.  Id.    (petn.  of  Atellen 

de  Construction  Oerlikon) 

12  HarmerftHarleyld.    (petn.  of  C.  F.  Oaghton) 

13  Perry,  Gardner  ft  Co.  Id.    (petn.  of  Park  House 

Dyeing  Co.  Id.) 

14  Mbyia  Electric  Co.  Id.    (petn.  of  Ben.  Bridgwater) 

15  "Grosvenor"  House  Property  Acquisition  ft  In- 

vestment Building  Soc.    (petn.  of 
Wm.  StoUaid) 
1«    Caratal  (New)  Minea  Id.  (petn.  of  Mtaiea  ft  Bankhig 
Corpn.  Id.  ft  ore.) 

17  Phcs  Id.    (petn.  of  Faik,  Stadehnann  ft  Co.  Id.) 

18  Extiactkms  (Sturge's  Patent)  Id.    (petn.  of  C.  E. 

Newnham) 


Before  Mr.  Justice  JoToa. 

Betained  by  Order. 

Causes  fob  Tbial. 

(WUh  WUnM»e$d 

Hart  West    action    pt.hd.(a.a) 

MappinBioa.     Liberty  ft  Co.    action   j»t.  hd. 
S    Sn^  Cheadle    Rural    District    Council 

action  (Jnne  17) 


United  Kingdom  TrsawiJ  IN^ 

By.,  ftc.  motn.  for  JadgL 
Read    motn.  for  Judgt. 
Fleming   motn.  for  jodgt 


FUBTHBB  OONBZDEBATIOVS, 


( In  re  T.  Phik 
t  Martin 
Cooper 
3    Tharp 


Tryon  ftir.  oon. 
Nibb  fUr.  oon. 
deWeielo    f  ui.  can,  htO^L* 


CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

Pbtition  (for  Beduction  of  Capital)  under 

Companies'  Acts,  1867  &  1877. 
I    Oak  Extract  Co.  Id.  ft  reduced  (petn.  of  Company) 


Causes  fob  Trial. 

(^WUhout  Witnes8e$  and  Adjawmed 

Bummonaea,) 

In  re  NecUr  Tea  Co.  for  registration  of  trade  mark 
motn.  ordered  to  come  into  Non- 
Witness  List 

Pryce- Jones       Williams    2  adjd. 
jlnrePloney 

(Pinney  Pinney    adjd.  sumns. 

Chrbtophen  ft  anr.  v.  Barry    motn.  for  judgt* 
.  JIn  re  Maunder 

'  (Maunder  Maunder   a^Jd.  sumns. 

(InreDrax 

(SavUe  Drax   adjd.  sumns. 

ilnreTaylw 

(Taylor  Taylor   adjd.sumns. 

j  In  re  Mexborough 
INevlle  Baring    adjd.sumns. 

3  In  re  Bethell's  Settlement 
ILuttrell  Westbary   adjd.sumns. 

,a(  In  re  Moore 

^°  I  Prior  Moore    a^Jd.  sOmns.  (restored) 

jInreGarvey 

(Garvey  Garvey    ad}J.  sumns. 

In  re  Fisher,  dec.  ft  London  Connty  Council   adjd. 
sumns. 


Before  Mr.  Jnstioe  Swimvek  East. 

Betained  by  Order. 

In  re  Burchell,  Wilde  ft  Co.,  Solrs.    a4id.iw» 


Causes  fob  Tbiau 
{Wiih  WUneeeee.) 


In  re  Deighton's  Patent,  No.  15,670  of  iW 
petn.  ordered  to  go  irto 
Witness  List 
In  re  Morison's  Patent,  No.  4,806  of  ISK, 
ftc    petn.  oniereJto 
into  Witness  L'st 
Harger   action »     totenaa- 
Haiger    acUou/      tioBed 
Dowse    action  (Pltir.  dead) 
Adamaoo  ft  Co.    action  (pkitiii 

to  be  delivered) 
CUyftWahnsley  action 
hJyder  actigo(uotbeftnJ>-  _ 
Mate  action  (out  befcrt  J Ae'I 
MoCabe  action  (not  beibrBXC> 
Caatidy  action  (not  beferectiM 
filed) 

In  re  The  Oomnna  Waterworks  Co.  IJ.  ^ 

Fl»h  I'h-J  Cu.nnna  Waterworks  (*  * 

action  (For  jnJgL  on  Jess  3) 


(DeFalbe 
>  Taylor 
Hanoock 
6    Hltchodck 

Chalmers 
Taylor 
Couvelas 
Stewart 
10    Snell 


Digitized  by 


Google 


May  31,  1902.] 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


167 


Dftkin  A  Co.  1(L  «.  Llater   action 

H.  X.  Bandall  Id.  «.  EngUsh  And  Anurlcn  Shoe 

Go.    action 
Tte  Amomtlie  Air  Tight  Cotw  Id.  v.  StockJbrd 

action 
U  Sterea  Boncle    adkn 

The  Urban  Dlatilct  Cooncil  of  Onnesby  v.  Thorrold 


(Joa«s 
{GoodwlQ 

Goodwin 

Jooea   action  ft  coonler-dalm 

Roiuell 

action 

Llndley 

Stoneham 

action 

20    Rhodes 

Bottomley 

action    * 

North  Uoibeth  Libenl  k  Badkal 

dab  Id. 

action 

Bosh  Parker    action  k  3rd  party  notloe 

of  Deft.  A.  Parker 
North  Lockett   action  without  pleadfaiisi 

The  Tilt  Cove  Copper  Go.  Id.  v.  Cape  Copper  Co.  Id. 

action 
(InreBorl^ 

(Tanfleld  Borl^    action 

26    Kemp  Denett 


SUHMABT  OF  OHANOIIBT  CAUSE  LIST. 

1.— Mr.  Jntiioe  EmwiOH— TTOnMt  iceioiu 26 

Acyomned  BammoiiBes ^ 

FnrttiMr  CkmBiderailoii 1 

MotioM       2 

—  38 

t^Vj,JvModBnn-^WUnmAMm$ 81 

PetitioM 2 

Adjourned  Sammoiui,  &o.  1 

—  84 

S^Mr.  Jiutioe  Fabwbui-- F^lto«M  ii(tfit>M  (Betaiiiod  and  Trax^^ 24 

Adjotuned  SumnoDfles • 41 

Further  Gonnderations    ••        ..        •        2 

—  67 

l^Mr.  Jofllioe  Bijoklbt— 

Adjoomed  SammonBes • 20 

Further  OonsideratuMas    • 8 

—  23 

&— Hr.JiistioeJoTOs— TFtliMMiUlfOfM •        8. 

NoB-WitneiB  Aotiona,  inclading  Snmmomses 89 

Farther  ConsideratloDB •        •  •        8 

—  45 

6w—lfr.  Justice  SwiHFEir  EADT—TTOneMiicitoiM  26 

Adjourned  Summons 1 

—  27 

Total  OauMS  and  Hatters  for  Hearing  in  the  CShanoery  Diyislon  ••        ••        ••       • 284 

Companies  (Winding  C5>)  Matters  for  Hearing  he/ore  Mr,  Justice  BiBNB  and  Mr.  Justice  Bucklbt. 

PetiUani^  Cknnpanies  (Winding  up)         18 

Petition,  Chaneer^  Division          1 

Petition  under  Companies  (Memorandum  of  Associaiion)  Aot,  1890 1 

Court  Summonses,  Companies  ( Winding  up)  and  Ckaneery  Division           15 

"is 


c 

JOT 

JET  OP  Al 

?PEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUBT  OP  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902, 

BOTA  OF  BBGISTRABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  EH 

rSUING  WEEK. 

Dili. 

BOZA. 

AmAL 
ComlL 

MB.Jn0noB 
Khkswioh. 

Ma.  JDiTioi 
Bnun. 

Mx.JuBnai 

FABWaLU 

MB.JuBnoi 

Ms.  Juanoi     '     Mb.  Jaszioi  . 
JoTGi.         j  SwiNFxir  Eadt. 

*i*V,     JUM 

2 

Mr.  Beal 

Mr.  Faimer 

Mr..aodfraar 

Mr.JackMA 

Mr.Chvnh 

Mr.  Theed    . 

Mr.  Carrlngton  |    Mr.  aieawdl 

**7     . 

3 

„    Guilngtoo 

»    King 

„    B.L«Mh 

„   Fenhenon 

„   OnawaU 

„    W.  Leach 

„    Beal                „    Chnrdh 

»*•*»- 

4 

.,    Ftebntan 

«    Farmer 

„    Godft«7 

„    Jackaon 

„   Chimdi 

„    Theed 

„    Carrlngton       „    W.Leadi 

•^■my     ^ 

5 

,.    Jaokaon      j     „    King 

„    B.Leadi 

„    FOBbertcm 

Pf   vmweU 

„    W.Leadi 

„    Beal           ,     „    Theed 

'«*^    . 

6 

„    B.Leadi    .     ^    Faraer 

M    Qodfrej 

„    JackMM 

■     „    Ghnroli 

„    Theed 

„    Garrington  '      „    King 

•"^  " 

1 

»»    Oodfcaf           ;;   Slag 

„    B.Leack         ;.    F«Bb«rton 

H    aiwwaU 

^    W.  Leach 

,,    Beal                „    Fanner 

Af  long  Vacation  wia  cemmence  on  Wcdnetiaf,  ike  IZth  dajf  ^f  August,  and  terminate  on  Thundag,  the  2Srd  dag  qf  October,  Ii 
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HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

KINGS   BENCH   DIVISION. 


e 


CROWN  PAPER. 

FOB    AEGUilEXT. 

London.  Vestry  of  St.  James  and  St.  John,  Clerken- 
well  V.  EvaDs  MagistratcH  ca  o  dlsmiaBAl  of 
claim  under  Metropolta  Maoagement  Act,  1862. 

Conntj  of  London.  The  King  v.  Special  Commis- 
sioners of  Income  Tax  nisi  tot  mandamus  to 
state  case  (exptc.  Wilson  &  ors.). 

County  of  LonUon.  ;The  Kiug  r.  Dixon  nisi  for 
certiorari  for  SheriflTa  InquiaiUon  (expte.  City  k 
Great  Northern  Ry.  Co.). 

Saffordshlre.     Peark?,    Gunstou    &    Tee  «.   Van      10 
Tromp    Mogiat rates  case    conviction  under  Sale 
of  Food  k  Drugs  Act,  1875.  11 

Lowestoft.  Gage  v.  Wren  Magistrates  caae  dis- 
missal of  Informatlun  under  Public  HMlth  Act, 
1875.  12 

Warwickshire,  BlrmlDgham.     The  King  v.  H.H. 
Judge  Whitehome  and   Dryhur^t    nld  to  bear 
appln.    for  Judgment    debtor's   sumns.    against     13 
Diyhurst  (expte.  Birmingham    ludostrial   Loan 

Mlddleeex.    The  King  v.  M.  Sharp,  Esq.  t  ors.,      14 
JJ.,  &c.  and  Sanguiuttti    nisi  to  Jj.  to  state  can 
(expte.  Hausom).  15 

Monmouthshire,  Newport.  The  King  v.  H.H. 
Judge  Owen  and  Robertson  uiai  to  hear,  &c. 
appln.  for  ccraiK!n*utoti  unt'er  W.  C.  Act,  1897 
(expte.  Jenkins).  16 

Grimsby.    li.dglll  v,  J.  &  G.  Alward  IJ.    Magis- 
trate's ca^e     conviction  under  btatatd  67  k  68     17 
Vic,  cap.  60,  sec.  376,  sub -sec.  1  (d). 

Lancashire.      Onuskirk  Union  v.  Chorlton  Union     18 
Qoarter  Sessions    special  case     uuder  12  &  13 
Vic,  c.  46,  sec.  11,  settlement  uf  pauper, 
irrey.    Wimbledon    Urban    District    Ckmncil   v.     !• 
Hastings    Quarter  Sessions  special  case   Respt's. 
appl.    Public  Health  Act. 
13    Montgomerj-stilre.      Mayor,    &c.    of  Liverpool   v.     20 
Jones  &  ors.    Magistrate's  case    order  fur  pay- 
ment of  arrears  of,poor  rate. 

Canterbury.    Falrbraes  v.  Mayor,  kc.  of  Canterbnry     31 
Maglstnte'a  case    conviction  under  Public  Health 
Actk  1875.  22 

Lancashire.    The  King  v.  Manchester  Ship  Canal 
Co.     nisi    for     mandamus    to     obey  order    of  j 
Mersey  Conservancy   Commrs.    (expte.    Mersey  i  28 
(^nservancy  Commissioners). 

Devonshire.    The  King  v.  W .  Thome,  Esq.  &  ore.,      24 
JJ.,  &c.    nisi  for  mandamus  to  J  J.  to  hear,  &c, 
infofmatioDS  r.  Amory  &  ors.  (expte.  Luxon).  26 

Merionethshire.  The  KlDg  v.  \V.  Da  vies,  Eeq.  & 
org.,  JJ.,  Jtc.  nisi  for  mandamus  to  hear,  &c. 
a  ppln.  for  transfer  of  license  (expte.  Jones). 

Manchester.    A  gnew  u.  Mayor,  &c.  of  Manchester.       26 

i^es.    Lciach  ».  Wanstead  Sch  x»l  Board. 

27 


10 


II    Snrrey. 


IB 


U 


U 


U 


17 

18 


CIVIL  PAPER. 


FOB  ABQUMENT. 


1  Marwhester  District  Registry.     Fletcher  v.  Waters 

motion  by  Pit  IT.  to  set  aside  judgt.  directed  to  be 
entered  by  tMward  Pollock,  Fjhi-,  OlBdal  Referee. 

2  Same.    Same  v.  Same    same. 

3  Same.    Same  v.  Same    same. 


29 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 

.    In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Ibo  Trust  Id. 

and  Iskiore  Wyler    moU^n  by  Wylar  to  set  aside 

award. 
.    Moihersill  &  anr.  «.  Blelby    motion  to  set 

aside  award  of  Speoiai  Referee  on  trial  of  action. 
Berkshire,  Newbury.    Stradling  &  anr.  v.  Whit- 
combe    County  Court.    Deft's.  appl.  tram  Judge 

Russell. 
Monmouthshire,    Monmouth.     Whitchurch  Rural 

Dlsirict  Council  v.  Wlbby   County  Court.   DefL's 

appl.  twm  Judge  Owen. 
Same.    Roes  Rural  District  Coancil  v.  Sams    same. 
London.  Ounpbell «.  Rogers  County  Court  Deffs. 

appl.  from  Jod^e  Rentoul.  K.C. 
Berksbipe.   RMding.     Walter  v.    Yalden    County 

Couit.    Deft's.  appl.  from  Judga  Russell. 
Snrrey,    South wark.    Dunn   v.   South   Eastern   & 

Chatham  Ry.  Co.    Coauty  C>nrt    Pltff.'s  appl. 

fh>m  Judge  Addison. 
Nottinghamshire,  Nottingham.  Croesland  «.  Reftige 

Assce.  Co.     County  Cv»nrt     Defts.'  appl.  fh>m 

Judge  Martinean. 
StaCTordshire,  Stoke-upou-Trent  &  Longtoo.    Mould 

V.  Klrkham    County  Court    Deft's  appl.  fh>m 

Judge  Mulbollat  d 
London.    Tlmbnl.  ft  anr.  v .  Juta  &  0>.    Mayor's 

Court    Defls.'  appl.  from  Recorder. 

In  re  an  Arbitration  between   Arphonse 

I'towland  Wright  ttradlng.  &c.)  and  Frederick  Le 
Mare  and  In  the  Matter  of  the  Arbitration  Act, 
18^9    motion  to  set  askle  award. 

Middlesex,  B:omptoD.     Graoey  v.  Inglls    Connlj 

Court    Pltfr.'s  appl.  from  Jndg^  Stouor. 
Middlesex,  Westminster.  Smith  v.  Malcolm  County 

Court    Pltff.'8  appeal  fh)m  Judge  Woodfall. 
London.    Lund  Bras.  &  Co.  v.  Harris  k  Rawllnson 

Minor's  Court     Deft  RawUnson's  appL  tnm 

Common  Serjeant 
Essex,  jTurklewIes  tr.(?aplla>0>unty Court 
Southend.  (Wisnlewskl  «.  Capllnf  Pltff.'s  appL 
from  Judge  Atkinson. 
In  re  an   Arbitration    between   Thomas 

Ginnis  and  Frank  Sutton  Hawthorn    motion  to 

set  aside  Arbitrator's  Award. 
Sussex.  Brighton.    Budd  k  Scott  v.  Daniel    Coonty 

Comt    Defts.'  appl.  from  Judge  Martinean. 
Middlesex,     Edmonton.       Brightmore     v.    Baker 

County  Court    Deit's.  appL  from  Judge  Atkin- 

son. 
London.     Torkington   v,   Mageo     Mayor's  Conrt 

PltfTs.  appl.  flrom  ComuKm  Seijeant 

Reitz   V.   Battson  k  anr.     PltfTs.   appl. 

from  order  of  Official  Referee  fur  Judgment 

Hamp.>hire,    Lymington.     Smith  «.  Buchanan   k 

anr.  and  by  counter-claim  Buchanan  and  anr.  v. 

Smith    County  Court    Deft's.  (on  coonter-olalm) 

appl.  ttom  Judge  Philbrick. 
Middlesex,   Brentford.     Angles  v.   Lee     County 

Court    Pita's  appl.  firom  Judge  Shortt. 

Tonkinson  v.  Stanier  k  ors.    Point  of  Law 

under  sect.  46  of  Jtidlcature  Act,  1873. 

Yorkshire,  Doncaster.     Lambert  k  ors.  «.  Bone 
County  Court    Deft's.  appl.  from  Judge. 

Radford  «.  Delmege,  Reid  k  Co.  k  anr. 

Defls.'  motions  to  set  aside  award  of  Official 
Referee. 

Surrey,  Wandsworth.    Beckett  Bros.  v.  Oarton  Hill 

Co.  k  Shepherd. 
Sussex.  Brighton.    Cane  v.  WiUett  &  Wife. 
Middlesex,  Clerkenwell.    I^awrenoe  o.  Hill  k  anr. 
Hamond  o.  Coates. 


BPBCIAL  CASES  AND  POINTS  OP 
LAW. 

TOB  HBABINO. 

1  The  Mayor,  kc  of  Southwark  v.  FiovldeDt  Qerki^ 

Ac  Assoc 

2  The   Mi^or,  kc,  of  Islington  v.  Loodon  Sdool 

Board/ 


MOTIONS  FOB  JUDGMENT. 

FOB  HEAEIH6. 

1  Amo  V.  Trick  k  ors. 

2  Dnntop  Pneomatlc  Tjn  Ok  v.  Bourns. 
8    Sams  V.  Jacksoo. 

«    Same  «.  Sterens. 


IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICR 


CJOUBT  FOB  THB  CONSIDERATION 
OF  CBOWN  CASES  BESEBVBD. 

FOB  JXTDOKESrr. 

The  King  «.  Plnmmer  (cjt.y.  May  10,  1983,  ona 
The  Lord  Chief  JusUoe  of  England,  Mr.  Jatfii 
Wright  Mr.  Jostice  Bnc%  Ut.  Justice  VvH 
aodMr.  jD8Uc«Jelf> 


BBVENUB  PAPER. 
Engusb  Informations. 

Attomey-G«n.  v.  Arthur  Stooer  (for  Deem  \J 

consent). 
Same  v.  The  Mayor,  kc.  of  Newcastle^ipQB-1>ae  k 

anr. 

PBTrnox  UVDEB  Finance  Act,  18M. 
Be  H.  E.  M.  Davies,  dec 

Special  Case. 
B.  L.  Hooter  (Suppliant)  and  the  King. 

Cases  Stated. 

H.H.  The  Nixam,  ftc  and  Aptborps  (Snrr^Jr  • 

Taxes)    part  beard. 
E.  L.  Browne  and  Fortate  (SuTTe}'or,  kc). 
Hudson  and  GribUe  (Sorveyor,  kc). 
Bell  and  Same. 

Jackson  and  The  Oxnnin.  of  InUmd  BcTeom. 
Speyer  Bros,  and  Same. 

Opposed  Motion. 
Attorney-Gen.  and  B.  J.  PoUexTen  BaatanL 

Motkms  for  Attachment    ...   4. 


DIVISIONAL  LIST.— SUMMABY. 

Crown  Paper        ••        ; ^^ 

Civil  Paper            ••     .   ••         ••  88 

Special  Cases        -     ••         ••         ••         ••  2 

BeTcnne  Paper ••        ••  15 


Total 
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HIGH    COUKT    OF    JUSTICE. 
PEOBATE,    DIVOECE,    AND   ADMIRALTY    DIVISION- 

FBOBATE  ACTIONS  and  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES  to  he  Heard  and  Tried  at  TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 

Abbbeviations.— P.  Probate— D.  Dissolution  of  Marriage— J.S.  Judicial  Separation— N.  Nullity— I,  Issue-- 
RG.B.  Besiitution  of  Oonjugil  Eights— A.  Act  on  Petition. 

When  preceded  by  "  H."  suit  brought  by  Hu&band^  and  "  W."  suit  brought  by  Wife. 


A  List  of  Causes  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  set  doum  for  Tried  will  he  posted  at  the  Registry,  Somerset  House,  and  Supplemental 

Lists  will  he  printed  from  time  to  time. 

Parties  must  he  prepared  to  try  their  Causes  ten  days  after  the  same  have  heen  set  down  for  Trial. 


x«. 


WD. 
H.D. 


1  W.J.S. 

2 

H.D. 

s 

H.D. 

4 

WJ). 

5 

W.D. 

6 

HJ). 

7 

W.D. 

8  W.J.8. 

9 

W.D. 

10 

W.D. 

11 

H.D. 

12 

H.D. 

13 

H.D. 

14 

W.D. 

15 

H.D. 

16 

WJ). 

17 

H.T). 

18 

W.D. 

19 

H.D. 

20 

H.D. 

21 

W.D. 

22 

H.D. 

23 

W.D. 

24 

H.D. 

25 

H.D. 

26 

H.D. 

27 

W.D. 

28 

W.D. 

29 

H.D. 

30 

W.D. 

31 

HP 

32 

H.D. 

S3 

W.D. 

34 

WJ). 

35 

W.D. 

36 

W.D. 

37 

H.D. 

38 

H.D. 

39    W.D. 


KAMI  OF  CAUSE. 


PABTHEIBD  CAUSES. 

Notiee  to  he  given  at  Court  when  Parties  are  ready  to 
proceed  iciih  the  further  Hearing  of  theie  Causes, 

Lo  Ben,  F.  K.  v.  Lo  Bon,  P. 

Williams  v.  Willi  ims,  Grinstead  and  Bolton    . 


SOLICTTOBS. 


BSFOBE  THE  OOUBT  ITSlfcLF- 
mi  DEFENDED  DIYOBGB. 

Mitchell,  E.  E.  A.  K.  v,  Mitchell,  J. 
Bennett  v.  Bennett  &  Dockerell 
Campbell  v.  Campbell  ft  Douglas    . 
Fletcher,  C.  J.  v,  Fletcher,  T.  H.   . 
Moore,  M.  I.  v.  Moore,  B.  D.  . 
Daka  v.  Doka  &  Taylor  (Michaelmas  Sittings) 
Fasbam,  H.  S.  v.  Fasham,  J.  W.     . 
Chambers,  A.  v.  Chambers,  H.  J.    . 
Whitehome,  W.  v.  Whitehoroe,  F. . 

King,  A.  v.  King,  J.M 

Hngnes  v.  Hughes  &  Clinch  . 

Longhton  v.  I^ugbton  &  Loughton 

Dayis,  J.  v.  Dayis,  A.  M.       .        .         . 

Simons,  C.  E.  v.  Simons,  A.  L. 

Brown  orse.  Lambert  v.  Drown  ors.  Lambert  and 

Pnlham,  B.  v.  Pulham,  W.  J. 

Wartmaan  v.  Wartmann  &  Eaton    . 

Bonrgein,  H.  L.  v.  Bourgein,  O.  L. . 

Metherell  v,  Metherell  &  Vandcrwulf     . 

Tamer,  P.  W.  v.  Turner,  I.  A. 

Todd,  M.  J.  r.  Todd,  W. 

Dayis  v.  Davis  &  Bandy 

Litherland,  E.  A.  v.  Litherland,  J^. 

Gibbard  v.  Gibbard  &  MitcheU      . 
Hampton  v.  Hampton  &  Bichardson 
Sams  V  Sams  &  tfenks  .... 
Bashford,  H.  E.  v.  Bashford,  W.     . 
Edwards,  L.  N.  v.  Edwards,  S.  J.    . 
Kash  V.  Nash  &  Wilkinson     .         « 
Goodgor,  S.  V.  Coodyer,  C.      .         •         . 
Stead  V,  Stead&  Dennis 
Smart  v.  Smart  &  Oliver 
Webster,  F.  v.  Webster,  W.  H.        ... 
Gething,  I.  E.  v.  Gething,  R.  8.      . 
Cheyney,  F.  v.-  Cheyney,  J.  W. 

Pratt,  E.  G.  r.  Pratt  J 

Pagett  17.  Pagett  &  Young  • 
SkUton  V.  Skilton  &  Cocks  . 
Gompertz,  E.  v.  Gompertz,  B.  S.     • 


Hunt 


PlAlntlira. 


Dyfon  &  Co. 
J.  Payter. 


Jennings  &  Co.-    .     . 
Milllken  A  Co. 
Hare  &  Co. 
Osbom  &  Odbim. 

A.  Newton  &  Co. 
Collyer,  Bristow  &  Co. 
J.  Arnatt. 

Wills  &  Watts     .     . 
S.  Benbam. 
H.  A.  Sims. 
Obborn  &  Oaborn. 

B.  Brooks. 

Oswald,  Hanson  &  Co. 
J.  D  B.  Lewis     .     : 
A.  C.  Buckmastcr. 
Osbom  &  Oabwfm. 

A.  Hammond. 
Turner  &  Co. 
Busk  &  Co. 
Burn  &  Berridge.     . 
Grundy  &  Co. 
Taylor,  Hoare  ft  Co. . 
Pritchard,  EngUfield 

ft  Co. 
Loxley  &  Co. 
J.  P.  Budden. 
R.  W.  Bobinson. 
In  Person. 
Light  ft  Galbraith. 
A.  E.  Bale      .     .     . 
In  Person. 
Gibson  &  Weldon. 
In  Person, 
^larsh  ft  Co. 
Hare  ft  Co. 
V.  Marriott. 
F.  Marriott. 
A.  Hunt. 
Atlree  &  Co. 
Cohen  ft  Cohen. 


Defendant's. 


J.  K  Harris. 


Bridgman  ft  Willcocks. 


H.  C.  Turner  ft  Co. 


M.  H.  Lewis. 
Mote  ft  Son. 


Ward,  Bowie  ft  Co. 
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40 

W.D. 

41 

H.D. 

42 

H.D. 

43 

H.D. 

44  W JA 

45 

H.D. 

46 

H.©. 

47 

W.D. 

48 

W.D. 

49 

H.D. 

50  W  J.S. 

51 

W.D. 

52 

H.D. 

58 

W.D. 

54 

H.D. 

55 

H.D, 

56 

H.D. 

57 

W.D. 

58 

H.D. 

59 

W.D. 

60 

W.D. 

61 

W.D. 

62 

HJ). 

63 

BLD. 

64 

W.D. 

65 

W.D. 

66 

H.D. 

67 

W.D. 

68 

H.D. 

69 

H.D. 

70  W.J.8. 

71 

H.D. 

72 

H.D. 

73 

H.D. 

74 

H.D. 

P. 


2 

W.J.8. 

3 

P. 

4 

W.D. 

5 

W.D. 

6 

P. 

7 

H.D. 

8  W.D. 

9  WJ£. 
10  W.J.8. 

11 

P. 

12 

P. 

13 

H.D. 

14 
15 
16 

W.D. 
W.D. 
H.D. 

17 

P. 

18 

H.D. 

19 

P. 

VAME  OF  OAUSB. 


Loraine,  J.  v.  Loraine,  R. 
Johnaon  v.  Johnson  &  Brooke 
BiHingham  v,  Billingham  &  Malley 
Carr,  W.  H.  t>.  Oarr,  M.  B.     . 
Ward,  E.  A.  t>.  Ward,  A.  S.    . 
L^gett  fK  Leggett  &  Bellamy 
Daidia,  P.  J.  v.  DardiB,  V.     • 
Kay,  M.  A.  v.  Kay,  A.  . 
Marios,  J.  A.  V,  Mariui,  E.  L. 
Holland  o.  Holland  &  Harrison 
Glaydon,  E.  J.  v.  Glaydon,  H.  A. 
Halkett,  8.  M.  v.  Halkett,  H.  0.  G. 
Poppleton  V,  Poppleton  &  Marston 
Jowett,  L.  V.  Jowett,  G.  E.     . 
Knight  V.  Knight  &  Shnrtey  . 
He^eth  v.  Hesketh  A  Ck>llelt 
Daisley  v.  Daisley  &  Groot 
Bansche,  E.  v.  Bansohe,  F.     . 
Harris  v.  Harris  &  Pratlett    . 
Glarke,  Emily  v.  Glarke,  Edwin 
Poplett,  L.  V,  Poplett,  J.  G.   . 
Gay,  A.  M.  t>.  Gay,  V.  H.      . 
Browning  v.  Browning  &  Bernard 
Moore  v.  Moore  ft  Annis 
Hall,  M.  F.  V.  Hall,  F.  G.      . 
Way,  L.  V.  Way,  A.  A. . 
Holland  v.  Holland  ft  Smith  . 
Jaokson,  B.  B.  v.  Jackson,  F.  H. 
Moss  V.  Moss  ft  Glarke  . 
Bingrose  v.  Bingrose  ft  Bhodes 
Welbum,  F.  «.  Welbnrn,  W.  G. 
Ghiloott  9.  Ghiloott  ft  Dann   . 
Hairington  v.  Harrington  ft  Smith 
Hall  V.  Hall  ft  Braham. 
Dono  V.  Done  ft  Hill     . 


G. 


BEFOBE  THE  GOUBT  IT8ELF-PB0BATB 
AND  DEFENDED  DIYOBGE. 

(0,  Worsley,  dec. 

\yinoent  v,  Worsley  ft  ors.      •        • 


Burton,  O.  L.  v.  Burton,  A.  L. 

Yieweg,  deo. 

8titt  ft  anr.  v.  Yieweg  ft  ors.  . 

Guthrie,  G.  8.  v.  Gnthrie,  B.  G.  (King's  Proctor 
shewing  cause) 

Gilbert,  M.  v,  Gilbert,  L.       . 
/Wooler,  deo. 
\Watsonr.  Wooler 


Mason  v.  Mason,  Kenyon  and  Appleton 

Herring,  M.  J.  r.  Herring,  W. 
Jacobs,  F.  V.  Jacobs,  H.  L.  . 
HastlDgs,  G.  M.  G.  v.  Hastings,  G.  H. 

{Aylwin,  dec 
Ajlwin  V.  Aylwin         .         .         • 
TBrisco,  deo. 

\Bri8C0  9.  Baillie -Hamilton  &  ors.   . 
Precious  v.  Precious,  Hancock  and  Boston 

Paine,  E.  D.  r.  Paine,  G.  H.  . 

Spiers,  F.  v.  Spiers,  H.  F.  8.  8.      . 

Thacker  v.  Thacker  &  Porier. 

[Morgan,  dec. 

[Jones  V.  Morgan  ft  ors.  • 

Jahr  V,  Jahr  ft  Berdoe  .         • 

rWebb,  dec. 

\Webb  V.  Merry  ft  ors.  . 


SOLlCi'lXiBS. 


FUintiiTs. 


Russell,  Gooke  ft  Go. 
GribbleftGo. 
H.  A.  Phillips. 
Judge  and  Priestley. 
W.  H.  Herbert. 
Downer  ft  Johnson. 
Nunn  ft  Go. 
RowcUffes'ft  Go. 
Harrison  ft  Dayies. 
H.  A.  Sims. 
A.  Toovey. 
TimbreU  ft  Dei^hton 
Wooanam  ft  Smith. 
Williams  ft  Aldridgo. 
In  Person. 
Hallowes  ft  Go. 
Iliffe  ft  Go. 
In  Person. 

Eyre,  Dowling  ft  Go. 
Meredith  ft  Go. 
Martin  ft  Go. 
Eneall  ft  Go. 
J.  £.  Harris. 
Hamlin  ft  Go. 
T.  Beard. 
In  Person. 
Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
H.  B.  Sadd. 
Boxall'ftBoxall. 
A.  Solomon. 
Williamson.  HillftGo. 
Brooks,  Jenkins  ft  Go. 
Ellis,BickerBteth&Go. 
Savory  ft  Go. 
Ghamberlayue  k  Short. 


Dafendaufs. 


Dowaon  ft  Go. 


Gedgo  ft  Ga  •     .  • 

Page  ft  Soorer     •  . 

Banger  ft  Go..     •  , 
Osbiadeston  ft  Ga 

J.  D.  Langton     .  • 

Andrew  Wood  ft  Co. 

Bidden  ft  Go.      •  . 

Alrd&Go.     .     .  . 

H.  I.  Sydney  .     .  . 

G.  J.  Fowler  .     .  . 


WakefordftGo.  •     . 

Royds  ft  Rawstome  . 
Morris  ft  Bristow 

Norris  ft  Norris  .  . 
Gregson  ft  Go.  •  < 
W.  H.  Armstrong     , 


Simmons  ft  Simmons 
Oswald,  Hansom  ft  Go. 

E.  W.  Beeyes      .     . 


|F.  G.  Matthews  ft  Co. 
{Ley  ft  Co. 
(Pears  ft  Co. 
Walker,  Son  ft  Field. 

Maude  ft  TunnioUffe. 


A.  Newton  ft  Co. 

A.  Bum  ft  Son. 
[Howard  ft  Son. 
[8.  H.  Ackroyd. 

E.  P.  Trotman. 
!  In  Person. 

Steavenson  ft  Gould- 
well. 

Lewis  ft  Lewis. 

Toung,  Jones  &  Go. 
F.P.Suthery.     .     . 

Keen  ft  Rogers. 
Neve  ft  Go. 

F.  8.  Sauut    .     •     . 

Wrentmore  ft  Son. 
J.  J.  Ghapman    .     • 


F.    P.    Satbety  /or 
Hancock. 


Everett  ft  Hodgkinson. 
In  Person. 


The  Official  Solicitor. 
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20 

H.D. 

21 

H.D. 

22 

H.D. 

23  W  J.S. 

24 

W.D. 

25  w.j.a 

26 

H.D. 

27 

W.D. 

28 

P. 

29  W.J.B. 

90 

P. 

31 

P. 

32 

H.D. 

33 

FT) 

34 

ILD. 

1    HJ). 


3 

4 
5 

H.D. 

H.a 

H.D. 

C 

P. 

7 

H.D. 

8 

P. 

9 

W.D. 

10 

H.D. 

11 

H.D. 

12 

P. 

13 
14 

H.D. 
H.D. 

[WJ.8. 

W.D. 

P. 
H.D. 

P. 

P. 
RD. 
H.D. 


DawBon  v,  Dawson  ft  Hopton. 
Gongh  V.  Gongh  &  Bobinson  . 
Ho£oa  V.  Hudson  &  Soott     • 
Bctts,  B.  V.  Beits,  F.      . 
Dartnell,  L.  v.  Dartnoll,  T.    . 
Broadfoot,  H.  v.  Broadfoot,  J.  D. 
Bossons  V,  Bossoiis  &  Hewitt . 
Holdsworth,  J.  v.  Holdswortb,  B. 
f  Olubb,  dec. 

tVan^an  &  ors.  r.  Clark  &  on. 
Borr,  E.  J.  r.  Bnrr,  W.  • 
fBoder,  dec 

\Boder  v.  Prinoe  &  ors. .        • 
rpinnimore,  dec. 
\Pyle  V.  Finniroore        •         • 
Cole  V.  Cole  ft  Jackson  . 
Bennett  v.  Bennett  ft  Broady. 
Adams  v.  Adams  ft  Mills 


COMMON  JURIES. 

KnSgbt  V.  Knight  ft  Gidldford 

(HoUiwell,  dec. 

\  Cotton  V.  Cotton   . 
Boberts  v.  Roberts,  Fonlkes  ft  Jones 
Tomlinson  v.  Tomlinaon  ft  Wilmot 
Evans  v.  Evans  ft  Wilson 

{Everest,  dec. 
Everest  v.  Kemp  ft  ors. . 

Taylor  v.  Taylor  ft  Davis 

/Wngbt,  dec. 
\BamroTd  v.  Wright 
Dorrington,  £.  v.  Dorrington,  H. 

Spink  V.  Spink,  Benson  ft  Darwent 

Wade  V,  Wade  ft  Mitchell      • 

/Chaplin,  dec. 

(Faoer  v.  Chaplin  .... 
Farrar  v.  Farrar  ft  Harper 
Williams  v.  Williams  ft  Connor 


SPECIAL  JURIES. 

Harland  v.  Harland 

Harland  v.  Harland  ft  Acheson 

Chambers  v.  Chambers  (Hartland  intervening) 

TAldridge,  dec. 

\Aldridge  ft  anr.  v.  Aldridge. 

Boston  V.  Boston  ft  Temple    .... 

rCrabtree,  dec 

\Crabtree  v.  Wadsworth        «... 

JKidley,  dec. 

t  Wild  V.  Kidley  ft  anr 

Cleife  V.  Cleife  ft  Bingham    .... 


Lancaster  v.  Lancaster  ft  Lancaster 


p   j  /Gill,  dec. 


\Trn8tee8,  Exors,  and  Securities  Corpn.  v.  Gill 


SOUCITOES. 


PUintUTB. 


Dtfeodanfs. 


Sugden  ft  Harford 
SayleftCo.    . 
R.  W.  Beckwith 
Woodcock  ft  Co. 
Hanson  ft  Co. 
Hollams  ft  Co. 
Chester  ft  Co. 
S.  H.  Ackroyd 

Woodcock  ft  Co. 
Maples  ft  Co. . 


A.  Double 


Gusootte  ft  Co. 
H.R.  Sadd  . 
J.  Mills  .  . 
Busk  ft  Co.    . 


Oswald  ft  Co. 

Hare  ft  Co.  . 
Huntley  ft  Son 
Ward  ft  Co.  . 
In  Person. 


R.  Dcvereux  .     . 
Smith  &  Hudson. 

Mason  ft  Co.  .     . 
Dunu  ft  Gp.   .     . 

Smith  ft  Hudson. 

Palmer  ft  Robinson 


I  Bridj 
|0 


SawtellftCo. 
londs. 
i  J.  Haynes      •     •     . 


T.  D.  Dutton  . 
Scott  ft  Co.  . 
F.  F.  Palmer . 

P.  W.  Chandler 
Monro  ft  Co.    , 

Burton  ft  Co.    . 

Campion  ft  Co. 
Law  ft  Worssara 

Waller  ft  Son  . 


W .  W.  Box 


Howard  ft  Son. 
Needham  ft  Co. 


Stanley,  Evans  ft  Co. 

W.  H.  Dees. 

Murray,  Hutohins  ft  Co. 

Purkis  ft  Co. 

Belfrage  ft  Co. 
fCrowders,  Vizard  ft  Co. 
\Stow,  Preston  ft  Co. 

A.  Pnloston. 

R.VOSS. 

Busk  ft  Co. 

Humphreys  ft  Son  • 

L.  S.  Saunt    .     •  • 

H.  A.  Maude.     •  . 


r  A.  J.  Griostead. 
\Venn  &  Woodcock. 

E.  J.  Q.  Maggs. 
T.  D.  Jonei    .     . 


Howard  ft  Shelton. 

(Claude,  Lumley  ft  Co. 
Collyer-Bristow  ft  Co. 

Griffith  ft  Gardiner. 
Tyrrell  ft  Son. 

In  Person  •     ..    •     • 

Wood  ft  Wotton  .     . 

Croeseft  Sons. 

Evans,  Randall  ft  Co. 


Scott  ft  Co. 
T.  D.  Dutton. 
LewtyftCo.  .     .     . 

Gibson,  Usher  &  Co. 
Lawson  ft  Co.      •     . 

F.  H.  White. 

Stow,  Preston  ft  Co. 

Bower  ft  Co.  .     .     . 
/Moon  ft  Co. 
\B.  W.  Parker. 

T.  L.  Yates. 


Co-Bespoodanfa. 


0.  Robinson  ft  Co. 


Humphreys  ft  Son. 
L.  S.  Saunt. 
H.  A  Maude. 


T.  D.  Jones /or  Jones. 
Kingsford  ft  Co. 


Benson  in  Person. 
Mo  Diarmid   ft   Hill 

'or  Darwent 

'ood  ft  Wotton. 


Woo 


Evans,  Randall  ft  Co. 


Prior  ft  Co.  for  Inter- 
vener. 

Lawson  ft  Co. 


in  Person. 


SUMMARY  OF  PROBATE  ACTIONS  AXD  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES. 

Causes  before  Court  itself — Undefended     ..•,..        74 
Causes  before  Court  itself — Defended         ......        3-4 

Common  Juries 14 

Special  Juries 9 

Total  Actions  and  Causes        ••        131 
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FBOBATE  AOnONS  and  MATBIMONIAL  CAUSES  standing  OTor  by  Oonseat  or  otherwise,  or  stayed  i^  ndet:  lo  be 
replaced  in  the  List  of  Oanses  for  heating  on  the  Petitioner  giving  Ten  days'  Notice  in  writing  to  the  other  pattieBtn 
whom  an  appearance  has  been  entered,  and  filing  a  Copy  of  such  Notice  in  the  Begistry. 


Ro. 

NAME  OF  CAUSE. 

SOUCITOBS. 

PeUtioner'8. 

MICHAELMAS,  1899. 

1  W  J.S. 

Green,  A.  E.  v.  Green,  E.  W.    469.        .          (def.)  I  Jennings,      Son      & 

1      Allen." 
Vizard  v.  Vixard  &  Griffiths.    19978       .         (O.J.)  !  Riddell  ft  Co.      .     . 

0.  W.  Marriott. 

2     H.T). 

Ward,  Bowie  ft  Co.  . 

H.  Jacobs. 

1 

Long  ft  Gardner. 

8     H.D. 

Barclay  r.  Barclay  ft  Chetwynd      .        .         (8. J.) 

Gedge.  Eirby  ft  Mfl- 
lett 

Wontner  ft  Sons. 
G.  W.  Wallifl. 

MICHAELMAS,  1900. 

'     4  W  J.S. 

Gravea,  M.  A.  v.  Graves,  H.  •        .        .          (dcf.)  \  H.  A.  Sims     •     .     • 

Ford  ft  Ford. 

*  \  C.R. 

Getty,  W.  r.  Getty,  C.  B.       .        .        ^        (def.) 

Busk,  Mellor  ft  Co.^ . 

T.  B.  ft  W.  Nelson. 

6     W.D. 

Greaves,  E.  M.  K.  C.  v.  Greaves,  C.  J.  (def.)  stayed 

W.  L.  Walker      .     . 

In  PerEon. 

7     H.D. 

Clarke  v.  Clarke  ft  Page        .         .     (def.)  stay  sec. 

Windsor,  ft  Co.     .     • 

R.P.IL  Watts    .     . 

J.  Morloy. 

8     H.D. 

Hnghes  v.  Hnghes,  Taubfliohen  and  Bayer        (di  f.) 

stay  sec. 

C.  V.  Yonng  ft  Co.   . 

Lewis  ft  U'wia. 

9     W.D. 

Phillips,  L.  M.  t?.  PhiUips,  A.  E.    .        •      (undtf) 

Andrews  ft  Andrews. 

10     H.N. 

Birch  V.  Bitch  orse.  Howarth .  (in  oamerft)        (def.) 

(tay  SCO. 

E.  Fiti-Gerald    •     • 

H.  B.  Sewell. 

11  W.J.S. 

Hawkins,  A.  E.  v.  Hawkins,  J.  8.  B.       .       (nndef.) 

Dhnns,  Baker  ft  Co., 

Preston,  Stow  ft  Co. 

12  W.J.8. 

Spurr,  M.  W.  V.  SpuTT,  M.  B..         •         •       (undef) 

In  Person. 

13  W.J.8. 

White,M.P.r.^hite,F.J..         .         .          (C.J.) 

Walker  ft  Bowe  .     . 

Blair  ft  Girling. 

14     W.D. 

Theobald,  E.  E.  v.  Theobald,  A.  G.         .        •  (def.) 

Biggs,  Boche  ft  Co.  . 

Cameron  ft  Ca 

15     H,D. 

Craymer  v.  Craymer  ft  Williama     .    (O.J.)  stay  sec. 
Lines  v.  Lines  ft  Thorp.         .         •     (def.)  stay  sec. 

T.D.  Jones    .     .     . 

Stewart  ft  Ainger. 

16     H.D. 

Smiles  ft  Co. .     •     . 

H.  A.  Sims    .     .     . 

H.  A.  Sbnsi 

17     H.D. 

Sturgess  v,  Stargess  ft  Lapthomo  .     (def.)  stay  sec. 

Appe  ft  Son   •     •     • 
T.White  ft  Sons.     . 

W.  H.  Curtis. 

18  W.J.S. 

Lloyd-Boberts,  P.  G.  M.  v.  Lloyd-Boberts,  G.  H. 

(def.) 
McAvoy,  V.  V.  McAvoy,  P.  W.  .     .         .          (def ) 
Dickinson,  M.  V.  Dickinson,  J.  P.   .        (C.J.)  stayed 

Soames  ft  Co. 

•    19  WJ.8. 

W.  H.  Armstrong     . 

Wells  ft  Son. 

20  W.J.8. 

J.  A.  Whitehead.      . 

Marsden  ft  Son. 

^^  \  C.R.  / 

Grant,  H.  M.  t>.  Grant,  J (def.) 

H.  E.  Moojen.     .     . 

Howard  ft  Shelton. 

22     W.D. 

Warwick,  J.  P.  v.  Warwick,  G.  J.  .         .         .  (def.) 

Turner  ft  Co. .     .     . 

Colyer  ft  Colyer. 

23  W.J.S. 

Bennett,  B.  M.  v.  Bennett,  J.  M.    .         .         .  (def.) 

J.  K.  Torkington.     . 

P.  A.  8.  Stern. 

„ ,  rw.B.  \ 

Armitage,  C.  E.  v.  Armitage,  P.      .         .         .  (def.) 
MICHAELMAS,  1901. 

Woodcock  ft  Co. .     . 

Ayrton,  Biscoe  ft  Co. 

25     H.D. 

Butherford  v.  Butherford  ft  Jennings  (def.)  stay  see. 

Cree  ft  Son     .     .     . 

Pyke  ft  Parrott. 
Woosnam  ft  Smith. 

26     W.D. 

Kranse,  M.  J.  F.  E.  v,  Kranse,  J.  G.  W.  (def.)  stayed 

Goldberg  ft  Co.    •     . 

27     H.D. 

Tittley  r.  Tittley  ft  Walsh     .         .     (def.)  stay  sec 

A.  Syrett  .... 

Stewart  ft  Ainger. 

28     H.D. 

Goodwin  r.  Goodwin  ft  Bentley      .        .        .(C.J.) 

OsbomftOsbom.     . 

iH.  Mear. 
Sharpe,  Parkers  &  Co. 

29     W.D. 

West,  A.  E.  r.  Weet,  E.  J.  W          .         .      (undef.) 

G.  B.  W.  Digby. 

80    W.D. 

Wright  r.  Wiight,  Montrie  ft  Dark          .  cited  (dtf.) 

Colyer  ft  Colyer  .     . 

H.  Bumney    .     .     .  ' 

P.  Cherry /or  Moutiie. 

81  W.J.8. 

Hnlme,  E.  E.  M.  t7.  Hnlme,  A.  E.   .         .      (undef) 

Prior  ft  Co. 

82  W  J.8. 

Martin,  J.  H.  r.  Martin,  A.  J.          .         .           (def.) 

Oobom  ft  Osbom 

Plunket  ft  Lea-Ter. 

S3  WJ.8. 

Lyles,  S.  v.  Lyles,  F (def.) 

Chefctcr  ft  Co.      .     . 

Helder,  Roberto  ft  Ca 

84     W.D. 

Orton,  P. «.  Orion,  W.  E.        .         .         .          (S.J.) 

Lewis  ft  Lewis    .     . 

Peacock  ft  Goddard. 

35     W.D. 

Barry,  K.  V.  M.  r.  Barry,  J.  H.      .         .           (def) 

B  )o(h  ft  Sraee      .     . 

Horcourt  ft  Co. 

86     H.D. 

Evans  v.  Evans  ft  Dorling      .         .    (C.J.)  stay  sec.     Upton  ft  Britton  .     •  | 

Stewart  &  Ainger. 

37  W.J.8. 

Marsland,  A.  1?.  Marsland,  P 

Hewitt  ft  Urquhart  . 

Rowcliffes&Co. 

38     W.D. 

Fisher,  E.  S.  v.  Fisher,  A.  E.           (undef.)  stay  cv)m. 

Odbom  ft  Odbom. 

39     H.N. 

Ynles  V.  Yules  orse.  Solomon  .         .     (def.)  stay  sec. 

Hamlin  &  Co..     .     . 

A.  Solomon. 

40     H.D. 

Wales  V.  Wales  ft  Fenton       .         .    (dof.)  stay  sec. 

Hanne  ft  Son .     .     . 

W.  N.  M.  Scutts. 

41     HJ). 

Phillips  V.  Phillips  ft  Campbell       .     (def.)  stay  sec. 

Headley  ft  Roberts   . 

Chapmun    &    Stone- 
house. 
H.H.  Price    .     .     • 

42     H.D. 

Diirrschmidt  r.  Diirrschmidt  ft  Fischer  (C  J.)  stay  sec 

Lee,  Ockerby  &  Co.  . 

H.  H.  Price 

43     H.D. 

McGill  V.  McGill  ft  Lees        .         .     (C.J.)  stay  sec. 

W.  L.  Walter      .     . 

Smiles  ft  LitchfleM. 

44     H.D. 

Goodwin  v,  Goodwin,  'White  ft  Smith  (S.J.)  stay  sec. 

Everett  A  Hodgkinson 

J.  B.  ft  F.  Purchase  . 

L.  Stroud /or  White 

45     H.D. 

Hnlin  v.  HuUn  ft  Evans         .        •        •      (undef.) 

Judge  &  Pritstley, 
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SAia  or  Cion. 


SOUCTTOBS. 


46 

H.a 

47 

rw.  B.\ 

,0.  R./ 

•  48 

W.D. 

49 

H.D. 

50 

H.D. 

Qriflttiths,  W.  P.  ».  Grifflthe,  0.        .  •          (S.J.) 

Aicher,  A.  E.  v.  Archer,  A.  J.        .  .           (def.) 

Dering,  E.  A.  v.  Bering,  D.  N.  B.  .  .         (und.) 

Le  Voi  V,  Le  Voi  &  Applewhaite    .  (def.)  stay  Bee. 

jHokson,  E.  F.  v,  Jaokaon,  I.  .        .  (def.)  stay  sec. 


PetlfcioQ<s. 


Wool  &  S.-^DB  . 

F.  A.  S.  Stem 

Bate  &  Go. 
E.  LeVoi.     . 
Bowe&  Maw. 


B«qMndent'8. 


Grant,  Buloraig  &  Co. 
Oibom  &  Oabom. 


Fallows  &  Rider. 
Bachelor  &  Cousins. 


Co-] 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 
PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY  DIVISION. 

ADMIEALT  T.— TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


Ship  "Ahmadi" 

„  **Alma" 

n  •*  AlVARES  CAB.-UL  " 

n  *'AbRACAN" 

»  "AfifiCNTA" 

n  **ACNI8'* 

I.  "Ballochbtne" 

n  "BeECHOBOVB" 

„  "Benmohb" 

n  **BibKHALL" 

„  "Boileau" 

„  "BoBDEB  Knight" 

n  *•  BbaTOB  •• 

n  "BcCKIXOHAM'* 

n  "COBDILLEBAS" 

»      Ditto  ' 


•*  Chili  " 

"COMMKBCIAL" 
"COXISTOX" 

•*Dai.ton  Hall** 
"Dana" 

*•  DiLKEBA  " 

**DujLm  OF  Buceinghau" 

••Ebica" 

** Garland  and. Alice'* 

"Gemma" 


ACTIONS  FOB  TBIAL. 

Ship  "Gebmania"  55 

„     "  Harlington  " 
80       „    «*Hebc0le8" 
»     "Hermes" 
»    «Hero3" 

Ditto  60 

„    **  Hebscuell  " 
85       „    •'Ibis- 

„      "ILOS- 
"  IXIA  *• 

^    "J.  W.  Wendt»*  65 

„    «*  Khabtoum  " 
40       „    "Kinoswood" 

„      **K0RNIQ  WILLEM  I.'* 

„  "Ladt  Tbnnant" 

„  «  Lake  Michigan  *'  70 

„  «  Lamia  L." 

45  .    „  •*,Lanchesteb" 

„  *•  Langlet  " 

„  "Lealta" 

Ditto  75 

„     "LiGUBIA  P." 
50       „    "Loch  Ryan" 
„    "Labgo  Bay" 

„      "  MANrUNIA  " 

„    **  Marpessa  " 

„    "  Munificent  "  81 


Ship  «M0NTB.iB8" 

„  "  Newington  " 

„  "Numidia" 

„  «Ole  Bull" 

„  "Onyx" 

„  «  POPLAB  " 

„  "Pebsevebakce" 

„  "Queen  Oloa" 

Ditto 

„  "  Regenstein  " 

„  "  Rottebdam  " 

„  "  Sancki  Mabu  " 

^  "Sh\ndon*' 

„  "SfLIEVE  Rae" 

„  "  soestdyk  " 

„  "Surrey" 

„  "Sussex  Belle" 

„  "Scthbrland" 

„  "Tergeste" 

„  "Thorsten" 

„  "Truda" 

„  "Umtata" 

„  "Vera" 

„  "ViLLE  DE  St.  Nazaibe" 

„  "  Wellgunde  " 

„  "  Wyandotte  " 

„  "Zaba" 


APPEALS   TO   THE   DIVISIONAL   COURT. 


Ship  "  Achilles  " 
„   "Gbecian" 


SUMMARY.— Aodons  for  Trial 


Ship  "  Statteb  V.  Thomason** 
„    "Roveb" 


81 :   Appeals  to  Diyisional  Court 


4— Total 


83. 


iiiiiOBANDUM.^No  complete  List  of  Actions  to  be  tried  in  this  Diyision  during  Trinity  Sittings  can  be  given  in  advance,  as  the  number 
and  order  in  which  they  will  be  tried  are  necessarily  dependent  upon  the  presence  in  this  Country  of  Seafaring  Witnesses  whose 
moyements  are  unavoidably  uncertain.    The  List  will  therefore  be  subject  to  idterations  and  additions. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


TRINITY  EXAMINATION^  1902. 


GENERAL  EXAMINATION  OF  STUDENTS  OF  THE 
INNS  OF  COURT, 

^^QiLincda's  Inn  Hall,  I2th,  \Zth,  Uth,  loth  and  l^th  May, 
1902. 


FINAL  EXAMINATION. 

CLASS  L 
Cockle,  Ernest,  Gray's  Inn. 
Uewart,  Gordon,  Inner  Temple. 
Knight,  Henry,  Middle  Temple. 
Studentship  of  100  guiueas  a  year,  tenable  for  three  years. 

Tebbs,  Herbert  Louis,  Gray*s  Inn. 
Wheatley,  Ferdinand  Morrey,  Middle  Temple. 
Certificates  of  Honour. 

Note. — The  Studentship  would  have  been  awarded  to  Mr.  Cjockle 
Imd  he  not  been  disqualified  by  age.  ^.^^^^^  ^^  GiOOgk    ^ 
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GLASS  n. 

Abdullatif,  Abdallatif  Gamrudin,  Oray*8  Inn. 

Downing,  Stanford  Edwin,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Qreenfieid,  Thomas  Joseph  Martineau,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Hiynedy,  Michael  John,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Headley,  Robert  Hollowell,  Middle  Temple. 

Hnrst,  Gilbert  Harrison  John,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Jones,  Bobert  Leetham,  Inner  Temple. 

Knox,  Stuart  George,  Middle  Temple. 

Neill,  John  William,  Llnoohi's  Inn. 

Nixon,  Bichard,  Grav's  Inn. 

Palmer,  Herbert  Richmond,  Middle  Temple. 

Prasad,  Jwala,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Raebum,  William  Norman,  Middle  Temple. 

Trickett,  WUfrid  Richard,  Middle  Temple. 

Walker,  Joseph,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Wason,  Rigby,  Middle  Temple. 

Watt,  Ernest  Alexander  Stuart,  Inner  Temple. 

GLASS  m. 
Ahsan-ul-Haq,  Lincoln's  Ian. 

All,  Syed  Amir,  Inner  Temple. 

Ali,  Syed  Mustafa,  Middle  'l^mple. 

Anwer,  Ali  Husain  Mohamed,  Gray's  Inn. 

Atkinson,  Evelyn  Leigh,  Middle  Temple. 

Bacon,  Alban  Francis  Langley,  Inner  Temple. 

Bahree,  Amin  Chand,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Beachcroft,  Philip  Maurice,  Inner  Temple. 

BelUioB,  Baphael  Emanuel,  Middle  Templa 

Bell,  Edward  Soott  Moberley,  Inner  Temple. 

Bhabha,  Jehangir  Hormasii,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Bomanji,  Framroze  Ratanji,  Gra/s  Inn. 

Bose,  Sudhansu  Mohan,  Gray's  Lin. 

Boyle,  Edward  Gumey,  Inner  Temple. 

Brigstocke,  George  Robert,  Inner  Temple. 

Carnegie,  Robert  Ferrier,  ICiddle  Temple. 

Carr,  Cecil  Thomas,  Inner  Temple. 

Cawley,  Harold  Thomas,  Inner  Temple. 

Chaudhuri,  Amiya  Nath,  Lincoln's  Lm. 

Cipriani,  Leonetto  Paul,  Inner  Temple. 

Coke,  George  Herbert,  Middle  Temple. 

Crane,  Lucius  Fairchild,  Middle  Temple. 

Devenish,  Henry  Noel,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Erie,  Christopher,  Inner  Temple. 

Evans,  William  John,  Gray's  Inn, 

Fenelon,  John  Joseph,  Middle  Temple. 

Fildes,  Frederic  Luke  Val,  Inner  Temple.^, 

Garrett,  John  Henry,  Middle  Temple. 

Geddes,  James  Richard  Congreve  Hildebrand,  Inner  Temple. 

Ghose,  Akfehaya  Kumara,  Inner  Temple. 

Ghose,  Hem  Chandra,  Gray's  Inn. 

Grissell,  Thomas  de  la  Garde,  Inner  Temple. 

Gupta,  Satish  Chandra,  Grav's  Inn. 

Heahr,  John  Crichton,  Gray's  Inn. 

Henderson,  Ian  Macdonald,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Home,  Frank  Mansfield,  Gray's  Inn. 

Hunter,  Thomas  Mansfield,  Inner  Temple. 

Hyder,  Mohammad  Wahajuddin,  Middle  Temple. 

Jevons,  Thomas  Scton,  Inner  Temple. 

Kamodia,  MatUal  Chhotalal.  Gray^s  Inn. 

Lawrence,  Alfred  Clive,  Middle  Temple. 

Le  Conte,  Jules  Louis,  Middle  Temple. 

Mande,  Ralph  Alexander,  Middle  Temple. 

Maxwell,  William  George,  Inner  Temple. 

Nai  Chote,  Inner  Temple. 

Nang,  Rabindra  Kumar,  Gray's  Inn. 

Navalkar,  Moreshwar  Vina  Yak,  Inner  Tomple. 

Peake,  Edward  Gordon,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Pearson,  Herbert  Grayhurst,  Inner  Temple. 

Pickering,  George  Hunter,  Inner  Temple. 

Pillai,  Gtovindan  Paramaswaran,  Middle  Temple. 

Raj,  Samuel  Thomas,  Gray's  Inn. 

Ram,  Sant,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Sconce,  Herbert  William,  Inner  Temple. 

Surridge,  Charles  William  West^  Inner  Temple. 

Taraohand,  Jamshod  Karshedii,  Gray's  Inn. 

Tindal- Atkinson,  Edward  Hale,  Middle  Temple. 

Tripp,  Harold  Chamier,  Middle  Temple. 


Wetton,  Ernest  Deyan,  Middle  Temple. 
Wylde,  Claude  Bolton,  Inner  Temple. 
Yearwood,  Charles  Edward.  Inner  Temple. 
Yehya,  Shaikh  Mohummud,  Middle  Temple. 

Examined,  102.    Paned,84. 

Abdallatif;  Abdallatif  Camrndin,  Gray's  Lm. 
The  Barstow  Law  Scholarship. 

Two  Candidates  were  ordered  not  to  be  admitted  for  ezambttiiai 
again  until  Uie  Hilary  Examination,  1903. 


The  following  Students  passed  in  Boman  Law : — 

CLASS  L 

Cookie,  Ernest,  Gray's  Inn. 
Cuthbertson,  Thomas,  Inner  Temple. 

CLASS  IL 
Belloc,  Hilaire  Joseph  Peter  Rene,  Gray's  Inn. 
Du  Croz,  Charles  Frederick,  Middle  Temple. 
d'Unienville,  Loais  Arthur  Roger  Marrier,  Middle  Temple. 
Gk>mez,  Frederick  Isidore,  Bliddle  Temple. 
Gwynn,  John  Crowther,  Liner  Temple. 
Ibrahim,  Abon-el-Magd,  Inner  Temple. 
Isitt,  Sidney  Frederick,  Middle  Temple. 
Jago,  William,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Kidd.  Hugh  Lionel,  Middle  Temple. 
Nabarro,  David  Nunes,  Inner  Temple. 
Seton,  Christopher  Elphinstone^  Lincoln's  Inn. 

CLASS  IIL 
Bhattaoharji,  John  Puma  Chandra,  Gra/s  Inn. 
Bishop,  Frederick  John,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Bower,  George  Frederick,  Inner  Temple. 
Brand,  Hon.  Robert  Henry,  Inner  Temple. 
Brownsword,  Harry,  Inner  Temple. 
Cottingham,  Edwaid  Roden,  Inner  Temple. 
Dobson,  Bernard  Patrick,  Inner  Temple. 
Edwards,  David,  Gray's  Inn. 
Gathorne-Hardy,  Geoffrey  Malcolm,  Inner  Temple. 
Hall,  John  Edwurd  Kenyon,  Inner  Temple. 
Hannah,  John  Campbell,  Inner  Temple. 
Hartley,  David  Harvey  Johonn,  Middle  Temple. 
Hartree,  Cyril,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Herbert,  John  Selwood,  Middle  Temple. 
Just,  Albert  Wolfgang,  Gray's  Inn. 
Lopez,  Adolph  Eugene,  Middle  Teniple. 
Loyd,  Lewis,  Frederic  Innes,  Inner  Temple. 
Lyons,  James  George,  Middle  Temple. 
Marshal],  Philio  TwoUs,  Inner  Temple. 
Mehra,  Nehal  Chand,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Merriman,  Frank  Boyd,  Inner  Temple. 

Monro,  Harold  Edward,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Nang,  Rabindra  Kumar,  Gray's  Inn. 

NlchoUs,  Harold  Alfired  Alford,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Nichols,  Reginald  Hugh,  Gray's  Inn. 

O'Shaughnessy,  Nelson  Jarvis  Waterbnry,  Inner  Temple. 

Parr,  Robert  Thurstan  Leyland,  Inner  Temple. 

Parry,  Ernest  John,  Gray's  Inn. 

Powers,  Clifford  Stickn^,  Inner  Temple. 

Senanayeke,  Frederick  Richard,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Youles,  Arthur  Blennerhassett,  Inner  Temple. 

Wills,  Victor  Butler,  Middle  Temple, 

Woodward,  Robert,  Junr.,  Inner  Temple. 

Young,  Edward  Hilton,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Examined,  73.    Passed,  47. 
One  Candidate  was  ordered  not  to  bo  admitted  for  examinttH* 
again  until  tJie  Hilary  Ihcamination,  1903. 

The  following  Students  passed  in  ConstUuiioiuil  Lav  §d 
Legal  History : — 

CLASS  L 
Cockle,  Ernest,  Gray's  Inn. 
Hills,  Reginald  Playfair,  Inner  Temple. 

CLASS  IL 
Booth,  Sydney  Russell,  linooln's  Inn. 
Brand,  Hon.  Robert  Henry,  Inner  Temple,     j 
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Bridge,  Erie  Andrew,  Linooln's  Inn. 
CBmmiade,  LouiB  Aime,  Middle  Temple. 
Chryssafinia,  Nicholas  George,  Middle  Temple. 
Crane,  Lacini  Fairchlld,  Middle  Temple. 
Ellis,  Henry  Gnjsulf  Bertram,  Linooln's  Inn.       , 
Elnfainstono,  Lancelot  Henry,  Linooln's  Inn. 
Hfudm,  AMul,  Gray's  Inn. 
Hanson,  Piiilip  Herbert,  Middle  Temple. 
Hosain,  Slielkh  Bhahid,  Middle  Temple. 
Harks,  Harry  Cecil,  Inner  Templa 
Solomon,  Lawrence,  Linooln's  Inn. 
StcTens,  Frederick  Guy,  Inner  Temple. 

GLASS  UL 

Alabaster,  Ghaloner  Grenyille,  Inner  Temple* 

Azhar,  Syed  All,  Middle  Temple. 

Bailey,  George  William,  Inner  Temple. 

Barker,  Cecil  Charles,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Bawen,  Francis  MouU,  Storer,  Gray's  Inn. 

Bower,  Thomas,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Borrows,  Charles  Lionel,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Cheron,  Aodr^  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Ghorehill,  Gordon  Seton,  Inner  Temple. 

Clinch,  Frederick  Arnold,  Middle  Temple. 

Cox,  Leslie  ColYllle,  Inner  Temple. 

Donnan,  Bedford  Lockwood,  Inner  Temple. 

Danbar,  James,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Elahi,  Mohammed  Fazal,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

EJis,  Charles  Bower  Radolyffe,  Inner  Temple. 

FeDton,  Arthur  Wellington,  Middle  Temple. 

Oanaway,  Garnet  Wells,  Lincoln*s  Inn. 

Gibbon,  Edward  Llewellyn  Lloyd,  Inner  Tomple. 

Goodhart,  Emoet  Frederick,  Inner  Temple. 

Gnbbins,  Charles  Frederick  Rom,  Inner  Temple. 

Hannen,  Jamee  Archibald  Winsland,  Inner  Temple. 

Healy,  John  Crichton,  Gray's  Inn. 

HiUier,  Francis  Marshall,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Howard,  Algar  Henry  Staflbrd,  Middle  Temple. 

Kingsbury,  George  Chadwiok,  Middle  Temple. 

Lincoln,  John  Belrouth,  Inner  Temple. 

Lyons,  James  George,  Middle  Temple. 

Maclean,  Allan  Somerset  Hope,  Middle  Temple. 

Marshall,  Arthur  Harold,  Gray's  Inn. 

Moss,  Frederick  Wood  Collins,  Inner  Temple. 

Orr,  John  Wellosley,  Middle  Temple. 

Beyntiens,  Nicholas  Serge,  Inner  Temple. 

8awbny,  Bodh  R^,  Lincoln's  Ian. 

Billey,  Reginald  John,  Gray's  Inn. 

Singb,  Autar,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Thomas,  Leonard  Rhys,  Middle  Temple. 

Waley-Cohen,  Charles,  Inner  Temple. 

Walker,  Joseph,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Watt,  Ernest  Loraine,  Inner  Temple. 

Whyte,  Charles  Graham,  Inner  Temple. 

Wood-Smith,  Henry  Stephen,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Yates,  Joseph  Meryyn  St.  John,  Inner  Temple. 

Yearwood,  Charles  Edward,  Inner  Temple.  . 

Examined,  82.       Passed,  59. 


CLASS  IIL 

All,  Mnrtaza,  Linooln's  Inn. 

Blake,  Henry  Haryey,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Bodeker,  Albert  William,  Middle  Temple. 

Botry-Pigott,  Dayrell,  Middle  Temple. 

Burrows,  Charles  Lionel,  Linooln's  Inn. 

Colledge,  John  Theodore,  Inner  Temple. 

Combe,  Robert  George  Nicholson,  Middle  Temple. 

Crawford,  Stanley  Charles  Russell,  Inner  Temple. 

Croysdale,  John  Hawkshaw,  Inner  Temple. 

Ddlzell,  Lord,  Inner  Temple. 

Dayies,  Francis  Abaja  Ommnkn,  Middle  Temple. 

Dibb,  Christopher  Eirnest,  Linooln's  Inn. 

Falkaer,  George  William,  Linooln*s  Inn. 

Hazlerigg,  Sir  Arthur  Grey,  Inner  Temple. 

Hewlett,  John  Hardy,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Hoskins,  Charles  Joseph  Alexander,  Middle  XomplOi 

Howat,  George  Rnthmd,  Middle  Temple. 

Jenks,  Shirley  Hatton,  Middle  Temple. 

Joues,  George,  Gray's  Inn. 

Eariapa,  Apparandra  Bohanna,  Middle  Temple. 

Leggett,  Henry  Anprer^  Middle  Temple. 

Medd,  Arthur,  Cuthbert,  Inner  Temple. 

Neyille-Bagot,  William  Hugh,  Inner  Temple. 

O'Brien,  Hon.  Donough,  Inner  Temple. 

Ridges,  Edward  Wayell«  Linooln's  Inn. 

Sawhny,  Bodh  Raj,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Sawyer,  Ralph  Fitz-James,  Inner  Temple. 

Sen,  Harend(ra  Nath,  Gray's  Inn. 

Sharma,  Pandit  Goyind  Sahai,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Shepherd-Cross,  Cecil  Herbert  Shepherd,  Inner  Temple. 

Singh,  Amar,  Linooln's  Inn. 

Stephens,  Thomas  Smithson,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Swann,  Frederic,  Inner  Temple. 

Tew,  James  Scott,  Inner  Temple. 

Tyabji,  Faiz  Hassan  Budmddin,  Middle  Temple. 

Valetta,  John  Paul,  Inner  Temple. 

Waley-Cohen,  Charles,  Inner  Temple. 

Walker,  Joseph,  Linooln's  Inn. 

Walter  Bpepnen,  Lincoln's  Inn* 

Wing,  Tycho,  Inner  Temple. 

Woodward,  Robert,  Junr.,  Inner  Temple. 

WooU,  Edward,  Inner  Teinple. 

Yearwood,  Charles  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 

Examined,  81.    Paoed,  57. 

One  Candidate  was  ordered  not   to  be   admitted  for  examina- 
tion again  until  the  Hilary  Examination,'  1903. 


Evidence,    Procedure 


^e  foU^wlDg   Studentfl   passed    in 
yivU  and  Criminal),  and  Criminal  Law, 

CLASS  I. 
Cockle,  Ernest,  Gray's  Inn. 
Holms,  John  Mitchell,  Inner  Temple. 

CLASS  XL 
AbduUatif,  Abdullatif  Camrudin,  Gray's  Inn. 
Atkinson,  Robert  Hugh  Montgomery  Buddie,  Middle  Temple. 
Bailey,  George  William,  Inner  Temple. 
Coe,  Frederick  Augustus,  Middle  Temple. 
Donnan,  Bedford  Lodcwood,  Inner  Temple. 
Dudley- Wartl,  William.  Inner  Temple. 
Hastings,  Patrick  Gardiner,  Middle  Temple. 
Jardine,  William  Ellis,  Middle  Temple. 
Michelm,  William  Plunkett,  Middle  Temple. 
Trapnell,  John  Graham,  Inner  Temple. 
Tomer,  Alexander  Kingsley,  Middle  Temple. 
Williams,  Ralph  Angnstin,  Inner  Temple. 


By  Older  of  the  Council, 
(Signed) 


CouirciL  Ohambkr, 
LnrooLN's  Iirv. 

21ik  May,  1902. 


MACVAQHTEir, 

Chairman, 


APPOINTMENT. 

May  23.  The  KING  has  been  pleased  to  giro  directions  for  the 
appointment  of  Alfired  George  Lasoelles,  Esq.  (Klng*s  Advocate, 
Cyprus),  to  be  Attorney-General  of  the  Island  of  Ceylon. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


John  William  Price,  John  Sydenham  Francis,  and  Spencer  Bernard 
Kendall  (Keodall,  Price  &  FranoisX  Solicitors,  61  Carey  Street, 
by  mutual  coMent  as  from  September  29,  1901.  The  said  buslneos 
will  in  futnre  be  carried  on  by  J.  W.  Prioe  and  S.  B.  Kendall  under 
the  style  aforesaid. 

Arthur  Torriano  Rickards  and  Henry  Ainslie  Hill  (Hill,  Son  k 
Rickarda),  Solicitors,  40  Old  Broad  Street,  as  from  May  13.  In 
futurd  such  business  will  be  carried  on  by  A.  T.  Rickards  under  the 
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Second  Editioni  demy  Svo.,  clothi  278.  6d.|  including  8uppiement|  with  Cases  to  Date,  ISGBi 
%*  Ths  Bupplanient  oaai  be  had  sepflurstfl^^  Ump  dloth,  Sa.  6d. 

DARSir    ana    SOSJLMQXJET* 

OR  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SS300JT2D    3ir>ia?io2sr. 

BY 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister- 


at-Law.  i 

tea  of  Umita 


**  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  sinoe  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Boeanquet's  Treatise  on  the  Statntes 
tions.  During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  hsTii^ 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  I 
consul  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  deciaion.  And  intlM 
intcorval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  th 
Trustee  Act,  1888— and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  rehliDg  ti 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  111 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  eTftmiTtatti 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  lelialii 
gnide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foDofi 
substantially  tliat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  ft  Im 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  latterly  Beview, 

Loimov:  WILLIAM  OLOWBS  4  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishsbs,  7,  Flkkt  Stbut,  B.C, 


J 


SECOND  EDITION.    Demy  8m,  doth,  lOf.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THE    IiAW    KELATINa    TO> 

OOMFBIBDIO 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDOSTRl 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

Together  with  an  Appendix  containing  Model  Rtdes^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  ths  Treasury  Regtdations^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FULLER,   B.  A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister  at-Law. 

"We  can  thoroughly  recommend  the  pabUcetlon  to  the  Chief  end  District  OfflcUla  of  ell  Friendly  Sodetlee.''— l¥»an<Uy  Aeietier'  Jtsearder, 
**Mr.  Fnller  hea  dealt  with  the  law  and  pmctloe  relating  to  Friendly  Sodetiee  in  a  clear  and  oondae  manner,  and  hie  book  ahooU  be  in  the  bandi  of  iD  p«M 
ntereeted  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Sodetiee."— IfancAefter  Courier. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishsbs,  7,  Flebt  Stbebt,  S.0. 


Dwny  Bvo^  oloth,  18a.  M. 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANG 

aHE   LAW  AND   PRAOTIOE   OB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Bnles  and  Begnlationa  annota!)ed,  and  Forms  of  Instrmnents  aooompaiying  a  Mortgage  of  Secaiitieii| 
By   B.   B.   SPBNOEB    BBODHUBST,   M.A.,   B.O.L., 

OF  TBI  INHXB  TEMPLI,  BABB  IB  TEB- AT-LAW. 

**  Mr.  BrodhnnlfB  rolnme  is  one  that  we  can  cordially  recommend.*— ^nanciaZ  ITgmt. 

**We  esteem  the  work  as  extremely  yalnable.  Ita  anthor  hae  mastered  Stodi 
Eicfaange  tedmicalltiee  to  a  wondeiftu  extent,  and  esponnded  them  with  marked 
•biUtf.'^FinaneM  Timet, 


"We  esteem  the  work  a.  extremely  yalnahle.-  It.  «rthor  hM  masteied  Stod.    .^:;S^\£^VZS^^ 


by  the  itockbroker  and  the  lawyer."— AlicOort*  J<mmaL 


London:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street, E.0- 
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Demy  Qvo.,  cloth,  16s. 


The  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGLAND 

So  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  including  the  Intoxicating 
Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act^  1901,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 
WITH  A   FUZZ   APPENDIX    OF  STATUTES. 
By  JOHN  BBT70E  WULLIAMSON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  North-Eastem  Oircait,  Barrister-at-Law. 


'■lUi  book  iB  ft  new  and  Talwble  ooatribiitloa  to  the  Uw  m  to  Uoences.*— law 
kmoL 

*WaciatlMNoaghl7  noonnBend  ttie  book  to  all  pnctttionen  «iiigaged  in  Uoensiiig 
MltBBii''-^U<atort'  Journal. 

'Ml  WUUamson'a  irork  deMrres  fbe  hlgheot  oonuMndaikMi  for  tbe  thoroogh 


knowledge  of  Ua  Bnt()ect  which  the  author  has  ondoubtedly  brought  to  his  ez 
of  the  law  and  the  clearness  and  conciseness  of  the  language  in  which  hia  c' 
iaoonched.**— Ifandketter  Guardian. 

**  The  law  of  licensing  hsa  never  before  been  set  oat  so  clearly  sad  ooBipre> 
hensiTely.''— Law  ^Marterly  Rnimm, 


London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitxd,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.O. 
Second  and  greaily  improved  Edition.    Demy  8to.,  doth,  St. 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

^  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferences  to  Decisions. 


OF  THS  LBGAOT  AND  BUC0BB8I0H  DUTT  DlPABTiaailT,  BOH 


Boun. 


"b  the  second  ediUon  ...  we  see  at  a  glance  the  tnddenoe  of  the  English  Death  Daties.  .  .  .  Should  prore  of  great  aerrke  ft>r  nadiy  raftmioe.''— -Law  Timet 
*  Wa  tendar  onr  shaxe  of  thanka  to  Mr.  Harris,  whose  competence  to  do  the  work  he  hsa  undertaken  ia  mdonbted."— JMOUntoiiC. 
"Wa  o«Usr  the  work  Is  one  of  great  pracUcal  yalne  to  soUdton."— /HA  Low  Timu, 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Fleet  Stbeet,  E.C. 

Second  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  dotli,  888. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

I  By    THOMAS   BRETT, 

bf  tfie  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Utthrerai^;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  College, 
Dnblin;  Eaehibitioner  in  Real  Propeity  and  Equity;   Holder  of  the  Firat  Certificate  of  Honour.  Mirharttnaa,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Clerke  and  Brett's  CouYeyandng  Acts ;  Author  of  Bretf a  Bankruptcy  Act,  ifS^Zf  snd  of 
L«adbis:  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorponted  Law  Society. 

'    %*  The  main  Idea  of  this  book  ii  to  bring  into  speoial  prominenoe  the  preaeat  and  liring  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  that 
ttich  ig  praotioally  obsolete^  so  far  as  it  ia  neoessaiy  to  enable  the  leader  to  understand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


*  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarefid 
""^^  .  .  It  IB  a  comprehensiye  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
in  a  marvellonsly  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
by  the  insertion  of  illnstratiye  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
instead  of  repnlsiye  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
Jng  recent  oases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
—.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  al  pp.  145-150,  may 
k  oommended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
ben  haproyed,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attraotiye  type  and 
nttTenient  size  of  the  yolumea." — 86lioit€/r^  JourndL 

"The  success  which  we  predicted   for   this   book  on   its   first 
!9pesnBkoe,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  iUly  aasiued,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  •  •  Mi,  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  faring  ont 
a  new  edition^  because  he  has  thus  been  affoided  an  opportunity 
of  ayailing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  the 
criticism  of  his  reyiewers,  by  correotine  the  errors  which  were  in- 
eyitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incoiporating  the  numerous 
Acts  which  haye,  smce  tiie  publication  of  his  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  actiye  legislature."— 
LawJowrndL 

**The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  1 
LawNoiei. 


Loeooh:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publi8Hbb8,  7,  Fleet  Stbebt,  E.O. 


Digitized  by 


C^oo^le 


178 THE  WEEKLY  NOTES.  [May  31 


,199| 


SevenOt  EOition,     RoytU  Svo„  cloth,  88s. 


ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaiiimg  a  full  expoBition  of  the  Principlefl  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankrupfcc? 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  Ue 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  witlt 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orden  ni 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c« 

BY 

GEORGE  YOUNG   ROBSON.   Esq, 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

*  In  spite  of  riyalB,  Beimn^i  Law  and  PraMte  in  Bankrwpte^—va  ezoellent  treatiBe,  we  alwaTB  thought— maintaing  its  pontkn  in  V 
lltemtnze.    It  has  now  entered  its  aeyenth  edition.    The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  Act 
the  Act  of  1890  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with.    The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Bale  ia  now  pat  at  the  end  of  the  Tolnme.    Bejond  ttiif  il 
are  no  changes.    The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  effloient  and  iip4»4l 
text-booik.''— Xoio  Times. 

**  This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisaly  considering  that,  in  oonsequence  of  the  n 
important  cases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desixable.    We  compliment  the  learned  aothcr  os 
'  wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  irark  dN 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  ooune  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  aooori 
editkms  the  same  praise."— Xms  Nairn. 

London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  LmmD,  Law  Publishsbs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C.  ^ 
^ 4 

Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  SOs. ;  cash  price,  24«.  (postage  7d.).  I 

THOMSON'S  COMPENDIUM  OF  MODERN  EQUITY 

Primarily  for  the  use  of  Practitioners  in  the  Chancery  Division— also  for  Bar  Students  and  Candidates  for 

Honours  at  the  Law  Institution. 

By  ANDREW  THOMSON,  Esq.,  B.A.,  LL.D.,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Formerly  Leetarer  cm  Eqiiity  to  the  Inoorparated  Law  Society;  and  aftenvardt  FnfoMor  of  Equity  to  the  Inns  of  Court;  kiSaatdi 
Txeatifle  on  the  Equity  Pnustioe  of  the  Ooonty  Oonrt  (with  Freoedenti), 


''WorOiyof  ftpIaoeoofheibelTacf  thepncttaliiglMnlftar.anliBweU  calwlgM  toB«?«MBftMonI«i«llkyBeucha]iioiict8Bi'boolsttidmfho(HI«L   Bwflli 

k»]aily  iwfol  to  ■oUdtor^r  e0peol«Uy  ihoae  who  have  not  Iaii«  libnriei       "  ** - --  -     ^   ,._....-.*.- - 

mcmiiment  to  the  tattniiig  of  an  antbor  of  vndoabled  ability."— Z4H0  Tiwtet. 


pcrtlcidailyiwAiltoioUdtor^  espedaUy  ihoae  who  have  not  laifo  Ubcariea;  whfla  Cor  advanoed  ttndcnta  it  will  faa  an  excellent  eeocnd  book.    Ob  the  vlioK  ttiit 


LoiTDOH:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lnnrm),  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fldtp  Strbbt,  KO. 


NOW  BEADY.    Demy  8m,  oloth,  lOt. 

A  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insnraniit 

By  M«  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S  J.,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

AuffuMT  ef  **-4  Digest  of  the  Law  of  Bills  of  Exchange,^  "  Ths  Sale  of  Goods  Act^  including  the  Factors  Acts!'  I 

AMD 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Seoretftiy  of  the  Allianoe,  Marine  and  General  Anoianoe  Ca,  Ltd. 

••The  book  !■  a  most  oondse  and  valnable  ezpoeltion  of  the  extotlog  law,  and  we  cordfally  rr  on  mend  It  to  all  w'jo  have  to  do  with  marine  insomsoe.''— A^yi^tf 
••  We  feel  ran  that  both  lawyers  and  the  mercantile  world  will  welcome  this  addttian  to  legal  U'era'iare."—  U  lo  Timu, 

Londov:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publisbebs,  7,  Fian  SxBm,  SA 
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HOUSE   0  F   L  0  B  D  S.— No,  5.     Session  1902. 
iMt^  as  far  as  possible,  of  KFFBcnvK  Causes  only. 


CAUSES  STAXDiya  FOB  HEABING. 

Fsrquhanon  Brothefa  and  Company  v,  J.  King  and)  «_  *  j 
Company  .  .         .        ,        ..        T        ./  ^^«?"°°- 

Bartlett  v.  Volckman'and  Othera.    (Under  Compromise)  .     England. 

Comty  CouuoQ  of  County  of  Lanirk  v.  Glasgow  Court-)  «  n  , 
hoosee  Commisaionera         ..."        .        ,        .  j  bcotland. 

Alexander  Bennie  and  Son  «.  Henry  Ness  and  Company.)  «  ^i  i 
Limited    ,        .         .         .         .         .         .         /^  "^'j  Scotland. 

Steamship  '* Balmoral"  Company,  Limited  v.  Marten  ,  England. 
,  West  India  and  Panama  Telegraph  Company,  Limited  r.)  xj,  ,  j 
,  Cuba  Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  Limited  .  ./  -England. 
;  Baia  and  Others  v.  Bain  and  Others  (ex  pcirleaa  to  certain)  cs  ai  j 
!     Bespondents)     ...•:.../  Scotland. 

;  Ibo  Syndicate,  Limited  r.Wyler  •  .  •  .  .  England. 
I  Aoglo- Argentine  Live  Stock  and  Produce  Agency,  Limited)  xi  t  j 
\   t.Westoll .         ./  *^nS*and. 

bbrkbam  v.  Wemher,  Beit  and  Company        ,         .  .     England. 

Pteeve  V.  Lisle  and  Others      .         .         .         .         .  .     England. 

LoDdoa  and  Westminster  Bank,  Limited  v.  Smith    .  .     England, 

i  Jbcoon  V.  Erdkine,  Oxenford  and  Company  .  ,  ,  England. 
|Gtttoneda  and  Others  v.  Clyddbank  Engineering  and  Ship-)  «    .,     , 

r  bflilding  Company,  Limited  and  -Othera        .         .  .  /  »<^"a°^ 

^^edonian  Railway  Company  v,  Davidson  and  Othera  •     Scotland. 

•iXiwaon  and  Others  «.  Smart  and  Othera.        •        «  •     Scotland. 

MaKBi  V,  Ogden  and  Others  .        .        .        ,         .  .    England. 

/IfeFarlane  v.  Sir  John  Maxwell  Stirling  Maxwell    •  .     Scotland. 

';KottiDgham    Permanent    Benefit    Building   Society  v.)  -^     ,     . 

Thantan /  J  England. 

:  V.  Kemp  or  Nelson  and  Others    •         .         •         .     Scotland. 

I  and  Another  v.  Baumann  and  Others     .         .     England. 

flbee.  Limited  v,  Perfecta  Seamless  Steel  Tube  Company)  -c^^,     , 

Limited ./  England. 

'  £irl  of  Home  v.  Lord  Belhaven  and  Stenton  tt  €  contra    .    Scotland. 

Dean  and  Chapter  of  Chester  v.  Lord  Bishop  of  Chester)  « i    :» 

and  Another .        J  England. 

ypblin  United  Tramways  Company,  Limited  v.  FitzGerald    Lreland. 
miion  Brothers  Bobbin  Comi>any,  Limited,  and  Another\  v  ^i     ^ 
L  V.  Wilson  and  Company,  Bamaley,  Limited  .         .         .  /  ^^&^^^ 
|«don  and  North  Western  Railway  Company  v.  Walker)  tj.„^i«« j 
fand  Another      .         .        .        ....        J  England. 


Capital  and  Counties  Bank,  Limited  v.  Gordon 
Pelham  Clinton  v.  Duke  of  Newcastle     . 


•  England . 

•  England. 
Metropolitan  Railway  Company  v.  Great  Western  Railway)  t^     ,     , 

Coi£pany  and  Others.         .....        tj  England. 

Bradley  and  Another  v.  Carritt       .         .         .         •    -    .     England. 


CAUSES  WAITING  FOB  JUDGMENT.   * 


Edinburgh    and    District    Water  .Trastees   v. 
Clippens  Oil  Company,  Limited 


^Lord  Chanoellor.  * 
Lord  Macnaght^K 
Lord  Shand. 
Lord  Brampton. 
Lord  Robertson. ' 

<Lord  Lindley.     ' 

/Lord  Chancellor. . 
I  Lord  Macn^ghten. 
District  Committee  of  Lower  Ward  of  County  of,  Lord  Shand.      - 
Lanark  and  Others  v.  Provost,  &c.,  of  Ruthor-j  Lord  Davey.        / 

glen j  Lord  Brampton,  r 

I  Lord  Robertson.  , 
\Lord  Lindley. 

I  Lord  Chancellor. 
Lord  Shand.' 
Lord  Davey. 
Lord  Brampton.  ' 
Lord  Robertson. 

Lord  Chancellor.. 
Lord  Macnaghtom 
Lord  Shand. 
Jaason  v.  Driefontein  Consolidated  Mines,  Limited  |  Lord  Davey. 

I  Lord  Brampton, 
I  Lord  Robertson. 
^Lord  Lindley. 


CLAIMS  OF^PEERAGE  DEPENDING. 

Norfolk  (Earldom). 

Darcy  de  Knayth.  Meynill  and  Fauoonberg  (Baronies). 

Taaffe  (Claim  to  Vote). 

Poulett  (Earldom). 


OOUET  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TRINITY  aiTTINQB,  1902. 


1^ 

BOTA  OP  REGISTRARS  IN  ATTENDANOB  IN  THE  ENSOTNG  WEEK. 

Dm. 

SKBaoavoT     1        Appsai 
BoiA.                 Counn. 

! 

1CB.JI7STKQI 

MX.  Jcttiob 

Mb.  Jvanoi 
FABwau. 

Mb.  Juanoa 

BUOXIXT. 

Mb.  JUBTIOB 
JOTOB. 

Mb.  JoanoB 

^Af .   Jmia 

• 

Ifr.FaniMr 

Kr.OhQnh 

Mr.  Ktaig 

Mr.BMl 

Mr.W.  Leach 

Mr.  PamlMrloii 

Mr.B.Leadi 

Mr.  Qodft«j» 

\^      • 

10 

n    Uns 

„    OicsweU 

„    FanMT 

H    CaRlngUa 

M    Th«ed 

„    JaokiQB 

^    Godta^ 

«    R-Lewi 

*--.J. 

11 

„    TMi 

„    Ghnrdi 

„    Ktog 

M    Beal 

„    W.  Laadi 

„    Femberton 

.•   R.L»^ 

„    Jaaami 

J*«V       n 

12 

„    W.L^di 

„    ensweU 

„    ftontf 

„    GairliiglQii 

„    Theed 

„    JackKm 

„    Qodfirtv 

„    Pembeiton 

K           . 

IS 

„    Giwwdl 

^    Ghmdi 

M    Kl>8 

..    Beal 

M    W.  Leaoh 

„    B.  Leach 

„   Cuiliigtiiii 

*-«^        . 

14 

„   Chnzdi 

„     OlMWdl 

„    Fanntf            „    Carrington 

?„    Theed    \ 

„    JaokioB 

»    GWfrv 

'„    B-1 

As  Ung  TheotiMi  wi»  eonaieiwe  on  Wednuda^,  tkt  IVh  da^  q^  Auguit,  ami  UminaU  on  Thwrtdojf,  the  a3rtl  day  qf  October,  1902,  both  day*  indutivo- 
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INCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION. 


THE  FOLLOWIXG  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ARE  IN 
ALPHABETICAL  ORDER)  WERE  SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 
PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  THE  7th  and 
«TH  MAY,  1902  :— 


Frederick  Thomaa  Allen 
Horace  Richard  Andrews 
Creorge  Sydney  Belrnatein 
Herbert  Thomas  B  iliDgbroke 
John  Weldon  Bowker 
Thomas  Ewai  t  Hamer  BnatOTr 
Oeorge  Gordon  Buckeridgo 
William  Buckley 
Harold  Lindser  Buzzard 
-Jcffery  Grey  Carr 
Warren  Clarke 
Harry  Newsome  Clough 
Philip  Edward  Cooper 
William  Lindsay  Crawford 
George  Walton  Crickett 
William  Earle  Crompton 
Victor  Crooke 
•Joshua  Dawson 
Frederick  William  Derry 
Edward  Roy  Devonshire 
Arthur  Digby-Grecn 
John  Ralph  Duckworth 
Siicbard  Lisle  EsktU 
Cyril  Henry  Shentoo  Evaua 
Walter  Fielding 
Philip  Henry  Goddard 
Henry  Gunaon 
Aubrey  Walter  Harris 


Henry  WUliam  Morlev  Hasler 
Lawrence  Viotor  Hatfield 
James  Frederick  Hay 
Charles  Haywood 
Joseph  Hebron 
Edward  Ceoil  Hemiogwaj 
Edmnnd  John  Roslin  Hett 
Roger  Wilbraham  Hill 
Henry  Hodffe 
John  Gvrard  Homer 
Francis  Vangban  Hnghes 
William  Edward  Hughes 
Henry  Higham 
Walter  Wallace  Izard 
Percy  Watkios  James 
George  Johnson 
William  Jones 
Joseph  Harry  Kershaw 
Cuthbert  Francis  King 
William  Groysdale  Kitchen 
John  Singleton  Lamb 
Fred  Lecmard 
Percy  Henry  Liddle 
Harold  Ricnardson  Mangxiall 
John  Dalla  Mann 
George  Edward  Massey 
Ralph  Miller 
Llewellyn  Rees  Morgan 


Harold  Spencer  Morris 
Edward  Douglas  Mmraj 
Henry  John  Myers 
Kenneth  de  Harilland  OUard 
William  James  Palmer 
John  Anthony  Plirker 
Ross  Pildier  Pashlej 
Walter  Edward  Lnard  Pattisson 
Keith  Harper  Pearoe-Jones 
Arthur  Pickles 
Albert  Horace  PUbiow 
Edmnnd  Hubert  Plant 
Harry  George  Powell 
Henry  Gordon  Redman 
Rees  Morgan  Rees 
Robert  Ritson 
Sydney  Rogers 
William  Warwick  Sayers 
Bernard  Albert  Sehooling 


Leonard  WiHiam  Simpioa 
Edward  Sidebottom  8lack 
Frank  Douglas  Stalkm 
Thomas  Stayte 
Gerald  Owen  Stone 
Anthony  McHarg  Talt 
John  Pairs  Thomsi 
William  Morgan  TboniM 
Harry  Wall 

Thomas  Alfred  Waibaiton 
John  Perotyal  Waid 
Henry  Arthur  Dixon  Watta 
Robert  Cecil  West 
Charles  Ashwin  White 
Harold  Forbes  White 
Charles  E.  WUks 
George  Henry  WOsoa 
Guy  I>tfnis  Wilson 


By  Order  ci  the  Coonoil, 

E.  W.  W] 


Law  Socnmr's  Hall,  Chancbbt  Lahi, 
May  23fd,  1902. 


OtOtfUSf- 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Cecil  Dickinson  and  Charles  Henry  KesteTon  (Dkskinsoo  h 
yen).  Solicitors,  22  and  23,  Laurence  Ponntney  Lane,  Cannoa 
by  mutual  consent  as  from  May  1.     C.  Dickiosan  will  co 
practise  as  a  solicitor,  in  partnership  with  George  Juhn 
StoWbe,  at  ^he  ab^ve  address,  under  the  firm  of  Dickinson  &  StaW 

Arthur  James  Livesey  and  Alexander  William  Rof s,  Soiieitiil^ 

Manchester  under  the  style  of  Livesey  k  Ross,  and  at  SodM 

under  the  style  of  A.  M.  Gibb  k  Co^  by  mutual  consent  urn 

I  May  17. 


Seventh  Edition.     MaytU  Svo.,  Hoth,  38e. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY, 

Containiiig  a  full  exposition  of  ihe  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Banbaii 
Acts,  1883  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  B 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements « 
OreditoTS,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Oiden  i 
Forms,  including  Fonus  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  Ac. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq, 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

« In  spite  of  rivals,  RobwnU  Law  and  PradiM  in  Ai9amni<0y-«n  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— mwntaiiis  its  PM**^^^ .  _ 
CH^ature.  It  baa  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  befcoe  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  AA 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  flui  I 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Robson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  xi^ 
text-book-"— I/aw  Tim**, 

"  This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  hi  eooaeqaenoe  of^ 
I  ropoitant  cases  recently  decided  and  the  Issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  leaned  aathsr  «^ 
•wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankrupftoy  «»  "J 
be  without  it;  ard  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  aoocnl x«^ 
editions  the  same  praisc^^Iaw  AoIm. 

London  :  WILUAII  CLOWES  k  SOSS,  Limitid,  Law  Pubushibs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  KC. 
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COUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1903. 


BOTA  OF  BEGrSTRAItf  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUINQ  WEEK. 


June  16 

>  18 

.  19 

.  21 


SmMBKjr 

BOXA. 

AmAL 
OocnIL 

Mb.  jDanoB 

KUXWIOH. 

Mk.  JuBTiai 
Bnn. 

Mb.  JuRioi 
Fabwslu 

Mb.  JvanoB 

BUOKLBT. 

Mb.  JusnoB 

JOTCB. 

Mb.  Jumoi 
SWBFBa  Saot* 

M r.  BBulMrtoii 

Mr.  W.  LeMh 

Mr.Orawtfl 

Mr.Qodfinj 

Mr.JaakMtt 

Mr.Ctorlaslon 

Mr.  Famor 

Mr.  Thccd 

„   JackML 

„    Theed 

„    Church 

..IR-LMdi 

„    Pvnhoton 

•.     B«Bl 

„    Ktog 

„    W.LMcb 

„     KLCMh 

„    W.hmdk 

„   OnmU 

„    Gcdfr^ 

-    Jaiekm 

„    OKitDCkiai 

..    F««« 

»    XtoB 

»f    Ooilfrij 

„    Tbeed 

H   Chmth 

,,    B.  LMoh 

M    FMBbarUn 

«     B«Bl 

»    »»• 

^    FarBflr 

.>    Bad 

.,    W.  Lrn^ 

„    GrHweU 

M    Godftv 

«     jMkMI 

„    CuUbcIoii 

„    FarBflr 

..   Chnrdi 

H   CtoringtoD 

•„    Tlwed    . 

„    Chinch 

„    R.L«oh 

„    P«mb«toii 

»  B«a 

„    Ktog 

„•  0>ww«l> 

%*    n«  Xoiv  Voeatkm  wOl  om»m«iim  o»  IFeiiMiday,  (h^Otkdajff^  August,  amd  UnmimaU  on  TkttndOM,  tht  2ird  day  ^  OcMter,  1903,  \totk  dagt  indutiM- 


LAND  REGISTRY. 


NOTICE. 


Pending  the  erection  of  new  Offices  tlie  work  of  the  Middlesex 
Psedi  Department  of  the  Land  Registry  will,  on  and  after  Monday, 
raelGth  of  June,  bo  carried  oa  in  the  building  in  Bisliop's  Coart, 
^*-«— «r  i^ne,  lately  oocnpied  by  the  Patont  Office  Library. 


LAND  REGISTRY. 


The  Land  Begistry  will  be  Closed  on  the  26th,  27th,  and  28th  of 
Jane. 

Bt  Ordxb. 


INNS    OP   COURT. 


CALLS  TO  THE  BAB. 


TRINITY  TERM^  1902. 


The  under-mentioned  gentlemen  have  been  called  to  the  Bar  by  the 
midef^iiumtiooied  Honourable  Sooieties  :^ 

LINCOLN'S  INN. 

^        Johangir  Hormaeji  Bhabha.  New  Coll.,  Oxford,  B.  A. ;  Amin  Chand 

'  B»hree,  Edinburgh  Uniy.;  tan  H.  Henderson,  King's  ColUCamb., 

^  S^;  Anbrey  Holmes,  Balliol  Coll.,  Oxford,  B.A.;  Alan  McLean, 

Trin.  ColL,  Camb.,  B.A. ;  J.  W.  Neill ;  T.  P.  Black,  Edinburgh  Uniy. ; 

rr.  J.  M.  Greenfield,  Magdalen  CoU.,  Oxford,  B.A.;  M.  J.  Hamedy ; 

P.  C.  Vanghan,  C.C.C.,  Oxford ;  Kan  war  Hamam  Singh ;  Ban  Singh ; 

"^.^  B.  Weaver,  Trio.  Coll.,  Camb.,  M.A.,  LL.M.;   Ahtan-ul-Haq ; 

J«gat  Bam  Khoala;  Syed  Mahomed  Salih,  Allahabad  Uniy.,  B.A.; 

'-Synd  Naxeer-Hosain;  Hlra  Lai  Ahtya;  D.  C.  L.  Cree,  Uniyersity 

ColL,  Oxford,  BA. ;  Elisha  Arakie  Cohen,  Calcutta  Univ.,  M.A. ; 

Amiya  Nath  Chaudhnri, -Trinity  Hall,  Camb.,  B.A.,  LL.B. ;  and 

Joseph  Walker,  M.A.,  LL.D. 


INNEB  TEMPLE. 

Q.  Hewart,  M.A.,  Oxford,  holder  of  a  certificate  cf  honour,  awarded 
Trinity  Term,  1902 ;  L.  O.  Curtis,  B. A.,  Oxford ;  O.  B.  Brigstocke,. 
Oxford;  Akshaya  Knmara  Gbose,  Camb.;  H.  W.  Brodie,  B.A.^ 
Cumb. ;  Moreshwar  Yinayak  Navalkar,  BA.,  LL.B.,  Camb. ;  Christo- 
pher Erie;  B.  L.  Jones,  B.A.,  Camb.;  C.  E.  Yarwood,  B.A.,  LL.B., 
Camb. :  H.  G.  Pearson;  J.  E.  Walker,  B.A.,  Camb. ;  B.  J.  B.  Wont- 
ner,  M.A.,  Oxford;  J.  B.  Sandbach,  BA.,  Camb. ;  Harold  Boberts, 
B. A.,  Oxford;  H.  T.  Cawley,  B.A.,  Oxford;  W.  D.  Crewdson,  B.A.^ 
Camb. ;  C.  W.  W.  Surridge,  B.  A.,  Oxford ;  Syed  Amir  All,  Camb.  f 
and  B.A.,  Hyderabad;  F.  D.  Bruce,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  Camb.;  C.  B. 
Stephens;  T.  M.  Huntor,  B.A.,  Oxford;  D.  G.  Hemmant,  B.A., 
Oxford;  H.  C.  W.  Hawley,  B.A.,  Oxford;  J.  B.  Conyers;  Mom  Baja- 
wong  ISaiyut,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  Camb.;  E.  J.  Sampson,  LL.B.,  Owena 
Coll.,  Manchester;  C.  T.  Carr,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  Camb.;  N.  C.  Armitoge,. 
B.A.,  Camb. ;  C.  L.  CoUaid,  B.A.,  Oxford;  L.  P.  Cipriani;  Nai  Chote  v 
H.  D.  Cornish,  B.A.,  Camb. ;  and  J.  W.  Peirson. 

MIDDLE  TEMPLE. 

Shaikh  Mohnmmnd  Yehya;  S.  B.  Nightingale;  J.  B.  Bentier» 
British  Cdnsular  Senrioe,  Japan ;  H.  G.  O.  Marsh ;  Dayid  Williams 
G.  B.  Winch,  B.A.,  Trin.  Coll.,  Camb. ;  F.  D.  Bird,  a  member  of  the 
Madras  ProyincJal  Ciyil  iSeryioe,  J.  J.  Powell  prizeman,  1897;  Bigby 
Wason;  H.  B.  Y.  Bonsey;  G.  B.  Taylor;  B.  H.  Tindal-Atkinaon,. 
B.A.,  Trin.  Coll.,  Oxford;  0.  W.  Whitworth;  W.  B.  Triokett.  B.A., 
LL.B.,  C.C.C,  Camb. ;  J.  H.  Garrett,  M.D.,  Durham,  D.  P.  H.,. 
Camb.;  G.  H.  Coke,  M.B.,  B.So.,  Edinburgh;  Oheppudira  Thimmiah 
Maohaya;  Maung  Tinin:  E.  C.  M.  Trehem,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  CamU: 
Pramatba  Nath  Sen;  Bf onuy werood-Deen ;  W.  A.  Stephens;  Syed 
Alay  Aly  Baza;  P.  H.  V.  Nicolas;  H.9  G.  Greatrex;  A.  M.  Paddon; 
Govindan  Paramaswaran  Pillai,  B.A.,  Madras  Uniy.;  Shaikh 
Mohammad  Wahajnddin  Hyder;  B.  O.  Boberis;  Bobert  Simpson, 
M.A.,  Camb. ;  F.  T.  V.  Bayly ;  and  A.  A.  A.  Lucas. 

GBATS  INN. 

E.  Cockle,  certificate  of  honour  of  the  Council  of  Legal  Education 
Trinity,  1902;  J.  J.  Adams,  M.A.,  Boyal  Uniy.  of  Ireland, and  Qneen'a 
Coll.,  Belfast;  Satish  Chandra  Gupta,  Calcatta  Univ.;  H.S.Williams; 
Abdnlbitif  Camrudin  Abdul  Latif,  schoUr  of  St  John's  Coll.,  Camb.,. 
B.A.,  Barstow  law  scholar,  1902 ;  Jamsbed  Kharshedji  Taraoband ; 
Hem  Chaodra  Gboee,  B.A.,  Camb.;  Sudbansu  Mohan  Bose,  B.A., 
Cbrisfs  ColL,  Camb.,  and  Calcutta  Univ. ;  B.  Nixon,  B.A.,  Trin.  Coll., 
Dublin;  AU  Husain  Mohamed  Anwer;  Surendra  Nath  Chandra, 
Calcutta  Uniy. ;  M.  H.  Cox,  LL.B.,  Lotd.,  Lee  prizeman,  1902 ;  W.  J. 
Evans,  London  Univ.;  Atma  Bam;  G.  J.  Christian;  His  Honoar 
P.  C.  fc?myly,  LL.D.,  Trin.  ColL,  Dublin,  a  member  of  the  Irish  Bar, 
Chief  Jufitioe,  Sierra  Leone;  Matilal  Chhotalal  Kamodia,  B.A.,  St. 
Peter's  ColL,  Camb. 

Digitized  by  V^OOQlC' 


182 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[Junk  14, 1902. 


GENERAL  COUNCIL  OF  THE  BAR 


The  following^  gentlemen  haye  been  appolut^d  Officer!  of   the 
Coxincil  for  the  ensuing  year  :^ 

ChairmaAt 

Mr.  0.  M.  WARinKGTOsr,  K.C. 
Vic9-ChairmcMf 

Mr,  W.  Earouss  Habbibos,  K.C. 
TreasureTf 

Mr.  T.  TiNDAL  Mkthold. 

The  following  gentlemen  hare  been  appointed  additional  Members 
of  the  Cooncil :~ 

Mr.  C.  A  Crlppa.  K.C.,  M.P. 
„    Abel  Thomas,  K.G.,  M.P. 


Mr.  H.  Bargraye  Deane,  K.C. 
„    T.  G.  Cdryer,  K.C. 
„    P.  8.  Gregory. 
,,    B.  Y.  Bankes. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Charles  Henry  Gongh  Knowlesand  Arthur  Jamca  Wftrdle(Kno¥lei 
ftWardle)  Solieitors,  Luton,  Bedford,  and  Newquay,  ConiwtU.br 
mutual  consent  as  n^^ards  Newquay  ai  from  April  80  laBt,aBdi| 
regards  Luton  as  from  May  31  instant. 

Thomas  Cropper  Byley  and  Henry  Chorley  Ciosfield  (Jeroo^, 
Byley  &  Crosfleld),  Solioltors,  Liverpool,  by  mutual  oon^eni  Tht 
business  will  in  future  be  carried  on  at  the  same  place  imda  tlw 
name  of  Jeyona  &  Byley  by  the  said  T.  C.  Byley. 


Second  Edition,  thorougrhly  Revised.    Demy  8vo.,  2  Vols.,  eloth,  888. 
Cash  Price,  SOs.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON  THE 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LL.a  London  UniTerBl^;   B.A.,  Ute  ScfaoUtf  and  Student  of  Trinity  O^ 
Dublin ;   Exhibitioner  in  Rc«l  Property  and  Equity ;   Holder  of  the  First  Certificate  of  Honour.  Michaehnaa,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Cleike  and  Brett's  Conyeyandnff  Acts ;  Author  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act»  1883,  and  of 
Leading:  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  present  and  Uying  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  tint 
which  is  praotioally  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  neoesaary  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  obsenre  In  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
reyision.  ...  It  is  a  oomprehensiye  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
contained  in  a  maryellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
oontriyed  by  the  insertion  of  illustratiye  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interestine  instead  of  lepulsiye  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  uiortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  14£h-15e,  may 
be  commended  as  a  yery  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improyed,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attraotiye  type  and 
oonyenient  sise  of  the  yolumea."— iSSoIioifors'  Journal, 

■*The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  ihrst 
appearanse,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  haye  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Brett  | 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  «l 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportm^ 
of  ayailing  himself  of  the  suggestions  <tf  his  friende,  and  n 
criticism  of  his  reyiewers,  by  correcting  the  enors  which  wan  ii 
eyitaUe  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  inoorporating  the  sumeM 
Acts  which  haye,  since  the  publication  of  his  first  editioi,  bN 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  actiye  legifllatsre.  ^ 
jLqw  JowndL 

**  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  editifls  li 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  MMiao.''- 
LamNctM. 
# 


LovDOir:    WILLIAM  CLOWES  ii  SONS,  LiinTBD,  Law  Publuhxbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbbbt,  E.O. 

Demy  8va»  oIoth»  16a, 

The  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGLAND 

So  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors^  including  the  Intoxicating 
Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act|  1901,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 
WITE  A   FUZZ   APPENDIX    OF  STATUTES. 
By  JOHN  BEXrOB  WILLIAMSON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  North-Bastern  Circuit,  BarriBter-atrLaw. 

knowledge  of  bto  8Ql]|)ect  which  th«  Author  hM  DiMloabtcdly  b^^ 

of  UieUwa]idihecletmes8ftiidoonda«M«or  thelanguge  inwhidiUi 

toooadied.*'— IfoMcftMlM^  Guardian. 


••This  book  is  a  new  and  TalnaUs  contribatkn  to  the  lew  m  to  licencea.''^Iaw 
yoMnioL 

*•  We  cen  tbonnigfaly  iwominend  the  book  to  ell  pnolltkiMn  engefled  In  Uocnrinff 
mMMnr^SAkUort'  JmurwA. 

rMr.  WllUameoii'e  wwk  deetrres  the  hlgheel  oonmendetloo  ior  the  thoraoi^ 


The  Uw  of  Ucensing  hee  never  bofbre  ben  nt  out  se  timOj  tad  c 
benrirely.''— £a«e  quaritrly  JUvim. 


LoNDOK :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitkd,  Law  Publishkbs,  7,  Flkbt  Strkit,  E.C. 
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Demy  8to.,  doth,  80f . ;  cash  price,  24a.  (postage  7d.). 

THOMSON'S  COMPENDIUM  OF  MODERN  EQUITY. 

Primarilj  for  the  use  of  Practitionen  in  the  Ghanoeiy  Division — abo  for  Bar  Students  and  Oandidates  for 

Honours  at  the  Law  Institution. 

By  ANDREW  THOMSON,  Esq.,  B.A.,  LL.D.,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Fonncrly  Leetonr  on  Eqvitj  to  the  Inooqwnkted  Law  Sodety;  sad  afterwards  ProfeHor  of  BqoitT  to  the  Imw  of  Comt;  Antlur  of  a 
Tieatiie  on  tLe  Equity  Plaotioe  of  the  Oouotj  Court  (with  Precedenti). 

*W<rt^ycf  •pi>etoptb»riielTM<f  tb»pi»ctlringb>rikttr,aiidtowdl€alCTi^  to  mw him •  aw ta^hy  WMch wuaog frtboolw and  wtlwriflM>  Bvfflakvki 
fvUnlnlyiMM  toaoUdtora,  eqwdaUy  tboM  wbobftve  not  ]»«•  librirleti  white  fer  advaiioad  aladente  It  will  b«  aa  ooeiteat  aeonl  book.  Oa  th»  vhote^  tt  te  a  SMai 
anMitte  tha  iMii^  of  aa  aathw  of  widoabled  aMmjJ'^^LmmTimei. 


LoiTDOV:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  ft  SONS,  Lhotxd,  Law  Pxtblishxbs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  KC. 


NOW  BEADY.    Demy  Sto.!  cloth,  lOt. 

1  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

By  H.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

iitfbr  tf/  "^A  D%g$»t  of  fh%  Law  of  BMo  of  Sxdiange,*'  ''  The  SaU  of  Goods  Act,  mdvding  IM  Fa/Uorz  AeU^  Jte.; 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister^at-Law, 

Seoretarj  of  the  Allianoe,  Marine  and  General  Assuranoe  Co.,  Ltd. 

'Tbtbook  k  a  moat  ooactea  aad  Tahmble  azpoaitkm  of  Um  ezlaUng  law,  and  we  cordlaUr  reoomnend  It  to  all  who  hare  todo  with  narina  tnKanae^''Skipfftng  Oaanfte* 
"  W«  fed  sura  that  both  lawyan  and  tbe  mereantlto  world  win  wdoome  this  addition  to  legal  lltenttare."— law  Tiwut. 

London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  db  SONS,  Ldotsd,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Fleet  Stbebt,  E.C. 
Sevens  EdiHan.     JSoyai  Svo.^  cloth,  89b, 

OBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankmptcj 

\  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcj  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 

.  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  with 

"  >TB,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.    With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Bules,  Orders  and 

» including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barriflter-at-Law. 


^  OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

^  "  In  iplte  of  riTali,  BobtomU  Law  amd  PraeHM  in  Bcm*n*ctoy-aii  excellent  treattae,  we  always  tlnmglii-inaintains  ita  portion  in  l«g»l 
HKttnre.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  conseqnentlj  that  Aet  aad 
b  Aet  of  1890  hare  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  BiUs  of  Bale  is  now  pat  at  the  end  of  the  Tolnme.  Bejond  this  then 
V*  >o  ohanges.    The  jndioial  decisions  of  recent  yean  are  dnly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  ap-lo-data 

"This  staadaid  work  on  bankniptey  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  the  naay 
■Povtant  cases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rulis,  a  new  edition  was  deeirable.  We  compliment  the  leaned  author  on  the 
Mtt  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fafarly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  banfaruptoy  work  dwmld 
itirithootit;  and  as  kmg  as  the  author  puisnes  the  wise  cooxse  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  accord  future 
ttons  the  saoM  praise.''— Lois  i^ofai. 
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Second  Editiorii  demy  8vo.,  clothe  278.  6d.|  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1893. 
%*  The  Bupplement  oan  be  had  separately,  limp  oIoth»  Sa.  6d. 

I>JLR]Bir    and    JBOSJLMQUJBT 

OV  THl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

S3003SrXD    S3DZa7Z03sr. 
BY 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.C.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

**  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Liinto 
lio^.  During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  IiavB| 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  H 
consult  special  handbooks  in  aU  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  AndindM 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — ^the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  thff 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  relatiDg  k 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleagae  of  Mc 
Bosanqnet.  The  l^al  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examinatii 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difiBlcult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  rdiaU 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurispradence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foDoA 
substantially  Uiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  r^ard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  iiil 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  Quarterly  Beview. 

LoHDov:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  dk  SONS,  Lxmitbd,  Law  Fubushbbs,  7,  Flsst  Sxasst,  S.0. 

BEOOND  EDEDIOK.    Demj  8?o.,  oloih,  lOt.  Qd. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    IiAW    BEZiATTEra-    TO> 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDOSTRll 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Together  mlh  an  Appendix  containing  Model  Rules^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  RegulaHonSf  1897. 
By  F.  BADBN   FUIiLES,   B.A.  (Oxon.)^  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister*  at-Law. 

''We  can  tborongbly  recommewl  the  pnblicBtion  to  the  Chief  and  Dtelxkt  Ofldala  of  all  FMendly  Sodetfes."— JVimdfar  AeieCte*  Rteorder. 
•«Mr.  TvMer  has  dealt  wUh  the  law  and  pnctioe  relating  to  Friendly  Sodetfea  in  «  olear  and  oondae  manner,  and  hfi  hook  abonld  be  In  the  hands  of  aD  pa 
Sntereeted  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Societlea."— JfoficAef t«r  OourUr, 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  LnoTKD,  Law  PuBLnsmBBS,  7,  Plbrt  Stmet,  RO. 

Demy  8va,  olotfa,  18a.  M. 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANCa 

aHE   LAW  AND   PRAOTIOE   OB.    WITH   APPENDI0E8. 

Containing  the  Bules  and  Begulations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  SecoritM^-: 
By   B.   E.   SPENCER    BBODHUBST,   ILA.,   B.O.I1., 

OF  THI  XHVEB  TKKPLS,  BABBI8TKB-AT-LAW. 


**  Mr.  Bnxibnntfs  Tohone  ii  one  that  we  oan  cordially  reooBunend."— JCfiaiieCaZ  ifMM. 
^'We  e8te<'ni  the  work  aa  extremely  Talnahle.    Ita  author  haa  mastered  Stock 


Exchange  technlcalltiea  to  a  wondeiftal  extent,  and  expounded  them  wUh  marked 
a  bility^./VnofMial  Tlwus. 


**Thli  book  gives  a  nrf  liiiwiwiiiig  aad  lAelU  aceoimt  of  the  lav  ad  I"* 
incidental  to  dealbigi  In  aloGks  and  abana.  ItcontalnaaUthailiiMBdMttfe*"" 
by  the  itockbn>k«  and  the  lawyer."— Alioaorf'  JbMnML 


London:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Ldotbd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flbbt  SraKET,E.O. 
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OOUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TRINITY  BITTINaa,  1901 


BOTA  OF  BEGISTRABS  IN  ATXENDANOB  IN  THE  ENSDINa  WEEK. 


lUm 

»-,..-. 

33 

^"■f        n 

24 

*i-^„ 

25 

""•■y           M 

2ft 

""V              M 

37 

^«v   « 

28 

AOSA. 


^  V  A<  loiv  Vaeation  wiU  eomm9no€  o»  Weinada^,  tJU  IStik  day  <tf  August,  and  UrminaU  on  TJ^nrKlay,  tt«  23ni  day  ^  October,  IMS,  both  da^  indutim- 


Mr.  W.  LMM:h 
M    Theed 


Ghwch 


OomxIL 

1U.JUCTI0I 

Mr.JaakMtt 

Mr.  Tbeed 

„    PwiMon 

„    W.L«uih 

„     jMkMI 

^    The«l    » 

•     „    Painb«rU» 

«    W.  LMoh 

i     .    J.«k«i 

„    Theed 

1     „    Pwilwrtca 

,,    W.  LeMh 

MX.  JUSTIOB 

BTun. 


Mr.  Ei]« 
„    Vaxmm 


Mx.  JumoB 
Fabwul. 


Mr.  BoAl    . 
M    Gtzrlnglan 
M    BeU 
„    GvxlngtoQ 

M    Gerrlnglon 


BucKXJir. 


Mr.  B.  L«wh 
n    Godfkvy 
M    B.  LeMh 
n    Ocdfrflj 
„    B.  Leech 


Mb.  Jjunam    ,     Mb.  Juntam 

JOTGB.  I   SWDfrBV  &U>T. 

I 


Mr.  ChBToh        i    Mr.  Ftombertoo 
N    OreiweU      i      „    Jeckioa 
»,    Ghoroh 
„    GraeweU 
„    Chorch 
»,    Greswell 


ff  OMTJngtOD 

»  B«Bl 

„  Qndtny 

„  B.  I««Gb 


APPOINTMENT. 

PM  11.     TbiB  day  Sir  Jobn  Winfield  Bonaer  waa,  by  Hia  Majesty's  Command,  Bwom  of    Hib  Majesty's  Most  Honoumble  Privy 
Connci],  and  took  his  place  at  the  Board  accordingly. 


Second  Edition,  thorougrhly  Revised.    Demy  Svc,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postagre,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBJSTT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LL.B.  London  UniTenity;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin ;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity ;   Holder  of  the  First  Certificate  of  Honour,   Michaehnas,  1869 ; 
Joint   Author   of  Clerke   and  Brett's  ConTeyandnr  Acts ;   Author  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act,  XB83,  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sodety. 

\*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  special  prominence  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  that 
thiflh  is  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  neoeasary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


l[^We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  carefid 

■Mrion.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 

BlitBined  in  a  marvellously  small  oompass,  well  arranged,  and  so 

FtntnTed  by  the  insertion  of  illustratiTe  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 

HnmtiDff  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student.    On  some  subjects  a 

«  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 

{»ea.    The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 

ji^jBnttmended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.     The  index  has 

Been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 

•ojT^ient  size  of  the  volumes."— /Sblio/fore'  Jourwd. 

*      The  suooefls  which  we  predicted   for  this   book   on   its   first 

•fP^ranoe,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  .  .  Mr.  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  oat 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  the 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  oorrecting  the  errors  which  were  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  numerous 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  his  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  tbo  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legiaUture."— 
LatoJowrndL 

"  The  oompilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  session."— 
LawNoiet, 


Losdom:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publuexba,  7,  Plkbt  Stbbbt,  B.O. 
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Second  Editiorii  demy  8vo.y  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899i 
%*  The  Supplement  ean  be  had  separately;  limp  oloth»  Sa.  6d. 

DJLRSY    and    SOSJaLMQUJBT 

OV  THl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SS003SrXD    313Dia7I035r. 
BY 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.C.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

**  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limi 
lio^.  Dnrinf  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  havol 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  I 
consult  special  handbooks  in  aU  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  A 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Seal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  th 
Trostee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  relatiiij 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  coUeagae  of 
Bosanquet.  The  l^al  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examinf 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difiBlcult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  leU 
goide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprndence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foBM 
substantially  Uiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned, ill 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'' — Law  Quarterly  Beview. 

LoHDov:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  d(  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Fublishbbs,  7,  Flest  SrasKr,  S.O. 

SECOND  EDinOK.    Demy  8?o.,  doth,  lOt.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    IiAW    BELATrCTGI'    TO). 

OOMPBISINO 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDOSTRl 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Together  with  an  Append  conUUnmg  Model  RuUs^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  EsguUUions^  1897. 
By  F.  BADBN   FULLES,   B.A.  (Oxon.),  cf  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister* at-Law. 

«*  We  can  thoroughly  ncomnMnd  the  pnbllcaUon  to  the  Chief  and  DbbM  Ofldala  of  all  FMeadly  SodeUea."— AimeUv  Soeidite  fyoorder.  . 

"Mr.  Fuller  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  pnctice  reUting  to  Friendly  Soclelles  in  «  dear  and  oondae  manner,  and  hfi  hook  ehoald  be  in  the  hands  of  aD  p«l 
Snlerested  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Sodetiea."— JfoncAef(«r  CvwrUsr, 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lhotbd,  Law  PuBusmBBfl,  7,  Plbkt  Stbkbt.  EO. 


Demy  8va,  olotfa,  18a.  M.  ^ 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANCa 

aHE   LAW  AND   PRACTICE   OB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Bnles  and  Begolations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instrnments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Secniititf 
By  B.   E.   SPENCER    BBODHUBST,   ILA.,   B.O.I1., 

or  TBI  DlirEB  TKMFLX,  BABBI8TEB-AT-LAW. 

"Mr.BrodhmBtfaTolnmelaoBethaiweoan  conHtOy  reoommend.**— JCnaiicfalifMM.        «Thi«  kaaV  «!■■«  •  .„,  i,.i,...^i.i-  ^^^  •k.jui  ■rr.^.,!  «f  cii*  law  aid  frt( 
"We  esteem  the  work  aa  eztremelr  valnaWeT  Ita  author  haa  mastered  Stodc    -    -■™.*«*  ^T~  •  ^«y.tateMatta«  «*_«ie«l  •«»*  «f  .«•  jw  w^JS 
Exchange  tedmlcalltiea  to  a  wondeilhl  extent,  and  ezpoonded  them  wiUi  marked 


fnddentaltodealinvBfaialodnandabana.    ItoontaittaaUthailiiMBdftfttk*^ 
by  the  ■tocUnokar  and  the  Uwyer."— AUeiton'  /eumai. 


London:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Fleet  Street, E.O. 
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COUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE-CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TRINITY  SITTINGB.  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEaiSTBABS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSDINQ  WEEK. 


lUai 

BOIA. 

AmAL 
OoraxIL 

lU.JnCTioi 

MX.JT»Tl«n 

BTun. 

lU.JuOTKni 
Vamwmuu 

Mk.  Jvricb 

BUCKLBT. 

lU.Ji»TiaB 

JOTGI. 

Xb.  Josno* 
;  Swnnv  &u>t. 

bkgr,   JuM 

33 

Mr.W.  L«di 

Mr.jMkm 

Mr.  Tbeed 

Xr.  Eiog 

Ifr.  Beftl    . 

Mr.  B.  LeM^ 

Xr.Ghorch 

1    Mr.  Penberton 

""V       m 

34 

M    Theed 

,,    PMilMrton 

„    W.  L«wh 

M   Frnwr 

„    GaxrlngloA 

M    flodfkey 

„    OniweU 

]      „    Jaekioa 

HMHIJ  m 

36 

„    6iMw«a 

„     jMkMB 

„    Theed    » 

..    Eii« 

»    Beal 

„    B.Leaoh 

„    Chmch 

„    GtfrlngtoD 

^"V 

3« 

M    CauBch 

„    FMnb«rU» 

^    W.  Lewh 

„    Fanner 

„    GamngtoQ 

„    Gcdfrej 

„    GmweU 

,     „    B-l 

"V          n 

37 

«    ItaMf 

«    Ji«kwi 

„    Theed 

„    King 

»    Beal 

„    R.  Leaoh 

„    Choidlk 

„    Qndtny 

'"V      •» 

28 

M    King 

„    Pvmlwrtca 

„     W.  LMMdl 

„    Fanner 

M    OiRlagtan 

M    Cvodne^ 

M    QnaweU 

^     B.I««Gb 

\  Ike  Lcmg  Vocation  urOL  cmmmM  m  Weinuday,  tJU  I3th  day  qf  August,  and  UrwUnaU  on  Tkandag,  tke  73rd  day  qf  October,  IMS,  both  day  induiim- 


APPOINTMENT. 

IB  11.     This  day  Sir  Jobn  Winfield  Bonser  was,  by  Hia  MajeBty's  Command,  Bwom  of    His  Majesty's  Host  Honourable  Privy 
OxmcU,  and  took  his  place  at  tlie  Board  accordingly. 


Second  Edition,  thorougrhly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage,  Is.)* 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   TJULU 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LL.B.  London  UniTenitT;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin ;   Exhibidoner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity ;   Holder  of  the  First  Certificate  of  Honour.  Michaelmaa,  1869 ; 
Joint   Author   of  Clerke   and  Brett's  ConTeyancins:  Acts ;   Author  of  Bretfs  Bankruptcy  Act,  Z883,  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

•/  The  main  Idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  special  prominence  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  that 
tliich  is  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  neotesary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


^Ve  are  glad  to  observe  In  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
^'  .  .  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
in  a  marvellously  small  oompass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
ived  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
jstinff  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
jut  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
wed.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
JKeoittmended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
>Mii  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
•osTenient  size  of  the  volumes.'*— /SioZteifore'  Journal. 

*The  snooess  which  we  predicted   for   this   book   on   its   first 
^iPMoaoee,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  .  .  Mr.  Brett  is 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  out 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportunity 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  and  the 
oriticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  were  in- 
evitable in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  inoorporating  the  numerous 
Acts  which  hayo,  since  the  publication  of  his  first  edition,  been 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legiaUture."— 
LawJawrnaL 

**  The  oompilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  ^e  legislation  of  last  session."— 
LamNoim. 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.|  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899. 
%*  The  BapplAmmit  can  be  had  eeparately,  limp  oloth»  Sa.  6d. 

DJLRSir    and    JBOSJELNQUIBT 

OV  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SB300JT3D    DH3X)ia7I01sr- 
BT 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.C.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Law. 

"Twenty-fiix  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanquet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limita- 
tions. During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  having 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitionei  to 
consul  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  titft 
internal  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  th 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  relating  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  Mt 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  eiaminalaai 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  of  a  relisUi 
gDide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  Mois 
substantially  tbiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  it  bi 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'* — Law  Quarterly  Review, 

Londoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lihitbd,  Law  Publibhbbs,  7,  Flebt  Stbbbt,  E.C. 


SECOND  EDITIOH.    Demy  8to.,  cloth,  10«.  6d 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THJS    LAW    BELATINa-    TO> 

OOHPBISIKG 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIE 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

Together  with  an  AppencUx  containing  Model  Rtdes^  and  the  Forme  appended  to  the  Treasury  Regulafions^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FITLLEB,   B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister- at-Law. 

"We  can  thoroughly  recommend  the  pabllcatlon  to  the  Chief  and  District  Officials  of  all  Friendly  Societies."— .FVfendZy  Societiet*  Xecorder. 
**  Ifr.  Fullir  baa  dealt  with  the  law  and  practice  relating  to  Friendly  SocieUee  in  a  clear  and  concise  manner,  and  hia  book  should  be  In  the  hands  of  all 
i  nterested  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Societies."— JfaficAest^r  Courier, 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.O. 


Pemy  Svo.,  oloth,  IBs.  6d. 


THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

aHE    LAW  AND   PRACTICE   OB.    WITH   APPENDICES.  » 

Containing  the  Bnles  and  Begolations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instrmnents  aocompaiying  a  Mortgage  of  Securities. 
By   B.   B.   8FENCEB    BBODHUBST,   M.A.,   B.O.I1., 


OF  THB  nOirKB  TEMFLX,  BABBIBTEB-AT-LAW. 


«*  Mr.  Brodhmsf  s  toIubm  Is  one  that  we  can  cordially  recommend."— ^tiancial  Nwm. 

•*  We  esteem  the  work  as  extremely  valuable.  Its  author  has  mastered  Stock 
Exchange  technicalities  to  a  wonderftU  extent,  and  expounded  them  with  marked 
abllity.'*-./V»»«ncui;  Tinus. 


**Th!s  book  gives  a  very  Interesting  and  nseftd  aocoont  cf  the  law  and  pncli* 
incidental  to  dealings  in  stocks  and  shares,  it  contains  all  that  is  needfnl  to  be  kBO«B 
by  the  stockbroker  and  the  lawyer."— a>{i«itor«'  Journal. 


London  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.O. 
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OOUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISIO.V. 


TBINJTY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEGISTRAJEUS  IN  ATTENDAE^OE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


V,    Jnot   30 
V.   July 


BOIA. 


Mr.  B.LMdi 


▲ftbak 
OonalL 


Mb.  JuCTiOB 


Mr.Bcftl 


BmI  „    Oarxlngtoii 

Jafckna 
ft    Ptoiklwrtaik       ff    QurtiiigtaB 


Mr.  F«BlMrton 
M    PHnlwrtoii 


PsmlMrtoo^ 
jAckaoB 


Mx.  JOITICU 
BXUB. 


Mr.arcnran 

yy       CShmtll 

y,  OrMwtU 

yy  GhmtA 

y,  GfMwaU 

yy  Ghnrdi 


Mk.  JusnoB 
Fabwbxx* 


Mr.  Oodfrcj 
y,    B.  LeMh 
yy    GodCri^ 

yy        B.LMOh 

y»    QodCraif 


Mb.  JUBHOB 
BUOXIBT. 


Mr.  FvBMr 

»    Ktes 
y,    Funar 
..    Ktes 
y,    FanMT 

o    Klag 


Mb.  Jobtiob     ,     Mb.  JutnoB 
JoTOB.         !  SwnnBc  Kaot. 


Mr.  W.  LeBch 
M    Theed    . 

yy      W.   LMOh 

yy    Theed 
yy    W.  Latch 
y,    Th«ed 


Mr.  King 

„     FkTBMT 


GranraU 
ThMd 


I*  Ikt  Lamg  VacaUon  wa  eommmto^  on  Wednaday,  the  lith  day  qf  Auffutt,  and  UrminaU  on  Thttnday,  tht  33rd  day  ^  October,  19(13,  both  dayt  inUunoe. 


HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TRANSFER  OF  ACTION. 


ORDER  OF  COUET. 


SCBSDULB. 
Mr.  Justice  Joyce  0902  -  J.— Na  418). 

I  In  the  Mntter  of  The  Johnston  Foreign  Pateois  GonifMiny,  Limited, 
The  Johnston  Die  Press  Company,  Limited,  nnd  the  Johnstonia 
Engraying  Company,  Limited. 
The  J.  P.  Trost,  Limited,  and  another  v.  The  Johnston  Foreign 
Patents  Company,  Limited,  The  Johnstoti  Die  Press  Companyy 
Limited,  and  ihe  Johnstonia  Engraving  Company,  Limited. 

HALSBUETa 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


Monday,  the  16th  day  of  June,  1902. 

I,  HAtDoros   Stahlxt,  Eahl  of  Halsbvbt,  Loid   High 
•ncellor  of  Great  Britain,  Do  hereby  Order  that  the  Action       Charles  William  Roberts  and  Heniy  Ashwell  Cadman  (Geo,  Fnr- 
0^  to  the  Scbednle  hereto  rf.aU  1^  tn^erxed  to  the   2r?«^'3„^e*lonh?i^rd  ^ttSB^^^oo^tr^^ 
BDOurable  Mr.  Justice  Btbnb  and  Mr.  Justice  Btjcklkt.  1  ^t  Brighouse  nnder  the  style  of  Geo.  Fumiss,  Roberts  ft  Co.,  and  the 

'  said  H.  A.  Cadman  \iill  oontinne  to  practise  at  Cleckheaton  and 
'  Gomersal,  York,  under  the  style  of  Cadman  &  Cadman. 


Demy  8va,  cloth,  158. 

the  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGLAND 

So  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  Including  the  Intoxicating 
Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 

WITS  A   FUZZ   APPENDIX    OF  STATUTES. 
fey  JOHN  BBXJCE  WILIilAMSON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  Nortb-Eastem  Circuit,  Barrister-at-Law. 


"TUi  book  is  a  new  and  Talnabto  oootrflmtkn  to  the  Uw  m  to  Uoenoee."— 7aw 


^Wcenfhonn^ly  fecomnend  the  hook  to  all  pnctitkmen  engaged  in  Uoensing 
HSm."— Aiieitorf'  Journal. 
"Mr.  WilUemflon'e  work  deEerres  the  higheei  commendation  for  the  thorough 


knowledge  of  his  sal^Ject  which  the  author  has  nndonhCedly  brought  to  his  explanation 
of  the  law  and  the  cleameea  and  oondseneaa  of  the  language  In  which  hia  eladdatioD 
la  coached.  "^Jfandketter  Guardian, 

*«The  law  of  licensing  haa  never  hefim  been  aek  oot  eo  clearly  and  conip:e- 
henalvely."— Law  QuarUrly  Xevieio. 
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Seventh  Edition,     Boyal  8vo.,  ctoth,  S8». 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaming  a  fall  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  nnder  the  BankraBtcj 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankmptcj  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  8dft 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  ArruigemezLtB  iriik 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Bules,  Oiden  ul 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY  \ 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq, 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


"  In  spite  of  riyaU,  RobionU  Law  and  PraaUoe  in  BankrupUy—eai  ezoellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  position  in 
Mtenttore.  It  has  now  entered  its  seyenth  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Aot  of  1887,  and  oanseqnently  that  Ad  ._ 
the  Aot  of  1890  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  pnt  at  the  end  of  the  yolnme.  Beyond  this  thai 
are  no  changes.  The  Jndidal  decisions  ci  recent  years  are  dnly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  ap4iHbli 
text-book."— £ai0  Timet, 

"  This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  flie 
Important  cases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  dT  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  learned  author  ca^ 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  woik  Aam 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  ponraes  the  wise  course  of  issuing  tn§h  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  aUe  to  aoond  fatal 
editions  the  same  praise."— Xow  NoU$.  

LoKDOK :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  Lihitbd,  Law  Pubushers.  7,  Fleet  Strbm,  E.C. 

Seeond  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.i  cloth,  88s. 
Cash  Prioe,  80s.  (postagre.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS    BRETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Bamster-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Uniyersi^;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinitj  CoUe^i 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;   Holder  of  the  First  Certificate  of  Honour.  Michaelmas,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Bretf  s  Conveyandnflf  Acts ;  Author  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptqr  Act,  1885,  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  Into  speoial  prominence  the  present  and  linng  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  tfail 
which  is  praotioally  obsolete,  so  fur  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


*<  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  carefid 
levision.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
contained  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
•ontrived  by  the  insertion  of  illostrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
eonvenient  size  of  the  volumes."— fiWtcitori'  Jowmal. 

"The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  ftilly  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  •  .  Mr.  Brett  ii 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  oat 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportiiiuty 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  snd  tbs{ 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  were  is'^ 
evituble  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  nmnenoi 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  nis  first  editioD,  be«s 
placed  upon  \hxi  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legishttaie."'- 
Law  JowmdL 

"  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edifies  ii 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  ■<'*"*^'''" 
Law  NoUt, 


LoNDOH :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Poblishbbs,  7,  Plekt  Strket,  E.O. 

Digitized  by  V3OOQ IC 


Juke  28,  1902.] THE  WEEKT^Y  NOTES. 189 

Beoond  and  greatly  impzored  EdiUon.    Demj  8to.,  oloth,  6«. 

THE   ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

i  TaUe  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  nsed  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  yarions  nsefnl  Notes  and  References  to  Decisions. 

By     E.     ECJLRRIS, 

or  TBI  LBQAGT  AND  SUOOnSIOV  DUTY  DBPABTMKNT,  SOMXBSBT  HOUSl. 

"Inthb  Moood  tilltloii  ...  we  tee  At  a  gUnoe  the  inoM«Doe  of  the  English  Death  Datiee.  .  .  .  Shoald  prore  of  greet  eenrloe  Ibr  nedy  reteeooe.*— Law  Timet. 
•>  We  tandar  oar  ihera  of  thenki  to  Mr.  EacniB,  wboee  oompetenoe  to  do  the  work  he  has  nndertakea  Is  imdoaMed."— JMOWiteiit. 
"We  eonridar  the  work  Is  one  of  greai  pncttcel  Teliie  to  foUdton."— /riilk  Law  Tiwut. 


LoNDOK :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Pubushebs,  7,  Fleet  Steeet,  E.C. 
Cheap  EditioiL    mnstrated.    1  toL,  demy  Ovo.,  olotli,  lOs. 

[THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

I  By    MB,    SEBJEANT   PULLING. 

bontaining  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Courts  at  Westminster 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — ^the  Inns 
of  Court — the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  on 
the  old  Institution. 
"A  monumnnt  of  weU-digeited  reoeaioh.  •  •  •  An  important  ooatribation  to  the  history  oi  the  Bench  and  Bar  of  England.** 

-^lUiubraM  London  Nmm. 

LoypoH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  LiMriED.  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Fleet  Steeet,  RC. 

Royal  l^hrnArj  ^lotti^  iSs*  0d« 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  ACT,    1898. 

litt  Hotes  and  Qwm  Befeienoet  and  an  Appendix  oontalniaff  sooh  existing  Statutes  (inolndinff  the  Pnblic  Health  (London)  Act,  1331 
I  ss  still  aflieet  bnilding  operations  within  the  AdminMrative  Ooua^  of  London ;  also  the  Bje-Laws,  Regulations  and 

Orders  of  the  London  Oonnty  Oonndl  and  of  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  Oitj  of  London. 

By  W.  SXTSSEIiL   QBIFFITHS,  LL.Bm 

Of  tts  Immt  TtmpU,  Editor  of  **!%«  BttOnim  BeguiaHng  London  BwOdtrng!'  and 

FRANCIS   W.    PEHBBS.    M.A., 

Of  LhecinU  Iwn,  Droftmnam  a/  ihs  B4U  a$  oHginaUy  inirodnMd  into  the  Eou$e  of  Commoiu, 

LoypoH :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  80KS.  Limited,  Law  Publishebs,  7.  Fleet  Steeet,  E.G. 

NOW  READY.     Demy  8va,  cloth,  18s. 


THE    COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    183t-1900. 

letter  with  the  Special  Constahlea  Acts;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts;   the  Police 
(tea  Acts ;  the  High  Constables  Act ;  the  Riot  Damages  Act ;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 
Property  Act;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  (Government  Act. 

With  Introduction,   Notes  and  Indeoc 

By  ElTEILiirN  O.  BflC.  CJLRBflCIC^iLCSILi.   BflCJL.  (OJLon.)s 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Oirouit,  Barrister-at-Law. 

**  Ifr.  OuniehMl  has  supplied  a  decided  want  In  the  present  yolnme."— Law  Kmm. 

*Tbe  book  wUl  1»  a  Talnable  aildttion  to  the  Uw  Ubnuy  of  erery  poUoe  Authority.*'— i^»UM  Rtnimm. 
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Second  Editioni  demy  8vo.y  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date^  1899. 
\*  The  Bapplemmit  oan  be  had  separately,  limp  oloCh*  Se.  eo. 

I>ARSir    and    BOSJLNQUJBT 

09  CHI 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

S3Q002TJD    DH3X)ITIOia". 
BT 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R,  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

**Twent7-6iz  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limili 
tions.  During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  haviq 
been  prodnoed.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparaUon  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  pnictitionert 
consn&  s^ial  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  d 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Keal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  tl 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  rehiing  I 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  tne  colleague  of  lb 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  eiaminaliil 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  of  a  leliaiil 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  Mm 
substantially  tliat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  i  W 
lieoome  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.*' — Law  Quarterly  Beview. 

LovDOV:  WILLIAM  GLOWSS  k  SONS^  LmmD,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Flest  Stbot,  E.O. 

BEOOND  EDITION.    Demy  8yo.,  doth,  lOt.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    LAW    BELATHra-    TO). 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRU 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Togriher  with  an  Appendix  containing  MoM  Rtdes^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treaeury  Begvlatione^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FULLBS,  B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  thelnner  Temple,  Barrister- at-Law. 

"We  can  thorongbly  recommend  the  publication  to  the  Chief  and  District  Offldala  of  all  Friendly  Societiea."— A^towtty  AcCefitf*  JZeesrder. 
••  Mr.  Fuller  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  practice  relating  to  Friendly  Socielies  in  a  dear  and  ooodae  manner,  and  hia  book  aboolA  be  in  the  baada  of  all  pM 
iatereoted  in  the  working  of  Friendly  SodedeB."— JTancAefter  Cmu-mt. 

Loin)ON:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldotbd,  Law  PuBLiSHKBa,  7,  Fleet  Stbebt,  E.0. 

Demy  8vObt  dlotb,  ISa.  M« 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANCa 

aHE   LAW  AND   PRAOTIOE   QB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 
Containing  the  Bnles  and  Begolations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instrnments  acoompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Seciiriti€& 

By   B.   B.   8FEN0EB    BBODHXntST,   M.A.*   B.OJL* 

OF  THB  nana  tkmplx,  babbisteb-at-law. 


**  M T.  BrodhnntfB  Tolune  la  one  that  we  oin  oordSaily  recommend."— /tnanotol  JVeioi. 
'*  We  esteem  the  work  aa  extremely  valuable.    Ita  anthor  baa  mastered  Stock 


Exchange  tecbnicalitiea  to  a  wondeifu  extent*  and  expoonded  them  with  marked 
abiU^<-/¥naiic»ai  AaMf. 


«'Thli  book  givea  a  very  Interesting  and  naetal  aooomt  cf  the  law  uAj^ 
Incidental  to  dealings  in  Btocka  and  ebaree.  It  oootalns  afi  that  ia  neadfBl  l»  m  ktf* 
by  the  atockbioker  an^  the  Uwy«r.''-AIMIon'  /oMmai. 
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THE   INOOEPOEATED 

ilOembers  of  tj^e  (SounciL 

Ohaibmah.— 0.  M.  WARMINGTON,  Esq.,  K.0. 
Yioi-Chaibuan.— F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  Esq.,  K.G. 

Tfiiis  ATTOENEY-GBNEEAL,  SIE  EOBEET  B.  FINLAY,  Knt.,  M.P. 
THE  8OLI0ITOB-GENERAL,  Thb  Right  Hon.  SIE  EDWARD  H.  CARSON,  Kvr.,  M^. 
PRESIDENT  OF  THE  INCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY,  Thb  Right  Hon.  SIR  HENRY  H. 
FOWLER,  G.0.8.L,  M.P. 

W.  0.  RBNSHAW,  Ebq..  K.C.  \  Lincoln'.  Iniu  \  ^' ^  WARMINGTON,  Ebq.  K.C.  |  ^,^^  temple. 

T.  BOLLS  WARRINGTON.  Ebq.,  K.C.  /  ;  A.  T.  LAWRENCE,  Esq.,  K.C.  / 

P.ABOSANQUET,EflQ.,K.C.  \  Inner  Temple  I  JAMES  MULLIGAN,  Esq.,  K.C.  \  Gray-sInn, 

H  C.  BDSZAKD,  Esq.,  K.C.  /  "^®    ^®^*®'  ;  J.  0.  LEWIS  COWARD,  Ewj.,  K.C.  /        ^   *^ 

W.  ENGLISH  HARRISON,  Esq.,  K.C.,  of  the  Middle  Temple.1  Appointed  bj  the  Conncil  of  Law  Reporting  on  the 
ROBERT  F.  NORTON,  Esq.,  K.C.,  of  Lincoln's  Inn.  /        nomination  of  the  General  Oonndl  of  the  Bar. 


JOHN  HOLLAMS,    Esq.   (Finn— Messrs.   Hollams,   Sons,   Coward    ft   Hawksley), 

SO,  Mincing  Lane,  E.C. 
E.   J.  BRISTOW,  Esq.  (Finn— Messrs.  Wilson,  Bristows  ft  Carpmael),  1,  Oopthall 

Buildings,  E.C. 

Offices :   10,  Old  Sqnare,  Lincoln's  Inn,  London,  W.C. 

Editob— SIR  FREDERICK  POLLOCK,  Bart. 

Absibtaht  Edetob— a.  P.  STONE,  Esq. 

Assistant  Editor  of  the  **Wrezlt  Notes"— MER YON  WHITE,  Esq. 


iDOorpoiated  Law 
Bocietj. 


ANNUAL  REPORT   FOR   1901. 

The  following  Report,  together  with  a  Financial  Statement  for  the  year  ending  8l8t  December  last,  in  submitted  by 
the  Cooncil  to  their  Sabscribers  and  to  the  Profession  generally. 

The  amonnt  received  on  Trading  Account  for  subscriptions  was  24,0i8/.  18a.  Sd.  as  against  1^,623^  1«.  received  in 
W^y  being  an  increase  of  1425^.  17s.  Sd,  Of  the  sum  set  down  as  haying  been  reoeiyed  in  1901  on  account  of 
P^Kriptions,  180/.  was  due  on  account  of  the  proceeds  payable  to  the  Council  in  respect  of  the  sale  of  odd  parts.  There 
■■  ft  decrease  of  26^  18s.  Sd,  on  the  amount  received  for  advertisements  as  compared  with  the  previous  year.  The  total 
peeipts  on  Trading  Account  amounted  to  24,167/.  19«.  3d, 

The  total  ^expenditure  was  23,880^  7s.  6/.  as  against  21,858/.  7s.  4/.  in  1900,  showing  an  increase  of  2)22/.  Os.  2/. 
This  increase  is  mainly  due  to  the  fact  that  last  year  a  large  sum  (1980/.  14s.  3i.)  was  expended  on  the  Decennial  D'gcst^ 
^hich  was  presented  gratis  to  all  Sabscribers  who  had  complied  with  th6  conditions  laid  down  by  the  Council 

The  net  profit  on  trading  amounted  to  287/.  Us.  9d.  as  compared  with  910/.  12s.  ll<i.  in  1900. 

In  the  Balance  Sheet,  the  Securities  held  bj  the  Council  have  been  valued  as  at  market  prioe  on  the  31st  Djcember, 
1901.  There  has  been  a  decrease  in  the  value  of  the  Investments  during  the  year  of  887/.,  thus  converting  the  balanoo 
vbieh  existed  to  the  credit  of  "  Securities  Fluctuation  Account "  on  31st  December,  1900,  to  a  debit  balance  of  275/.  18s.  9d. 
«  8Ut  December,  1901.  ,.g.,.^^,  ,^  ^OQgl^ 
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The  only  change  that  has  taken  place  in  the  constitution  of  the  Ooancil  was  that  Mr.  Bobert  Ellett  hayiog  ceased 
to  be  President  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  his  seat  on  the  Oonncil'is  now  filled  by  The  Bight  Hod.  Sir  Henry  H. 
Fowler,  G.C.S.L,  M.P.,  who  succeeded  Mr.  Ellett  in  the  office  of  President.^ 

The  Council  haye  to  record  with  great  repret  the  death  of  Mr.  Patrick  F.  Evans,  their  Secretary,  who,  upon  tbe 
retirement  of  Mr.  Hopwood  in  1898,  was  appointed  in  his  place.  The  Council  cannot  but  lament  the  loss  of  ooe  who  had 
for  four  years  identified  himself  with  the  business  connected  with  the  management  of  the  Law  Beports,  and  dsdre  to 
bear  testimony  to  the  energy,  industry,  and  courtesy  with  which  he  uniformly  discharged  his  duties. 

In  conclusion,  the  Council  desire  to  express  to  His  Majesty's  Judges,  and  to  both  branches  of  the  Piofeesicm,  thdi; 
thanks  for  the  aid  afforded  by  them  to  the  Editors  and  Beporters  in  the  discharge  of  their  scTeial  duties. 


By  Order, 


Council  Boom,  Lincoln's  Inn  Hall, 
June  ^h,  1902. 


(Signed)         C.  M.  WABMINGTON, 

Chairman, 
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STATUTE  S- 

SESSION  1902—2  EDW.  7. 


Chapter. 


TITLE. 


Agrieuliure  and  Technieal  Inttruetian  (Ireland)  Act, 

1902. 
Loan  Act,  1902 


DaU  of  Royal  AHent. 


June  23 
Jane  28 


When  Act  to  come  into  Opeiitin. 


Kotspediled. 
Kot  speoified. 


LIST  OF  BUSINESS  FOE  THE  JUDICIAL  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  PEIVY  COUNCIL 

JULY,  1902. 

(The  Sittings  comtnenced  on  Tuesday,  the  1st  July,  1902,  at  hal/'-past  ten  a,m,} 

INDIAN  APPEALS. 


Whom. 


Bam  Knndnn  Singh 

V. 

Ifabarani  Janki  Koer 


Bam    Penhad   Singh   and 
Others 


Bengal 


Record  received. 


S  Jnne  1901 


Set  down  for 
Heering. 


Snl^ect 


2  Apr.   1902 


Lakbpati  Koer  and  Another 


Baker  All  Khan.     .     .     .' 

V. 

Anjnman  Ara  Begam  and 

Another 

Sadik  Ali  Khan  .... 


Bengal 


i  Oct    1900  •  28  May  1902 


Ondh 


2  Jan.    1901 


5  Jane  1902 


Aniaroan  Ara  Begam  and 

Another / 

(Consolidated  Appeals,) 
Jagatpal  Singh  .     .     .     / 

r. 
Baja      Jageshar     Bakhsh 
Singh  and  Another    .     . 


Oudh 


IFeb.  1901 


18  Jane  1902 


Claim  by  Appellant  as 
lineal  male  heir  to  the 
Raja  of  Bettia  to  reoorer 
the  rai  from  the  Respon- 
dent, his  widow ;  oastom 
as  to  female  suooession ; 
oo-parcenary ;  limita- 
tion; effeot  of  proceed- 
ings of  East  India  Co. 

Whether  at  the  time  of  his 
death  one  Tilackdhari 
and  the  Appellants  oon- 
stitated  a  joint  nn- 
divided  Hindn  family, 
and  Appellants  are  there- 
fore entitled  to  recover 
certain  properties  from 
Respondtrnts,  Tiluck- 
dhari's  widows. 

Whether  the  will  of  one 
Zaib-nn-niasa  was  in- 
valid, and  if  it  was, 
whether  the  Respondents 
are  entitled  as  heirs  to 
succeed  to  her  estate  on 
an  intestacy. 


Title  to  the  taluqa  of  Daa- 
rathpar;  Oadh  Estates 
Act  tl  of  1869), 


I 


A. 


A. 


A. 
B. 
A. 
B. 

A. 


Morgan,  Piioe 
Mewbtun.     ■ 

gandenon.  Adk 
LeeftBddii 


W^atkins  k  La 
priexe. 

T.L.WilsraM*^ 


WatkioB  *  U 

priere. 
T.L.WiUoB* 

WatkiDS  ft  li 

prierp. 
T.  L.  Wilson  & 


'  Yonng,     J< 
i      BeardA 
;  T.L.Witam* 


COLONIAL  APPEALS. 


Cease. 


W^ooe. 


Beoerd  reeelTed. 


Set  down  for      I 
Hear  log. 


fivl^ecl. 


BeOdkin, 


TBe€61Iector  of  Voters  for 
.  the  Electoral  District  of 

.  Vancoaver  City  and  The 
Attorney -General       for 

.  British  Colambia  .     .     . 

V, 

Tomey  Homma  and  The 
Attorney-General  for  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  .     . 


British  Colombia 


8  June  1901 


5  Mar.  1902  I  Whether  an  enactment  pro- 
I      viding  that  no  Japanese 
i      shall    have    his    name 
placed  on  the  register  of 
voters  for  any  electoral 
district  was  intra  vires 
I      of  the  Provincial  Legis- 
lature; Provincial  Elec- 
tions Act  (R.8.  of  B.C: 
1897,    c    67);    British 
~    North     America     Act, 
1867.      Special  leave  id 
appeal  granted. 


B. 


Oard,     Book 
Winterbotbio. 


S.  V.Blake. 
Charles  BuMell 
Co. 
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The  Dominion  C!otton  MiUs^ 
Oompany,   Limited,   and 

Others 

r. 

The  General  Engineering  I 
Company  of  Ontario,  | 
Limited      .... 


Aichambault  and  Another . 

V. 

Archambault  and  Another  . 

Lambo  and  Another.     .     . 

r. 
Hannel  and  Others  .     •     . 


The  Kensington  Land  Oom-\ 
pany  and  Others  .     • 

V. 

The  Oanada  Industrial  Com- 

p«y 


Whanoa. 


Canada 


The  Bank  of  Toronto    . 

V. 

Hie  8i  Lawrence  Fire  In- 
raranoe  Company     . 


The    Imperial      Bank     of] 
Canada | 

The  Bank  of  Hamilton  .     .  j 


Quebec 


Quebec 


Quebec 


Quebec 


Canada 


Kieffer )   Quebec 

V. 

Le  Seminaire  de  Quebec 
Le  Seminaire  de  Quebec 


Kitffer 

(ippeoZ      and      CrotS' 
AgiptaX  consolidated,) 


The  Ontario  Mining  Com-^ 

.  pany,  Limited,  and  The 

Attorney-General  for  the 

Dooinicm  of  Canada  •     . 

V. 

leyhold  and  Ofhers  and  The 
Aitomey-Oeiieral  for  the 
Pfoviaoe  of  Ontario   .     .j 


The  Attorney-General   for' 
the  PrQfTince  of  Ontario  . 

V. 

The  Attorney-General   for 
the  Piorince  of  Quebec   . 


Beooid  received 


8  May  1901 


15  Nov.  1901 


10  Oct.    1901 


22  Oct    1901 


2  Apr.  1902 


Set  down  for 
Hearing. 


27  Mar.  1902 


SahJecL 


23  May  1902 
27  May  1902 


5  June  1902 


11  June  1902 


Whether  on  the  true  con- 
struction of  See.  8  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  c.  61, 
and  55  &  56  Yict.  c.  24 
(Canada),  an  action 
brought  by  Respondents 
against  Appellants  for 
an  infringement  of  pat(  nt 
was  rightly  dismissed. 
Special  leave  to  appeal 
granted. 

Validity  of  a  will ;  alleged 
incapacity,  fraud,  and 
undue  influence ;  con- 
current judgments. 

Whether  certain  shares  and 
other  property  passing 
under  the  will  of  one 
Gilmour  were  liable  to 
succession  duty  under 
the  Succession  Duty 
Acts.  1892,  1894,  and 
1895  (Quebec). 

Whether  the  Respondent 
Company  has  an  enforce- 
able hypothecary  charge 
on  certain  property  be- 


10  Dec.   1901 


13  June  1902 


16  Dec.  1901 


17  June  1902 


<3anada 


Canada 


10  June  1902     18  June  1902 


11  June  1902 


20  June  1902 


JR, 


A, 


R, 


It, 


on  certain  property  be- 
longing to  the  Appellant 
Land  Company. 

Whether     the    Appellant     A, 
Bank  as  assignee  of  a 
fire  policy  issued  by  tlie     B* 
Respondent  Company  is  I 
entitled  to  recover  there- 
under; allegations  that 
the  policy  is  void  and 
the  notice  of  assignment 
insufficient. 

Whether  Respondents  are 
entitled  to  recover  from 
Appellants  a  certain  sum 
as  having  been  paid 
under  a  mistake ;  alleged 
estoppel  by  negligence. 
Special  leave  to  appeal 
granted. 

Whether,  and,  if  so,  to 
what  extent,  the  Semi- 
nary is  liable  to  Kieffer 
for  damage  alleged  to 
have  been  suffered  by 
him  in  consequence  of 
certain  works  executed 
on  property  owned  by 
the  Seminairy. 

Title  to  certain  lands  and 
the  precious  metals 
therein ;  whether  cer- 
tain Letters  Patent 
issued  by  the  Dominion 
Goyemment  validly 
conveyed  the  title  in 
fee;  Indian  Reeenree; 
British  North  America 
Act,  1867.  Special  leave 
to  appeal  granted, 

Qaim  by  Quebec  against 
Ontario   in    respect    of 
**  The    Common    School 
Fund";   whether  claim     B. 
witliin    jurisdiction     of 
the  Board  of  Arbitrators  j 
appointed  to  settle  the  . 
same.     Special  leave  to\ 
appeal  granted* 
^'^  *^  Digitized  by 
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Bompas,  Bisohoff 
Dodgson,  Coxe  St 
Bompas. 

S.  y.  Blake. 


Simpson  &  Co. 


Charles  Russell  & 

Co. 
Simpson  &  Co. 


Simpson  ft  Co. 


Bompas,  Bisohoff, 
Dodgson,  Coze  ft 
Bompas. 

Charles  Russell  ft 
Co. 

S.  y.  Blake. 


S.  y.  Blake. 
Harrison  ft  Powell. 

S.  y.  Blake. 

Simpson  ft  Co. 
Simpson  ft  Co. 

S.  y.  Blake. 


Harrison  ft  Powell. 
Charles  Russell  ft 
Co. 


S.  y.  Blake. 


S.  y.  Blaka 


Charles  Russell  ft 
Co. 
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PATENT  CASK 

(To  he  heard  an  Wedneeday,  the  23r<2  July,  1902.) 

Matter. 

PaUtloD  LodgwL 

Sotjeot. 

SoUctton. 

Thompflon*8  Patent     •     .     .     • 
(Mechanical  fuze  for  catmng 
explonon  of  iheUt,  etc.) 

19  April   1902 

Extemdon  of  Letten  Patent,  dated  the  22nd 
October,  1888,  Ko.  15159. 

Pet, 

• 

Hood,  QiUcs  ft  Moon. 

JXnWMENTS. 


The  Commiflfiioner  of  Trade] 
and  Onstomfl    .     .     .     .  | 

R.  Bell  k  Company,  LimitedJ 
(HMfd  16  ^4pr»l,  1902. 
Fre»9id:  Lord$  Ma&- 
maghtm^  Davey,  Bo- 
hert9onf  and  lAndley^ 
and  Sir  Ford  North,) 

Payne  and  Otherg    .     . 


The  King. 
The  King. 


WlMiioe. 


New  Zealand 


29  Oct    1901 


21  Mar.  1902 


Victoria 


12Koy.  1901 


Payne  and  Others    •     .     . 

(Appeal      and     Cro$§' 

Appeal  eonioiUdated), 

(Heard  3  ami  4  June^ 

1902.  Preaent:  Lord$ 

Maenaghten^     Davey^ 

Robertson,  and  Lind- 

ley.  Sir  Ford  North, 

and  Sir  Arthur  WiU 

fon.) 

The  Bank  of  New  South 

Walea 

r. 
The  Goulbnm  Valley  But- 
ter    Factory     Company 
Proprietary,  Limited  . 
(Heard  4  and  5  June, 
1902.  Preeent:  Lords 
Maenaghten,     Davey, 
Robertson,  and  lAnd- 
ley.  Sir  Ford  NoHh, 
and  Sir  Arthur  WU- 
ton.) 
The  National  Bank  of  Ans-' 
tralasia,  Limited  .     .     . ' 

V. 

J.  Falkingham  and  Sons  . 
Heard  5  and  6  June, 
1902.  Presmt:  Lords 
Macnaghienf  Davey, 
Robertson,  and  Limd- 
ley.  Sir  Ford  North, 
and  Sir  Arthur  Wil- 
son.) 

Goknl  Mandar  and  Others 

Pndmannnd     Singh     and  I 

Others ; 

(Heard  10  June,  1902. 
Present  t  Lord  Daivmfp 
Sir  Andrtw  SeobU, 
and  BIT  J»1hfUf  WU- 
eon.) 


Victoria  , 


Victoria 


8  Apr.   1902 


10  Sept.  1901 


9  Apr.  1902 


6  Deo.  1901 


21  May  1902 


Bengal 


81  July  1899 


10  Deo.  1901 

(By  Order  of 

BeriTor.) 


Whether  certain  wax  vestas 
were  goods  prohibited  to 
be  imported  into  the 
Colony  and  liable  to  for- 
feiture under  the  Patents, 
Designs  and  Trade  Marks 
Act,  1889,  and  the  Cus- 
toms Laws  Consolidation 
Act,  1892,  of  New  Zea- 
land. 

Whether  the  principal  Ap- 
pellants are  liable,  as 
executors,  for  probate 
duty  in  respect  of  three 
sums  secured  by  mort- 
gage deeds.  Adminis- 
tration  and  Probate  Act, 
1890.  and  Beal  Property 
Act,  26  Vict  No.  9  (Vic- 
toria). 


Whether  the  Appellant 
Bank  is  liable  to  the 
Bespondents  for  certain 
sums  of  money  paid  or 
credited  to  the  account 
of  one  BaUantyne  at  the 
AppeUant  Bank. 


Action  by  Bespondents  on 
money  alleged  to  have 
been  received  by  the 
Appellant  Bank  for  their 
use.  Claim  by  the  Bank 
to  retain  the  money  as 
having  been  assigned  to 
it  by  I)eed«orto  counter- 
claim for  a  larger  amount 
under  another  Deed  of 
Assignment;  Book  Debts 
Act,  1896  (Victoria). 

Whether  the  AppeUants 
hold  certain  re-formed 
lands  as  ryots  or  tenure 
holders. 


R. 
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A, 
R. 
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Burton,  Teito^  * 
Hart. 


Wadfison  k  If  al1^ 
son. 

FleggftSoD. 
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Cuie. 


Ri>  Ftttab  Bahadur  Singh  | 

GiJMlher  Bakhah  Singh     .  | 

(Heard  10  and  11  June, 

1902.   Pn$eni:  Lord 

Daveify   Sir    Andrew 

SeMe,and8irArthwr 

WOton.) 

Ibhori  Bibee  and  Another 

(tepreKotativea  of  Brahmo , 

.;  Biit^dficeaied)     .     . 

HDmodaa  Ghoae    . 

JiEmrd  11  amd  12  Jnne, 
1902.  Prm^ni:  Lord 
Dave^airFord  NorOh 
Sir  Andrew  Seobiet 
and  Sir  Arihur  WH- 

ttnmanian  ChetUar  . 


Ohettiar  and 

wlllUIB    •        •         •         •         •         a^ 

'  (Beard  12  and  n  June, 
1902.  Preamd.Lord 
Iktaeg,StrFordNorth, 
Sir  Andrmo    SeMe, 

i       aad  Sir  Arihwr  Wil- 

ihiilUDpal  Singh  .     .     . 

MAedduBb^  .  .  . 
(EwdlSandll  June, 
1902.  Preamd:  Lord 
Ikweg,SirFordNorth, 
Sir  Andrew  Seobie. 
aad  Sir  Arthur  WH- 

90%.) 


X«oOngHee     .     .     .     . 

rOngTew  *  .     .     .     . 
{Heard  17  and  18  June, 
1902.   Preaent:  Lord 
Dawy,SirFordNorth, 
'       Sir   Andrew   SeMe, 
and  Sir  Arthur  WO- 

tu  !^? ^ 

m  Xmdoipai  Committeei 
ULiWV  .  .  .  . 
I  (flMfd  18  and  19 /tffie, 
1902.  Preeent:  Lord 
Daeey^SirFordNorih, 
Sir  Andrew  SeoUe^ 
aad  Sir  Arthur  WU- 
aon.) 


Whence. 


Oudh 


Record  received. 


18  July  1899 


Bengal 


24  Jane  1901 


Set  down  for 
Hearing. 


15  Jan.  1902 


11  Apr.   1902 


Madras 


Oudh. 


!29  Oct  1901 


24  Jan.  1901 


Straits  Settlements. 


24  Sept.  1901 


Punjab 


18  Apr.   1900 


16  May  1902 


23  May  1902 


10  May  1902 


8  Apr.   1902 


Snl^ect. 


Dispute  as  to  the  terms  on 
which  Bespondent  is 
entitled  to  redeem  a  cer- 
tain mortgage. 


Whether  Bespondent  is 
entitled  on  the  ground  of 
minority  to  cancel  a  mort- 
gage deed  executed  by 
him  to  Brahmo  Dutt; 
concurrent  findings. 


Assignment  of  a  claim 
under  an  agreement  to 
pay  certain  monthly  in- 
stalments; whether  the 
agreement  was  invalid 
and,  if  not,  whether  the 
assignee  was  competent 
to  sue  on  it. 


Whether  a  certain  lease  is 
binding  on  Appellant, 
and,  if  it  is,  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  interest  it 
gives  to  Bespondent  in 
the  village  in  dispute; 
power  of  Judicial  Com- 
missioner to  set  aside 
certain  findings  of  fact; 
limitation.  Special  leave 
to  appealgranted. 

Claim  oy  Bespondent  for 
an  account  of  the  part- 
nership dealings  of  the 
Appellant  and  Bespon- 
dent (who  are  brothers) 
and  for  a  dissolution; 
limitation. 


Dispute  as  to  work  done  by 
Appellant  in  building  a 
JuMlee  Hall  for  Bespon- 
dents ;  validitv  of  an 
award;  limitation. 


A. 


A. 


A. 
B. 


A, 


B. 


I 


Solicitort. 


T.  L.  Wilson  ft  Co. 

Barrow,  Bogers  & 
Nevill. 


Watkins 
priere. 


ft    Lom- 


B.  .    W.  W.  Box. 


Frank  Bichaidson 
ft  Sadler. 

Lawfoid,  Water- 
house  ft  Lawford. 


T.L.  Wilson  ft  Co. 

Watkins   ft    Lem- 
priere. 


Loughborough, 
Gedge,  Kisbet  ft 
Drew. 

Ex  parte. 


Lattey  ft  Hart. 
T.  L.  Wilson  ft  Co. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

'■no  28.  The  KING  has  been  pleased  to  approve  the  appointment 
«f  Mr.  Oilbert  Stuart  Henderson,  Barrister-at-Law,  to  be  a  Judge 
M  the  High  Court  of  Judicature  at  Fort  William  in  Bengal,  to  fill 
tt  additiflnal  appointment  recently  sanctioned  for  that  Court 

^BBs  28.  The  KING  has  been  pleased  to  give  directions  for  the 
^PPoSatment  of  Sir  Thomas  Crossley  Bayner  (Chief  Justice  of 
^SM)  to  be  Attomey-General  of  the  Colony  of  British  Guiana. 

^^Vit  HoiL  Sir  Frauds  H.  Jenne  has  been  made  a  G.C.B. 

B.  B.  SUdne,  Siq.,  KC,  M.P.,  has  been  made  a  Privy  Ooondllor. 


Sir  George  Lewis,  Charles  B.  B.  McLaren,  Esq,  K.C.,  M.P.,  and 

W.  E.  M.  Tomlinson,  Esq.,  M.P.,  have  had  Baronetcies  conferred 

upon  them. 
Samuel  Hall,  Esq.,  K.C.,  Yioe-Chanoellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 

and  B.  D.  M.  Littler,  Esq.,  K.C.,  C.B ,  have  received  the  honour  of 

Knighthood. 


PB0PE8SI0NAL  PABTNEBSHIP  DISSOLVED. 

John  HeniT  Behan  and  Joseph  John  Georhegan  (Behan  ft 
GeogheganX  Solioiton,  1  Old  Serjeants'  Inn,  Chancery  Lane,  by 
mutual  oonsent  as  from  June  18. 
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COURT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION, 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


ROTA  OF  EEGISTRARS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 

DAtl. 

1 

BOTA. 

Atfkax. 

Mb.  Justigb 
Kkkswioh. 

IDi.  Jusnoi 
Br&irs. 

Ms.  JuRKn 
Famwelu 

He.  Jusnoi 
Bccxurr. 

Mr.  Jcbtiob 

JOTOI. 

ULJcBm 
Swum  Ik 

Monday,     July 

1 
7  ' 

Mr.  Greswell 

JiT.  Godfrey 

Mr.  Carriogton 

Mr.  Tbeed 

Mr.   KiDg 

Mr.  Cbarcb 

Mr.  JackNoa 

Mr.  Betl 

Tufsday;       „ 

e  ; 

„    Cbnrch 

„    11.  Leach 

..    Deal 

„    W.  Leach   1 

1 

,.    Fanner 

„    Greawdl 

„     PembertJn 

„    Can!:.' 

Wednesday    „ 

9 

,,    Farmer 

„    Godfrey 

„,  Carrtogtoii 

„    Theed         ^ 

„    King 

„    Church 

„    Jackson 

„   E.U. 

Thoraday       „ 

10, 

n    King 

„    R.  Leach 

,.     Beal 

„     W.  Leach 

.,     Fanner 

„    Greswell 

„    Pemberton 

„    Golr. 

Friday  '       .. 

a 

„    W.  Leach 

„    Godfrey 

,,    CarrlDgtou 

„    Theed 

.,    King 

u    Chorch 

„   ftadiu 

Saturday        „ 

^^1 

„    Tbeea 

„     R.  I^ach 

„    BeU 

„     W.  Leach 

„    Farmer 

„    Greswell 

„    Pemberton 

„    J«U 

•»•    The  Long  Vacation  vnU  comnience  on  WcdmsdUiy,  the  Ulh  da)f  of  Auguxt,  and  terminate  on  Thurtiajft  the  23rd  cJay  q^  October,  1903,  both  da^  tucJwit 


Seventh  Edition*     Royal  8vo,t  doth,  389* 


ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Containing  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankrs:; 
Acts,  1883  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bill:  :'^i 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangement- fi 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.    With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orfcc: 
Forma,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,    Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

"  In  spite  of  rivals,  Rohsori's  Law  and  Praetioe  in  Bankruptcy — an  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought — maintainB  its  podtion  in  I 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  Ad 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  pnt  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  this  I 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Robson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  ap4»< 
text-book."— Law  Times, 

"This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  the  < 
important  cases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  learned  authctcil 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankmptcj  workihJ 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  aoccmlf« 
editions  the  same  praise." — Law  Notes,  

London  :  WILLIAM   CLOWES  M  •SONS,  Limitkd,  Law  Poblisheus    7.  Fleet  Strkht,  E.G. 


Becond  and  greatly  improved  Edition.     Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  C«. 


THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIE 


A  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sectioal 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  anyb« 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and   References  to  Decisions. 

By     E.     KARRIS, 

OF   THE  LBQACT  AND  SUCCESSION  DUTT  DEPAETMKNT,  80MIBSBT  BOUSE. 

**In  the  second  edition  ...  we  see  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  great  eervloe  for  ready  refcrence."*— £J*  "'^ 
**  We  tender  onr  share  of  thanks  to  Mr.  Harris,  whose  competence  to  do  th«  work  he  has  nnderuken  is  undoubted."— ^ocounfan<. 
**  We  consider  the  work  is  one  of  great  practical  value  to  soUdtors." — Irith  Lata  Times, 


London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <k  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  F^^tbbbt,  E-C. 
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HIGH    COURT    OF   JUSTICE. 

PROBATE,   DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY  DIVISION. 


SUPPLEMENTAL  LISTS  OF  UNDEFENDED  DIVORCE  CAUSES  AND  DEFENDED  CAUSES   WITHOUT 

JURIES. 


Abbreviations.— P.  Probate — D.  Dissolution  of  Marriage— J.S.  Judicial  Separation— N.  Nullity— I.  Issue— 
R.C.R.  Restitution  of  Conjugal  Rights— A.  Act  on  Petition. 

When  preceded  by  "H/'  suit  brought  by  Husband,  and  "W."  suit  brought  by  Wife. 


1  H.D. 

2  W.D. 

3  H.D. 

4  H.D. 

5  ED. 

6  WJ.S. 

7  W.D. 

8  RN. 

9  H.D. 
10  H.D. 
U  H,D. 

12  H.D. 

13  W.D. 

14  H,D. 

15  ILD. 

16  H.D. 

17  H.D. 
U8  W.D. 

»    H.D/ 

n  h.d; 

23    H.D. 

« rd} 

25  W.J.S. 
«6    H.D. 


28  H.D. 

|»  H.D. 

P  HJD. 

m  W.D. 

^2  H,D. 

83  ttD. 

84  W.N. 
35  H.D. 
86  H.D. 

37  BLD. 

38  H.D. 
89  W.D. 

40  H,D. 

41  W.D. 

42  H.D. 

43  W,N. 

44  aa 


NAME  OF  CAUSE. 


BEFORE  THE  COURT  ITSELF — 
UNDEFENDED  DIVORCE. 


Power  V.  Power  &  Luscorabe  . 
Bowen-Rowlands,  H.  u.  Bo  wen-Rowlands, 
Travis  v.  Travis  &  Watson     . 
Payne  v.  Payne  &  Clarke 
Weetgarth  v,  Westgai  th  A  Gardner 
Brown,  E.  -p.  Brown,  R. 
Lonj^hurst,  E  A.  v.  Longliurst,  F,  . 
Austin  V.  Austin  orse.  Thiselton    . 
Smith  V.  Smith  &  Walford      . 
Watt  V.  Watt  &  Campbell      . 
Collins  V.  Collins  &  Eastman. 
Parsons  v.  Parsons  &  Bucalossi 
H&mor,  H.  M.  v.  Hamer,  A.  B. 
Reeves  p.  Reeves  &  Dunean   . 
Craven  v.  Craven  &  Russell    . 
Taylor,  R.  v.  Taylor,  P.  A.     . 
Watson  V,  Watson  &  Bond 
Burke,  A.  v.  Burke,  F.  . 


(in  ca 


Blomfield,  A.  M.  v.  Blomeeld,  F.  W. 

SauU,  W.  F.  r.  Saull,  E. 

Edmund.s  E.  v.  Edmunds,  P.  J. 

Don  gal  V.  Dougal  &  KiUick  , 
White,  W.  H.  H.  V.  White,  J. 


Lawson,  L.  F.  C.  t?.  Lawton,  E.  J. 

Powell,  A.  G.  V.  Powell,  E.     . 
Barker  v.  Barker  &  Jones 

Gaunt,  F.  v.  Gaunt,  CD.. 

Evans  v,  Evans,  Broomficld  &  Jones 
Hallwood,  A.  H.  v.  Hallwood,  C.  B. 
Hayter  r.  Hayter  k  Bovis 
Phipps,  R.  A  V.  Phipps,  W. 
Topliff  V.  Topliff  ft  Young 
Hall  V.  Hall  &  Bruton  . 
Daly  orse.  Ormsby  v.  Daly 
Diojceson  v.  Dickeson  k  Temple 
Hall  V.  Hall  ft  Clark     . 
Bownass  v.  Bownass  ft  Dickson 
Wilmans  v.  Wilmans,  Woodward  and  CI 
Crook,  Ellon  v.  Crook,  Ebenezer     . 
Ohase,  P.  H.  v.  Chase,  A.  R.  . 
Birohall,  A.  v.  Birchall,  C.  F.  B.     . 
Sharp  V.  Sharp  ft  Vine  . 
Payler  orse.  Moskett  v.  Payler 
Paine,  B.  F.  v.  Paine,  E.  M.  . 


E.B. 


meni) 


rke 


Goldberg  ft  Co. 
Goldberg  ft  Co. 
ladormaur  ft  Brown. 

F.  A.  S.  Stern. 
Belfrage  ft  Co.  \ 
C.  C.  Sharman     . 
C.  C.  Sharman. 
M.  H.  Hal*. 

G.  Thatcher. 

E.  F.  G.  Tmefitt 
A.  W.  Mills. 
Rowcliflfes  ft  Co. 
Bower  ft  Co. 
T.  W.  Moore. 
Phelps  ft  Co.  . 
A.  A.  Nowell. 
Blundell  ft  Co. 
Woodcock  ft  Co, 

A.Hunt    .     . 

I  Oabom  ft  Odbom. 

J.  Morley .     • 

I  Sandars  ft  Co. 
!  D.  A.  Romain. 


J.  A.  Bartrum. 

C.  &  E.  Woodroflfe. 
Tatham  ft  Procter. 

Tottenham  ft  Co. 

J.  B.  Hall.         I 
Ledeard  ft  Co. 
Barker  ft  Son. 
Clinton  ft  Co. 
J.  E.  Stephenson. 
C.  T.  C.  Lewis. 
G.  C.  Topham. 
Dangeraeld  ft  Co. 
Waterhouse  ft  Co. 
J.  E.  ft  H.  Scott 
Leesmith  ft  Monby 
Norrla  ft  Co. 
Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
Swepstone  ft  Stone. 
Foulgar  ft  Co. 
Vincent  ft  Vincent. 
I  Foy  A  Co. 


soucrroBS. 


Dcfaidanftf. 


Oo-Baipontaaft'a. 


In  Person.  | 

J.Marshall    .     .     .     J.  MarahaU. 
Blair  ft  Qirliog. 


Lewis  ft  Lewis 


Lewis  ft  Lewis. 
Radford  ft  Frankland. 


Johnson  ft  Master. 

W.  J.  Eraser. 
H.  Pouter. 


Bartcn  ft  Pca:man. 
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No. 


45  H.D. 

46  H.D. 

47  H.D. 

48  H.D. 

49  HJ>. 

«>  {ID 

51  HD. 

52  W.D. 
58  W.N. 

54  H.D. 

55  H.D. 

56  H.D. 
67  W.D. 

58  H.D. 

59  W.D, 

60  RD. 

61  HD. 

62  H.D. 

63  W.N. 

64  WJ). 

65  H.D. 

66  H.D. 

67  H.D. 

68  H.D. 

69  H.D. 

70  H.D. 

71  H.D. 

72  WJ). 
78  H.D. 

74  H.D. 

75  W.J.S. 

76  H.D. 

77  W.P, 


I 


HAMI  OF  CAUSl. 


1 

2 
3 

4 

W.D. 
W.D. 
HD. 
HD. 

5 

P. 

6 
7 
8 

H.D. 
W.N. 
H.D. 

9 

P. 

10  H,D. 

11  W.J.S. 

12 

P. 

■»i 

W.R,\ 
C.B./ 

14 

P. 

15 

P. 

16 
17 
18 

H.D. 
HD. 
HD. 

19 

P. 

20  W.J.8. 

21  H.D. 

(in  camer&) 


G.I 


(iu  cambH) 


Lewis  V,  Lewis  &  ICajor 
Karlee,  W.  J.  v.  Maries,  A.  L. 
Shanks  v.  Shanks  &  Barratt  . 
Light  V.  Light  A  Berry 
FaUick  v,  Falliok  ft  Fallick  . 

Makne,  M.  v.  liabne,  J.  A.  £. 

Child  V.  OhUd  ft  GoIJston     . 

De  la  WaiT,  Countess  v.  Do  U  Warr,  Earl 

Idle  orse.  Seaton  v.  Idle 

Smart  «.  Smart  ft  Collyer 

Ashton  V.  Ashton  ft  Stepney  . 

Bieese  v.  Breese  ft  Watibn    . 

Cousin^  E.  B.  v.  Consina,  W.  J. 

Old  V.  Old  ft  Parker     . 

Pago,  C.  M.  V.  Page.  E.  0.     . 

Griffin  v.  Griffin  ft  Griffin 

Adams  v.  Adami  ft  (Jeeton   • 

Crompton  v.  Crompton  ft  Daniels 

Straight  one.  Lane  v.  Straight 

Borman,  A.  B.  M.  E.  C.  «.  Borman, 

Bvear  «.  Bxear  ft  Home         « 

Kennedy  v.  Kennedy  ft  Robinson 

Catting,  K  H.  v.  Catting,  S.  J. 

Cock  V.  Cook  ft  Bedfcrn. 

Williams  v.  Williams  ft  James 

Brovm  v.  Brown  ft  Yonngman 

Ganby  v.  Ganby  ft  Masgrove 

Ford,  S.  J.  V.  Ford,  H.  J. 

Fox  V.  Fox  ft  Cowles     . 

Chandler  v.  Chandler  ft  Henneasy 

Scott,  G.  M.  W.  9.  Soott,  A.  S. 

Whitham  v.  Wliitham  ft  Monks 

Harris,  K.  O,  r,  Hants,  C,  D. 


BEFORE  THE  COURT  ITSELF— 
PROBATE  AND  DEPENDED  DIVORCE. 


Godwin,  M.  v.  Godwin,  B.      . 
Dando,  A.  v.  Dando,  J.  . 
YandeU  v,  Yandell  ft  Richins. 
Rhodes  V,  Rhodes  ft  Dcakin   . 

(Leonard,  dec. 
Leonard  ft  anr.  v.  Leonard  &  ors.    . 

Megey,  A.  R.  G.  r.  Meggy,  R.  E.   . 

Lamotou  orse.  Johnson  v.  Lambton 

Smith,  W.  C.  D.  v.  Smith,  G.  H.     . 
fSavell,  dec. 
\Payne  ft  anr.  v.  Savell  . 

Whiteley  v,  Whiteloy  ft  Cator 

Ingram,  K.  v.  Ingram,  J. 
r  Green,  dec 
\Green  ft  ors.  v.  Mitchell  ft  ors. 


.  (id  camerft) 


80UQROB8. 


Mac  George,  H.  M.  v,  Mac  George,  W.  H. 

TEvans,  dco. 
i\King  ft  anr.  v.  Evan?    .... 

(SoUowsy,  dec. 
Hydcr  v.  SoUoway         .... 
Tomlinson  v.  Tomlinson  ft  Hamilton 
Lowis,  T.  W.  t7.  Lewis,  H.      .         .         . 
Hodg^u  V.  Hodgson  ft  Mortimer    . 

(Bagnall.  dec. 
Bagnall  v.  Carrutberd  ft  ors.  . 
Schlesinger,  A.  v.  Schlesingcr,  H.  . 
Mitchell  1^.  Mitchell  ft  Davies 


J.  E.  Chonhill. 
Stow  ft  Co. 
Judge  ft  Priestley. 
HelUweU  ft  Co. 
Field,  Bosooe  ft  Co. 

H.  Wilson. 

Williams  ft  AUridge. 
K.  H.  Smith  .     .     . 
Kingsbary  ft  Tamer. 
J.  P.  Ayers. 
G.  F.  Johnson    .     . 
PomCrajr  ft  Son. 
CrosaeftSons. 
Ciowders  ft  Co. 
Jackson  ft  Co. 
S.  W.  Johnson  ft  Son. 
Metcalfe  ft  Co.    •     . 
Chester  ft  Co. 
Lewis  ft  Lewis    .     . 
Godfrey  ft  Webb. 

A.  J.  Pitts. 

B.  Wilkinson. 
In  Person. 

A.  B.  Creeke,  janr. 
J.  T.  Lewis. 
H.  W.  H.  Banoe. 
Hodges  ft  Pyke. 
In  Person. 
Headley  ft  Roberts. 

C.  H.  CowdeU. 
Ceilings  ft  Co.     .     . 
W.  Calley. 
Meredith  ft  Ca 


Blake  ft  Oa 


Chester  ft  Co. 


Greenfield  ft  Craoknell. 


Bey  fas  ft  Boy  f  us. 


I 


Hoaseman  ft  Co. . 
Amonld  ft  Son    . 
D.  A.  Remain 
Howard  ft  Shelton 


Busk  ft  Co. 
Green  ft  UnderhiU. 
J.  P.  Bndden  .     . 


Sanderson  ft  Co.  .     . 

Osborn  ft  Osbom 
BUbrough  ft  Plaakitt 
NeedhamftCo.  .     . 

S.K.  Scott  .  .  . 
G.  Thompson  ft  Son. 
Martineau  ft  Reid. 


Walker  ft  Bowe  , 
Lewis  ft  Lewis    , 


F.  H.  Edwards. 
C.  RoflMll  ft  Co. 
RowolifEes. 

W.  G.  Keni 
Parker,  Garrett  ft  Co. 
Stow  ft  Co. 

Foster.  Grave  ft  Ca 
H.H.Lyde    .     .     . 

G.  Kebbell. 

BeU,BrodriQkftGny. 
Bonipas  ft  Co. 


Lee,  Ockerby  ft  Co.  .     H.  Wilson. 


Nicholson  ft  Crouch  . 
Langham  ft  Co.  .  , 
Chester  ft  Co.  .  . 
Bumft  Berridge.     . 


S.  Benham. 
Hareroye  ft  Co.  •     . 
Bobbins,  Billing  ft  Co. 


Rowcliffee  ft  Co. 
Noon  ft  Clarke 
T.  D.  Jones    . 


Bi^ll,  BrodrickftGray. 
Osborne  ft  Osborne. 
Holder  ft  Co. 


CjOOgI 


p.  H.  Webb. 


J.  P.  Bodden. 
J.  W.  Sykes. 


Bowoliifes  ft  Oo. 


HargrOTO  ft  CO' 
Corbin  ft  Co. 
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COUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 
BOTA  OP  BBQISTRAKS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


Datb. 


1 


BOKA. 


',  JBiy 


Uaitj. 


ftik, 


4  j  Mr.  CarriDgtoii  : 

6  j  ..    Beal 

8  I  .,    JackaoD      j 

7  „    Pmbertoo 

M    R.  Letch 


ArrmAL 
OoDnlL 


Mr.  King 
„    FArmtr 

..     KiDg 

„    Fanner 
M    King 
„    Fanner 


KsxxwnaL 


Ms.  JomoB 
Btxsb. 


Mr.  R.  Letch    >    Mr.  Pemboitm 


Ma»  Jvukh 

FABWBLb 


•,  Godfrey 

M  R.  Learh  | 

,t  Qodtnj  1 

M  R.  Letch  I 

„  Godfrey  i 


Jtcksou 

Pexnberton 

Jtcksw 

Ptxnbertoo 

Jtckaon 


Mr.  Oreswell 
„    Church 
„    G  res  well 
„    Ciiardi 
„    Greswell 
.,    Chnrch 


MK.  JXJBTtOM 

BcasLBT. 


Mr.  W,  Letch 
„    Tbeei 
,.    W.  Letch 
M    Theed 
M    W.  Leach 
M    Theel 


Mb.  JusiiOB 
Jot  cm. 


Mb.  JrBTTOB 
SwiKrsK  Eapt. 


Mr.  Beal  i 

,,    C&rrlDgton  | 
,.     nctl  ' 

„    Carring'oD 
..    Bed  I 

n    Ctnington 


Mr.  Church 
,,    Oreswell 
M    TheeJ 
„    W.  Utth 
,»    Ftnner 
..     King 


Af  Ung  nteUi^mwa  emmmnet  m  Wedneadaj/,  tktlUk  dag  ^  Augut,  aad  ttrmimaU  o»  Thundt^,  ika  tML  dag  ^  OeMtcr,  im%  both  da^  imduiim. 


GENERAL  EULE  UNDER  THE  COMPANIES 
(WINDING  UP)  ACT,  1890. 


! 

Tbe  fdlowing  Draft  Bule  is  pnblished  pursaant  to  the  Rules  Pub- 
I»»taiAct:- 

Ae  powers  giTcn  to  tbe  Registrar  in  GompRnira  (Winding  Up)  by 
Mb  ]  of  the  Companies  (Winding  Up)  Rules,  August,  189*3,  are 
■Rby  extsnded  so  as  to  apply  to  any  action  in  which  the  chamber 
poeedings  are  by  any  Bules  of  the  Supreme  Court  or  otherwise 
ineted  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  said  Begistrar. 

(bpies  may  be  obtained  on  application  at  the  Lord  (^anoellor*s 
Mke,  House  of  Lords. 

%2,]902. 


APPOINTMENT. 

July  a  The  KING  has  been  pleased  to  rItc  directions  fur  tlie 
appointnkent  of  &iiest  Hamilton  Sharp,  Esq.,  to  be  one  of  His 
Majesty's  Counsel  for  the  Colony  of  Hong  Kong. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Matthew  John  Blewitt,  Francis  Jubal  ReynoMe,  John  Gibbard 
Hurst,  Archibald  Harg^ye  Blewitt,  and  Matthew  Clivo  Blewilt 
(Blewitt,  Reynolds  &  Co.),  Solicitora,  Birmii)<j;ham  and  Colebhill, 
Warwick,  and  61  Carey  Street,  Lincoln's  Inn,  W.C,  as  from  June  80, 
ns  to  J.  O.  Hurst  by  effluxion  of  time,  and  as  to  the  other  paiincr^  by 
mutual  consent 

Clement  Waldron  and  Clement  Bichards  Waldron  (Waldron  &  Son), 
Solicitors,  Cardiff  and  Llandaff,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  July  1. 


[  Seventh  Edition.     Itayal  8vo.,  doth,  38s. 

^OBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Chmtainmg  a  fall  exposition  of  the  PrincipleB  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankruptcy 
Mb,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Mb,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  with 
MitoTB,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Boles,  Orders  and 
Inu,  induding  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  Ac. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,    Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

"  Im  spite  of  rivals,  Robton't  Law  and  Praeiice  in  Bankruvieysn  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  posiiion  in  lega 
Katare.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consc  qncntly  that  Act  and 
•  Aot  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  this  there 
I  Bo  ehanffes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Robeon  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  up-toHlate 
[ft^mtk."— ^^te  IVflMs. 

"This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  conBequenco  of  Ihe  many 
IMtant  OMe0  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  now  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  learned  author  on  tbe 
itoi  oi  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Cf  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  work  should 
viUumt  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  accord  future 
Kftons  the  Mme  praise."— Xois  NoU^, 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899. 
*«*  The  8appl«n«iit  oaa  be  hAd  separately*  limp  doth,  Se.  6d. 

DARSir    and    BOSJLNQUET 

OV  THl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

BT 

F.  A.  BOSANQUETp  K.C.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 


'^  Twenty-fdx  years  have  elapsed  gince  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqaet's  Treatise  on  the  Statntes  of  Limita- 
tions. Dnrinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  haying 
been  prodnced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
consult  g^edal  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  tk 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— -the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  th 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  mocufy,  or  settle  many  points  relating  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  Mr. 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examinatioi 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  reliaUe 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foSon 
dubstantiaUy  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  'i  ^ 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.*' — Law  Quarterly  Bevieuo. 

LoHDOv:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  ^  SONS,  Limxtsd.  Law  Pobushbbs,  7«  Fleet  Sr&ai^?,  j£.C. 

SECOKD  EDinOK.    Demy  8yo.,  doUi,  10a.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOOIETIES 

(THB    IaAW    BEULTHTG    TO). 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIE 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896- 

Together  urith  an  Appendix  eorUaming  Modd  RuUs^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  BegtdaUons^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FTTLLEB,  B.A.  (Oxoxi.)»  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

"We  can  tboronghly  recommend  the  pnbUcatlon  to  the  Chief  and  Dtotrlct  OffleUlfl  of  all  Friendly  Socfedes.'*— J^WMMRy  SociMet^  Reoerdtr. 

••  Mr.  Fuller  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  pnwMce  relaUng  to  Friendly  SodeUee  In  a  clear  and  oondae  manner,  and  hla  book  abmild  be  In  the  handi  of  all  pa 


lotereated  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Sodetlea."— ifiMicAetter  OiMrier. 


LorooN :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitkd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Stbbbt,  E.0.         I 

Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  128.   ed.  ^1 

THE    STOCK    EXCHANGE! 

(THE    LAW   AND   PRACTICE   OR.    WITH    APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Roles  and  Regulations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Securities. 

By   B.   B.   8PENCEB    BBODHUBST,    ILA.,   B.Q.lu, 

or  THS  nnrsB  tbmpub,  babbuteb-at-law. 

**  Mr.  BrodhoTBt's  Tolame  is  one  that  we  can  cordially  recommend.  "—/^jnanetalA'eiof.        mtm.  u«,v  ^u-^  •  vm^.  in««»^Hn«  •».!  n««'>ni  .AMnm^t  «r  tiui  hw  «ii4  pwt** 
••We  esteem  tl>e  work  as  «twmely  valnable.    Its  author  has  masieied  Stock     ,„MlS^ii^5.inn«tn^2^k«ST^i»?^^^ 
Exchange  lecbDicalitUs  to  a  wonderfhl  extent,  and  e«j)»imded  them  ^ith  marked     S?,1?i!Lk»i"J'rf„l^S^^ 
Mil  ty,^  Financial  Times,  j  by  the  etockbiuker  and  the  lawyer.  —^{icUorf* /ounio/. 
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KULES  OF  THE  SUPEEME  COUBT. 
July  1902. 


ORDER  Xni.    RuLBS  5  and  7. 

l-^a.)  Bnle  5  shall  bo  read  as  if  after  the  words  "  Where  the  writ 

'oned  with  a  claim  for''  the  words  *' pecuniary  damages  only,  or 

detentioii  of  goods  with  or  without  a  claim  for   pecuniary 

dunages"  were  substituted  for  the  words  ^detention  of  goods  and 
^peeoaiary  damages  or  either  of  them,"  and  as  if  after  the  words 
*m  the  court  or  a  judge  may  "  the  words  **  order  a  statement  of 
'dtimorparticularB  to  be  filed  before  any  assessment  of  damages, 
Fnd  may  **  were  inserted. 

(&.)  Bide  7  shall  be  read  as  if  for  the  words  '*  detention  of  goods 

ud  peonniary  damages  or  either  of  them"  the  worda  ** pecuniary 
*<biniges  only  or  for  detention  of  goods  with  or  without  a  claim  for 
'  pecimiary  damages  "  were  substituted. 

ORDER  XIV.    RuLB  7. 

i  Bale  7  is  hereby  annulled,  and  the  following  Rule  shall  stand  in 
n  thereof  :— 

7.  Upon  the  hearing  of  the  application,  with  the  consent  of  the 
parties,  an  order  may  be  made  referring  the  action  to  a 
master,  or  the  action  may  be  finally  disposed  of  without 
appeal  in  a  summary  manner. 

ORDER  XX.    Rule  1. 

1  laBule  1,  sab-seotions  (&),  (c),  (d)  and  (e)  are  hereby  repealedi 
M  Aft  following  sub-sections  shall  stand  in  lieu  thereof: — 

(6.)  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  Order  XIII.,  Rule  12,  as  to 
filing  a  statement  of  claim  when  there  is  no  appearance,  no 
statement  of  claim  shall  be  delivered  unless  the  same  be 
ordered  under  Order  XXX.  or  Order  XVIIIa.,  Rule  3. 

(c.)  When  delivery  of  a  statement  of  claim  is  ordered  the  same 
shall  be  delivered  within  the  time  specified  in  the  order,  or, 
if  no  time  be  so  specified,  within  twenty-one  days  from  the 
date  of  the  order,  unless  in  either  case  the  time  be  extended 
by  the  court  or  a  judge. 

i  Order  XX.,  Rule  5  is  hereby  repealed. 

ORDER  XXI.    RuLBS  6,  7  and  8. 

^  Roles  6,  7  and  8  are  hereby  annulled,  and  the  following  rules 
1  stand  in  lien  thereof  .• — 

.  Where  a  defendant  has  appeared  to   a   writ   of  summons 

specially  endorsed  under  Order  III.,  Rule  6,  he  shall  deliver 

I  his  defence  within  ten  days  from   the  time    limited    for 

'  appearance,  unless  such  time  is  extended  by  the  court  or 

I  jutige,  or  unless  in  the  meantime  the  plaintiff  serves   a 

I  summons  for  judgment  under  Order  XIV.,  or  a  summons  for 

directions. 

7.  Where  leave  has  been  given  to  a  defendant  to  defend  under 

Order  XIV.,  he  shall  deliver  his  defence  (if  any)  within 

such  time  as  shall  be  limited  by  the  order  giving  him  leave 

I  to  defend :  or  if  no  time  is  thereby  limited,  then  within  eight 

I  days  after  the  order. 

[  8.  When  a  statement  of  claim  is  delivered  pursuant  to  an  order, 
I  or  filed  in  default  of  appearance  under  Order  XIII.,  Rule  12, 

the  defendant,  unless  otherwise  ordered,  shall  deliver  his 
defence  within  such  time  (if  any)  as  shall  be  specified  in 
such  order,  or,  if  no  time  be  so  specified,  within  ten  days 
from  the  delivery,  or  filing  in  default,  of  the  statement  of 
claim,  unless  in  either  case  the  time  is  extended  by  the  eourt 
or  a  judge. 

ORDER  XXIL    RuLB  18a. 

fj^y}^^^  the  estate  of  a  deceased  person  who  has  died  intestate  is 
^ntled  to  a  fund  or  to  a  share  of  a  fund  in  court  not  exceeding  £100, 
•™*  «  IB  proved  to  the  Batiafaction  of  the  court  or  a  judge  that  no 


administration  has  been  taken  out  to  Buoh  deceased  person,  and  that 
his  assets  do  not  exceed  the  value  of  £100  including  the  amount  of 
the  fund  or  share  to  which  the  estate  of  such  deceased  person  is 
entitled,  the  court  or  a  judge  may  direct  that  such  fund  or  ahare  of 
a  fund  shall  be  paid,  transferred,  or  delivered  to  the  person  who, 
being  a  widower,  widow,  child,  father,  mother,  brother,  or  sister  of 
the  deceased,  would  be  entitled  to  take  out  administration  to  the 
estate  of  such  deceased  person. 

ORDER  XXTTI. 
Reply  and  Subssquent  Plbadings. 

7.  Order  XXIII.  is  hereby  annulled,  and  the  following  order  shall 
stand  in  lieu  thereof : — 

1.  Except  in  Admiralty  actions  no  reply  shall  be  delivered  unless 

the  same  be  ordered. 

2.  A  plaintiff  shall  deliver  his  reply,  if  any,  in  Admiralty  actions 

within  six  days,  and  in  other  actions  if  ordered  within  the 
time  specified  in  the  order  or  if  no  time  is  so  specified  within 
ten  days,  after  the  defence  or  the  last  of  the  defences  shall 
have  heeR  delivered,  unleas  the  time  shall  be  extended  by  the 
court  or  a  judge. 

3.  No  pleading  subsequent  to  reply  other  than  a  joinder  of  issue 

shall  be  pleaded  without  leave  of  the  court  or  a  judge,  and 
then  shall  be  pleaded  only  upon  such  terms  as  the  court 
or  iudj^e  shall  think  fit  Every  pleading  subsequent  to 
reply  shall  be  delivered  within  the  time  specified  in  the 
oraer  giving  leave  to  deliver  the  same  or  if  no  time  be  so 
specified  within  four  days  after  the  delivery  of  the  previous 
pleading,  unless  the  time  shall  be  extended  by  the  court  or 
a  judge. 

ORDER  XXVII.    Rules  4,  6  and  9. 

8.  Order  XXVII.,  Rules  4, 6  and  9  shall  be  read  as  if  after  the  words 
^  detention  of  goods  and  pecuniary  damages  or  cither  of  them  "  were 
left  out,  and  the  words  "  pecuniary  damages  only  or  for  detention  of 
^'  goods  with  or  without  a  claim  for  pecuniary  damages  "  were  inserted : 
and  at  the  end  of  Rule  15  shall  be  inserted  **  and  where  an  action  has 
**  been  set  down  on  motion  for  judgment  under  Rule  11  of  this  order, 
**  such  setting  down  may  be  dealt  with  by  the  court  or  a  judge  in  the 
"same  wav  as  if  a  judgment  by  default  had  been  signed  when  the  case 
**  was  set  down." 

ORDER  XXX.    Rule  1. 

9.  Order  XXX.,  Rule  1,  is  hereby  annulled,  and  the  following  rule 
shall  stand  in  lieu  thereof : — 

1. — (a.)  Except  in  the  cases  mentioned  in  paragraph  (d)  the 
plaintiff  in  every  action  shall  take  out  a  summons  for 
directions  returnable  in  not  less  than  four  days. 

(&.)  Such  summons  shall  be  taken  out  after  appearance  and 
before  the  plaintiff  takes  any  fresh  step  in  ttie  action  other 
than  application  for  an  injunotion,;or  tor  a  receiver,  or  the 
entering  of  judgment  in  default  of  defence  under  Order 
XXVII. 

(e.)  Where  under  Order  XTV.  the  plaintiff  applies  for  judgment, 
or  where  under  Order  XVIIIa.,  the  defendant  applies  fur 
a  statement  of  claim,  the  judge  may  deal  with  such 
application  as  if  the  plaintiff  had  been  entitled  to  take  out 
and  had  taken  out  a  summons  for  directions. 

(d.)  This  rule  shall  not  apply  to  Admiralty  actions  within  the 
meaning  of  section  ^  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1873,  or  to 
actions  in  which  the  writ  is  q>ecially  indorsed  under 
Order  III.,  Role  6,  or  to  actions  coming  under  the  provisions 
of  Order  XVIIIa.,  or  to  any  proceeding  commenced  by 
originating  summons,  but  in  any  such  action  or  prooeeding 
a  summons  for  directions  may  be  taken  out  at  the  instance 
of  any  party  thereto. 

ORDER  XXX.    Rules  2,  3,  5  and  8. 

10.  Older  XXX.  shall  be  read  as  if— 

(o.)  In  Rule  2  the  words  **  interlocutory  "  and  **  before  the  trial " 
were  left  out. 
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(&.)  In  Bule  3  the  words  *'  made  or  "  were  left  oat. 

(c.)  In  Bule  5,  after  *'  original  summons,"  the  words  **  and  hefore 

** judgment"  wore  inserted. 
(c2.)  In  Rule  8  the  words  **or  for  summary  judgment  under 

•*  Order  XIV."  were  left  out. 


ORDER  XXXVI.    Role  1. 

11.  Rule  1  is  hereby  annulled,  and  tlic  following  rule  shall  stand  in 
lieu  thereof: — 

1.  There  shall  be  no  local  yenue  for  the  trial  of  any  action,  except 
where  otherwise  proTided  by  statute,  but  in  every  action  in 
every  division  the  place  of  trial  shall  be  fixed  by  the  court  or 
a  judge. 

ORDER  XLV.    Rules  1,  8,  4  and  6. 

12.  Order  XLV.  shall  be  read  as  if— 

(a.)  In  Rule  1,  after  tlte  words  "  to  answer  the  judgment  or 
••  order"  the  words  ** together  with  the  costs  of  the 
"garnishee  proceedings"  were  inserted;  and  after  the 
words  "to  satittfy  tlie  judgment  or  order,"  tlie  words 
**  together  with  the  costs  aforesaid  "  were  inserted. 

(h.)  In  Rule  3,  at  the  end,  the  words  **  together  with  the  costs  of 
**  the  garnishee  proceedings  "  were  inserted. 

(«.)  In  Rule  4,  at  the  end,  the  words  "or  may  refer  the  matter 
"  to  a  master"  were  inserted. 

(d.)  In  Rule  6,  after  the  words  "such  giimhshee/'  the  words 
"together  with  the  costs  of  the  gami^ee  proceedings" 
were  inserted. 

ORDER  XLIX.     Rule  5a. 

13.  Upon  a  Winding  Up  order  being  made  against  a  company  all 
Chamber  proceedings  in  any  action  against  such  company  at  the 
instance  or  on  behalf  of  debenture  holders  or  trustees  for  debenture 
holders  pending  before  the  Judges  to  whom  for   the  time  being 


CJompany  business  is  assigned  shall  be  dealt  with  by  the  Begisim  in 
Companies  Winding  Up. 

ORDER  LXV.     Rule  2. 

14.  Rule  2  shall  be  read  as  if  the  following  words  were  added 
thereto : — 

"  but  the  court  or  judge,  if  the  whole  costs  of  the  actios  J 
**  other  proceeding  are  not  intended  to  be  giren  to  Um 
"  party,  may  wherever  practicable  by  the  order  dinu 
"  taxation  of  the  whole  costs  and  payment  of  such  pnJ 
"  portion  thereof,  as  the  court  or  judge  shall  deterauQe.'  J 

ORDER  LXV.     Rule  23. 

15.  Order  LXV.,  Rule  23,  shall  be  read  as  if  the  words  fnl 
''payment"  to  *<paid"  inclusive,  were  omitted  there&om,  sod  II 
following  words  were  inserted : — 

"taxation  of  the  costs  of  such  party  and  payment  of  apropa 
"  tion  thereof  or  direct  payment  of  a  sum  in  lien  of  tan 
**  costs  and  direct  by  and  to  whom  such  proportion  or  M 
"shall  be  paid."  ^ 

16.  These  Rules  may  be  cited  as  the  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Cm 
July  1902,  and  each  Rule  may  bo  cited  separately  by  the  head! 
thereof  with  reference  to  the  Rules  of  the  Supreme  Gooit,  18 
They  shall  come  into  operation  on  the  24th  day  of  October  1902. 

Dated  the  8th  of  July  1902 

(Signed)       Halsbubt,  G. 

Alyerstone,  C.J. 

R.  Henn  Collins,  M.R. 

P.  H.  Jeune,  p. 

Roland  L.  Vauohan  WillumU. 

Arthur  Kekewich  J. 

A.  M.  Chankell  J. 

Walter  C.  Rehshaw. 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE, 

KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


ADDENDUM  TO  THE  CROWN 
PAPER. 

MetPoLDteL    BnxdoB  «.  M mod. 

Comity  of  th«  Town  of  SoaUuunpton.   Elliott  II  anr. 

«.  RaaBell. 
Met.  FoL  I>ist.    Puqnler  V.  NMle. 
Lancaahlre.     Smtth  v.  YatM  k  on.,  JJ.  of  ICan- 

Chester. 
Oudilf.    Thomu  v.  PrttchanL 

In  the  Matter  of  «  SoUdtor.    Sxpte.  Inoor- 

ponted  Law  Soc. 

Coantj  of  ttonthempton.    The  King  «.  Major,  ke. 

of  Bonmemomh  (ezpte.  Hewkes). 
Glemonpuishlre.   QUmorganBhlre  c^uud  NaTlgatioQ 

Co.  V,  Meithyr  l^rdfll  Union. 

In  the  Matter  of  a  Solicitor.    Ezpte.  Incox^ 

porated  Law  Soc 

Same  v.  Same. 

■    Same  v.  Same. 

England,  Esa^x.     The  King  «.  Hewett  (eipte. 

—  In  the  Matter  of  a  Solicitor.  Ezpte.  Incor- 
porated Law  Sec. 

■■    -       Same  v.  Same. 

Durham.    Smith  «.  Moodj. 

CooDty  of  Southampton.  Haylci  «.  Sandown  Urban 
District  GoiiDciL 

Re  Edward  Thomaa. 

Yorkahiie,  W.  R.    Hayley  «.  Whitworth. 
Met.  Pol.  Diet    MoNalr  v.  Cave. 

In  the  Matter  of  a  Solicitor.  Ezpte.  Incor- 
porated Law  Soo. 

Snnderland.    Mayor,  &c  of  Smiderlaad  «.  Weight- 
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40    Blackpool.    Mayor,  &c.  of  Blackpool  v.  Fielding  k 
ore. 


The  King  v.  Hewlett  k  anr. 
Gas  Light  k  O 


Coke  Co.  V.  London 


iSoUdtor.    Ezpte.  Inoor- 


41  Connty  of  L^don. 

42  Met.  PoL  DIbL    f 

Connty  Council. 

43  Cardiff.    McKeoaie «.  Spear. 

44  ■      In  the  Matter  of  a  Sc 
porated  Law  Soc 

46  ■      Same  V.  Same. 

46  ■'■    Same  «.  Same. 

47  Poole.    Wedderbom «.  Halna. 

48  DerooBbire.    Harvey «.  Anning. 

49  Plyaonth.    Guardlana  cf  the  Poor  of  Plymouth  r. 

Gibba. 
60    Yorkshire.  W.  R.    MltcheU  «.  Crawshaw. 
81    In  the  Matter  of  a  Solicitor.    Ezpte.  Incor- 

poiated  Law  Soc. 
52  '    Same  v.  Same. 


ADDENDUM  TO  THE  CIVIL  PAPER. 

S4    London.    Tyler,  he  Mannfactnring  Co. «.  Longh- 

land,  Mackayft  Cc 
36    Mlddleeez,  ClerkenwelL    H.  MorreU  Id. «.  Betts  k 

Co. 
36    Tr«"v<fm.    Armstrong  v.  WUllama. 

87  Warwickshire.  Birmingham.    Jones «.  Whlttiesey. 

88  London.    Smith  v.  Gold  Coast*  kc. 

38    Warwickshire,  Birmingham.    Skinner  v.  Willlam- 

aon  k  Sons. 
40    Lancaahize,  Bnmler.    Manden  v.  Refage  Aseoe. 

Co. 


61 
68 
63 
64 


Siusez.  Brighton.    Hewitt  v.  HewttL 
Surrey,  Croydon.    Prxcy  «.  White. 
Norwich.    Wing  «.  Lovett  *  ors.  ^^^ 

Warwickshire,  Birmingham.    Wlikinsoa  e.  Sal 

kanr. 
Derbjahire,  Derby.    Allen  «.  Radfoid.         ,  ^ 
Lancaablre,  BlackpooL    Balcock  v.  St.  Asse  i  ■ 

Federation  k  ore.  ^   .  . 
In  re  an  Arbitration  betwe«pe  W 

Commrs.  of  Admiralty  and  the  6.  W.  a  oi 

Yorkshire  Dewslwry.    W.  B.  of  Yortahlw  EW 

Boaxd  «.  Yorks,  ko.  Colour  Dyers. 
Northumberland,  Morpeth  k  BIjth. 

Cowpen  Urban  District  Coondl. 
Middlesez,  Brompton.    Grscey  v.  iBgUi. 
Sussex,  Brighton.    Riate  «.  Levett  ft  Bi«w>e> 
London.    Foster «.  Cottam.  ^    „^^ 
In  re  an  Arbitration  between  GwHirt* 

The  London  k  S.  Counties  Pren.         .  ^  ,^ 

J  In  re  Metropolitan  District  Ry.  Ac^  llj 

ioovlngtoo •.  MetiopoUUn  Ws&W BJ* 

Yorkshire,  Bradford.    Willey  ••  BsodsU  k  au 
Lancashire  Salfofd.    Grant «.  Fisalkosr. 
Norfolk.  Norwich.    Ketterer  ».  Pesrce. 
Durham,  Somh  Shiekta.    F«wick  «.  mnp- 
Stafloidshlie,  Burton.    04kden  t.  WoolUB  «  Uk_ 
Bedfordshire,  Leighton  BnasnL    Prentice  ».  *^ 

borough  k  Morin. 
Same.    SayeU  e.  Same  ft  Same.         ...^i- 
Yorkahlre,  Mlddleaborooi^    SaMxv.JdmV' 
Berkshire,  Windsor.    Britten  «.  Stow.  ^ 

Mlddlcaez,  Maiylebone.     Porter  (twfii*  •^" 

Williams. 
Warwickshire^  Blrmlagbam. 
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OOUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUBT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 


ROTA  OP  BBGISTBARS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 

Dim 

i 

MMaaamtn             Jlppxal 
SozA.                 CounIL 

Mb.  JuRiOB 

MB.JuvTna 
Bnn. 

Mm.jDSR<» 
Fabwbll. 

Mm.Jii«nai 
BuaxuR. 

MB.Jimfi«m 

JOTOB. 

MB.JOOTRn 

.  Swnrrair  Kadt. 

tafcj.    Jil7 

.! 

Mr.  KlDg           .    Mr.  Grwwell 

Mr.  Farmer       |    Mr.  Carrlngton 

Mr.  Theed 

Mr.  Jackson 

Mr.Oodfrej 

1    Mr.  R.  Leach 

•Jv     .. 

a,  1 

t»    ruinw             y,    Chiircii 

»    KlPg 

M    Beal 

.,    W.  Leach 

„    Pemherton 

,.    R.  Leach 

I     „    Godfref 

VWi7  .. 

''l 

„    W.L«Kh         „    GreBweU 

„    FArmer 

„    Carrlogton 

„    Theed 

„    JackKm 

„    Qodtnj 

j     „    Fembeiion 

Uty    . 

»! 

,•    Theed         j      „    Church 

..    King 

..    Beal 

„    W.  Leach 

„    PfmbertoD 

..    R.Le«di 

,      .,    JacksoQ 

!^       " 

3S 

„    Cburch             „    OreBwell 

„    Farmer 

„    Garrington 

..    Theed 

„    Jackaon 

„  oodrnv 

i     ..    Beal 

■Aj      ., 

^ 

M    Oreswell           ,,    Charch 

..    King 

..    Beal 

,.    W.  Leach 

„    FMnberton 

,,    R.  Leach 

„    GaiTlogton 

V  A<  Long  Vlacationwa  oomnMnot  m  Wtdmtdaf,  tktlZtkda^^  Augtut,  and  terminaU  m  f^raday,  iha  S3r4  day  ^  OeUbvr,  1902,  both  doft  imehuive. 


HIGH  COUBT  OF  JUSTICE. 
OHANGEBY  DIYISION. 


TRANSFER  OF  ACTIONS, 


ORDER  OF  COURT. 

Monday,  the  7th  day  of  July,  1902. 

VThirkas,  from  the  present  state  of  the  business  before  Mr. 
wtioe  Kbkbwioh  and  Mr.  Justice  Bybnb  reepectiyely,  it  is 
ta^edient  that  a  portion  of  the  Causes  assigned  to  Mr.  Justice 
wMi  should  be  transferred  to  Mr.  Justice  Kbkewioh;  Now 
» the  Bight  Honourable  Habdinge  Stanley,  Earl  of  Hals- 
wit,  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  do  hereby  Order 
m  the  seyeral  Causes  and  Matters  set  forth  in  the  Schedule 
jWBto  be  accordingly  transferred  from  the  said  Mr.  Justice 
pHi  to  Mr.  Justice  Eseewich,  and  be  marked  in  the 
pn»e  Books,  accordingly.  And  this  Order  is  to  be  drawn  up  by 
M  Registrar,  and  set  up  in  the  several  Offices  of  the  Chancery 
BiTifiion  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. 


SCHEDULE. 
From  Mr.  Justice  Byrne. 


PuiDtur. 


!«?wp?'  .    .    . 
uAanDittrictCoun- 
«\ofBwMiage. 

ft  *?     '     •     •     • 

n  ^^  •  •  •  • 
"eCapital&Coun- 
JicsBtnkW. 

DOK»D«n  . 

lUDd.  :  '  •  ' 
&'eii .  :  ;  : 

?^^  .... 


Defendant 


Gibbsld.  .  .  . 
White    .     .     .     . 

Whiffin.     .     .  . 

Bowles  .  .  .  . 
Graham  &  On. 

Baker    .     .     .  . 

Otio  Thomas  Id.  . 
Bwaine  .  .  .  . 
Withall  ft  Aor.  . 
Tottenham  •     .     . 

Bird 

Whitaker  Wright . 


Reference  to 
Record. 


1901  W.  5236 

1902  S.     2229 


1900  S. 
1902  R. 
1902  J. 

1901  0. 

1902  6. 

1901  B. 

1902  P. 

1901  M. 

1902  H. 
1902  P. 


2516 
366 
309 

3541 

317 
1269 

950 

3723 

8769 

11 


When 
fielDown. 


19U2. 

May  12 
„      16 

Jane  13 
n      16 

n       17 
„      19 


July 


HALSBURY  C. 


INCOEPOEATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


FINAL  EXAMINATION. 


THE  FOLLOWING  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ARE  IN 
ALPHABETICAL  OBDER)  WERE  SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 
FINAL  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  THE  16th  and  17th 
JUNE,  1902  :— 


Cecil  George  Adler 

Forster  Moore  Armstrong,  LL.B. 

Camb. 
John  Prentice  Ashbridge 
George   James  Atkinson,  LL.B. 

Load. 
Sydney  Baddeley 
John  Norman  Bailey 
John  Beid  Barber,  B.A.,  LL.B. 

Camb. 
Walter    Browne    Barber,   B.A. 

Camb. 
Charles  Edward  Barker 
Kingsley  Bayly 
Charles  Edward  Hartnell  Beavis, 

B.A.  Oxon. 
John  Pickard  Becher 
Ernest  Beeohing 
John  Langston  Millais  Benest 
William  Bevan 
Frederick  Arnold  Biddle,  B.A., 

LL.B.  Camb. 
Henry  Soden  Bird 
Ivan  Edward  Biss 
Alexander  MacGregor  Black 
George  Barnard  Black 
Be^inald     Adam    Black,    B.A. 

Camb. 
Arthur  Lawrance  Bowker,  B.A. 

Oxon. 
Beginald  Orlando  Bradbury 
Charles  Edward  Brady 
Frederick  Hen^  Ewart  Branson, 

B.A.,  LL.B.  Camb. 
Francis  Hawkins  Bretherton 
William  Alfred  Brookis-Warren 
Allen  (George  Broom 
Arthor  Casaels  Brown,  B.  A.  Oxon. 
Theopbilos  Edward  Brown 
Herbert   Watson   Bumnp,   BJl. 
^Camb. 


Edmund  Yemey  Lovett  Cameron, 
B.A.  Oxon. 

Cyril  Carriok 

Claudo  Montagn  Castle 

John  Harrison  Oatlow 

Herbert  Stanley  Chapman,  B.A., 
LUB.  Camb. 
I  William  Paul  Cbesterman 
:  Joseph  Botterill  Clarke 
I  Bichard  Cobbett 

Albert  Maher  Cohn,  B.A.  Oxon. 
I  Leigh  Bigby  Coke 
I  Bobert  Comely 
!  Henry  Edwin  Cooko 
I  Arthur     Bernard    Coote,    M.A. 
I      Oxon. 

Henry  Townsend  Copland 

Cecil  Bobert  Coward,  B.A.  Oxon. 

George  Yictor  Coward 

Charles     Henry     Cripps,     BJL. 
Camb. 

Walter  Lewis  John  Crosby 

Percy       Falshaw      Castlereagh 
Thompson  Crow 

John  Charles  Dacre 

Frank  Dart 

Evan  Bichard  Danes 

Thomas  John  Pnrce  Davies 

Edwin  Piomley  Dawes 
i  Bichard     Perc^     Dawes,    M.A. 
i     Oamb. 

i  Charles  Frederick  Ellis  Dean 
'  Cecil  Dennis 
I  Clement  Charles  Dennis 

Alfred  Guy  Dewhirst 

Herbert  Dale  Double 

Charles  Bix  Doncan 

Olande  Simeon  Elwell,  B.  A.  Oxon. 

Edward  Fletcher  Enmiet 

Frank  Taynton  E?ans,  B.A.  Oxon. 

William  Evans 
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Walter  Thomaa  Foirbaim 

John  Edward  Few,  B.A.,  Camb. 

John  Manrioe  Figgis,  B.A.  Camb. 

Frank  Hcdcroft  Fiaher 

John  Henry  Fisher,  M.A.  Camb. 

Sydney  Fishwiok 

Archibald  Glande  Forman 

Arthur  Livesey  Forrester 

William  Aaron  Foster 

Samnel  Freeman 

Oeoii  Dashwood  Frost 

Thomas  I' Anson  Gates 

Alexander  FiizManrioe  Gilchrist 

William  Alan  GUlett 

Allen  Glynne-Jones,  B.A.,  LL.B. 
Lond. 

Manrioe  Victor  Goeschalk,  B.A. 
Oxon. 

John  Bolle  Tyndale  Gongh 

John  Gifford  Griffiths 

Adolph  Wilhelm  Jacob  Groos, 
B.A.,  LL.B.  Camb. 

Alexander  OUyer  George  Mantle 
Grove 

G^fErey  Bertram  Gush 

Richard  Colby  Haggard,  B.A. 
Camb. 

John  Hall 

William  Wilkinson  Hallam 

Henry  Haworth  Hardman 

Augustus  Altred  Henry  Hard- 
wick 

Herbert  Walter  Harris 

George  Bowlaud  Derereux  Har- 
rison, B.A.-Camb. 

Alan  Fox  Harvey,  MJL  Oxon. 

Arthur  William  Hext  Harvey 

Harry  Cliflf  Haselgrove,  LL.B. 
Lond. 

Harold  Hargreaves  Haslam 

Harold  Btones  Haworth 

Percy  Haworth 

Gobert  William  Hichens,  B.A. 
Oxon. 

George  Ernest  Hinman 

James  William  Birkett  Hodgson, 
B.A.  Oxon. 

Dennis  HoUing worth 

Robert  Phipps  Hornby 

Luke  Horsfleld 

Walter  Horton,  B.A.  Oxon. 

Kenneth  D*Aguilar  Houston 

Sydney  Edgar  Howard,  B.A. 
Camb. 

William  Meryyn  Howell 

Charles  Edward  Hulton 

Edward  Howard  Percy  Hum- 
phreys 

William  Ritchie  Walter  Hurman 

Hardy  Vincent  Jacobs,  B.A., 
LL.B.,  Camb. 

William  Henry  Jarvis 

John  William  Je£feries 

Charles  Nicholas  Theodore  Jeff- 
reys 

George  Jessop 

Henry  Mayott  Johnson,  B.A. 
Oxon. 

Albert  Emrys  Jones 

William  Kay 

Gerald  Keith 

Leonard  Mark  Kennaway 

James  Kershaw 

George  Bro^k  Knight 

Arthur  Elliott  Lambert 

Cbarlee  Frank  Lampard 

Guy  Hamilton  Tadway  Leyick, 
B.A.  Oxon. 


Frederick    EUeker   Lewin,  B.A. 
Oxon. 

Henry  Reid  Lister 

Alfred  Leonard  Locke 

George  Bernard  Lomas- Walker 

Harry  Buokland  Lott 

Henry  Dodington  Loveday 

George  Francis  Lovibond,  B.A. 
Oxon. 

Joseph  Lustgarten 

Geor^^e  McConnell 

Douglas  McCraith,  B.A.  Camb. 

Brough  Maltby 

Richard  John  Marriott 

Hugh  Marston 

John  Henry  Maesey 

William  Massey 

Vincent  Arthur  Mathew 

Frank  Mi^ 

R^^ald  Chanter  Menneer,  LL.B. 
£ond. 

Mark  Marshall  Merriman,  B.A. 
Camb. 

James  Megoran  Middleton 

James  GledhiU  Midgley 

Charles   Valentine    Miles,    B.A. 
Oxon. 

WiUiam  Robert  Millar 

Edwin  Jackson  Miller 

Edmund  Bascombe  Mitchell 

Frederic  Robert  D'Oyly  Monro, 
B.A.  Oxon. 

John  Lee  Moore,B.  A.,LL.B.Camb. 

Oscar  Treharne  Morgan 
'  Sir  William  Lennox  Napier,  Bart. 

Wilfrid  Maister  Newton 

Inglewood  Urban   Parkin,  B.A. 

Oxon. 
I  Wil)iam  Longmore  Parkin,  M.A., 
Glasgow 

John  Patrick 

David  White  Phillips 
,  Ernest  Thomas  Adams  Phillips, 
I      LL.B.  Camb. 

George  Clement  Pope,  B.A.  Oxon. 
,  Walter  Herbert  Pownali 
I  Thomas  Ross  Pratt 

Edmond  Long  Price 

John  Hargreaves  Ramsbottom 

Hugh  Penrose  Cardozo  Rawlins 

Aneurin  Arthur  Rees 

Cyril  William  Renton 

John  William  Rexworthy 

John  Tomlison  Rigby 

Richard  Roberts 

Frederick  Saville  Robinson 

James  Arthur  Warrington  Rogers 

William  Rose 

Edgar  Periam  Row 

Henry  Hartley  Russell 

Thomaa   Howard   Ryland,   B.A. 
Camb. 

Edward  Henry  Hard  wick  Sa 

Percy  Vernon  Montagu  Sampson 

Harry  Herbert  Sanderson 

John  Bowey  Scott 

Bertram  Duncomb  Sells 

Hubert  Joseph  Sharman 

Thomas  Angrave  Homer  Sheers 

Charles  Bumey  Shepherd 

Leonard  Shepherd 

Arthur  Kirke  Smith,  B.A.  Camb. 
,  Denis  Smith 

Stanley  Smith 
^  James  Oliver  Stacey 
I  Meabum  Staniland 
,  Gerald    Stapledon,   B.A.,  LL.B. 
1      Camb. 


John  Herring  Stephens 

Sherard  Augustus  Stevens 

William  Henry  Chedzey  Stiling 

John  Salter  Stooke-Vaughan, 
B.A.  Oxon. 

John  Symes 

James  Dewhurst  Taylor 

Sydney  Taylor 

Thomas  William  Thacker 

Francis  Thomeloe 

Frederick  Gavin  Todd 

Arnold  James  Trinder 

George  Tucker 

Alexander  Robert  Turing 

Arthur  Underwood 

Edward  Dudley  Vergette 

Charles  James  Aubrey  Wade 

Charles  Redwood  Vachell  Wal- 
lace, B.A.  Oxon. 

Arthur  Horace  Waller 

Walter  Morgan  Walters 


Edwin  Reginald  Walton 
Robert  Graham  Walton 
Julian  Arthur  Howard  Wstm 
Robert  Watson 
Vincent  John  Wostlake 
Hubert    Ashcombe    Wheato( 

B.A.  Oxon. 
Ernest  John  White 
Frank  VThitfield 
Harold  Arthur  Whitfield 
Francis  Gerald  Whittack 
William   Nicholson  WQd,  1 

Camb. 
William  Henry  Wilson 
Joseph  Christopher  Wood,  £ 

LL.B.  Camb. 
Edwin  Ernest  Stanley  Wright 
James  Dnnckley  Wright 
Edwin  Tates 
Harry  Yates 


INTERMEDIATE  EXAMINATION. 


THE  FOLLOWING  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ABB 
ALPHABETICAL  ORDER)  WERE  SUCCESSFUL  AT  1 
INTERMEDIATE  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  THE  1 
JUNE,  1902  :— 

FIRST  CLASS. 


Owen  Copplestone  Angel 
Herbert  Henry  Bowycr 
Edward  Bicknell  Houlston 
Arthur  GeoU  Hunt 
Harold  Warters  Jackson 
Frederic  Hubert  Jessop 
Walter  Owen  Jones,  B.A.  Wales 
Laurence  Reddrop  Lewis 
Herbert  William  Lydo 
Thomas  Alfred  Matthews 
Harold  Moreton  Moss 


Ernest  Nash 

James  Hildebrand  Bamsda 
Sydney  Ernest  Redfem 
Charles  Frank  Richmond 
Arnold  Percy  Robinson 
Richard  Sidney  Rowie 
Philip  Reginald  Thornton 
Sidney  Charles  Ingelov  WakI 
Lawrence  Welch 
Charles  Hewitt  Wood 


SECOND  CLASS. 


Reginald  Amos 

George  Lvons  Andrew 

Francis  ^endray  Archer 

Kenneth  Edmeades  Bartlett 

Robert  Bates 

Vivian  Blanshard  Bateson 

Harold  George  Bennett 

Frank  Birch 

Cecil  John  Thomas  Birts 

Theodore  Lindsay  Sal.ts   Blake- 
look,  B.A.  Camb. 

Trevor  Ramsey  Blakemore,  BA. 
Camb. 

William  Everett  Bownass 

Edgar  Buckley 

William  Hatton  Budge 

Henry  Hill  Bull 

Ernest  Thomas  Bntlin 

George  Leslie  Campbell 

Harold  Cartmell 

Henry  Torrington  Chappie 

Barnard  Aubrey  Clapham,  B.A. 
Oxon. 

Joseph  Clegg 

Harold  Clifton 

Guy  Glemsford  Coldham 

Arthur  Cutteroll 

Harry  Cord  well 
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George  Maurice  Comn 

Alfred  Standish  Cripps 

Leonard  Wilberforoe  Crofl 

James  Ashworth  Crowther 

Charles  Hill  Ouhoss 

Arthur  Henry  Dabbs  1 

WUton  Kenworthy  D*lton      I 

James  Sherman  Danby  1 

Hugh  Cuff  Darke 

Horace  Davey 

Tudor  Jenkyn  David 

Origen  Davies 

William  Ingram  Lecson  Day 

Kenneth  de  Kusel 

Jonas  de  Meza 

Arthur     Augustus     Blsthwjt 

Dewing 
Thomas  William  Dixon 
Reginald  Crawshaw  Dobson 
Arthur  Charles  Dowding 
James  Scott  Duckers 
Thomas  Henry  DucUiam 
Charles   Hinton   Da  Pre,  BA. 

Oxon. 
Ba«tt  Wynn  Edwardi 
Montag^iamank  £dyre«n 
Arthur  Thomas  Ellis 
iGeorge  Eltof tl  p 
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William  Ere 
Hefiiy  8iddoii8  Faalder 
Sd^  FieldioK 
ThomM  Flayell 
Tbomifl  Mathenon  Foster 
Jbhn  Fox 

ligioald  David  Frape 
Gwrge  Herbert  Freeman 
loieph  Henry  Gain 
John  Arthor  Gallop 
ItoterQarton 
UaEirinflftanGibba 
famn  Gibaon 
^aiiam  Brigga  Gill 
lid  Temple  Goodman 
rlcsOgleGongh 
John  Graham 
Perceral  Gravea 
in  Gay 

'  irick     Ambroae     Stapleton 
Owatkin 
Hammill 

WUliam  Hawking 
iher  Haywood 
Hayoard  Hazlerigg 
ik  Arthur  Hellawt-ll 

d  Peroival  Hellyar 
Hen«tock 
ih  Hepworth 

Darby  Hicknuin 
Coldstream  Hioks 
1  Charles  Hill 
Hinaon 
^HoUobon 
TtriuEdgiUHoekiog 
Chujes  Everaid  Howell 
AOM  Allan  Hymers 
WilliMn  Thomaa  Jacka 
|iiilJaokson 
MndAagnatna  Jones 
jlneatJoDea 

«^  Horatio  Edward  Jonea 
WUHaoi  Hatherley  Jones 
5«»ge  Stephenson  JTordeson 
ff&u  Wybnm  Kennedy 
^v&rd  G<»don  Kennedy 
Id  SUuiey  Kershaw 
Danman  Laoey 
Adolph  Lasemann 
inder  Leoni 
Salter  Edwin  Lester 
J\sxAm  Henry  Ikin  Letts 
■fo^Harria  Lloyd 
nomai  Heniy  Lloyd 
Wbnr  WUliam  Lymhery,  B.A. 
Imh, 

■wy  David  McDaniel 
uginald  McDonald 


Ernest  Frank  MoOueen 

Charles  Henry  liaioh 

(George  Alfred  Marsden 

Bianrioe  Lndlam  Mason 

Sedgwick  Masters 

Philip  Bertram  Mather 

Robert  Cecil  Maude 

Frank  Melhnirii  Merson 

William  Guy  Mewbnrn 

Herbert  George  Derwent  Moger 

George  Chester  Tancred  Money 

Percy  Alfred  Moodie 

Arthur  Ernest  Morecroft 

Stephen  Kingsley  Morell 

Gabriel  Arthur  Morgan 

Hugh  Carey  Morgan 

Francis  Joseph  Mottram 
'  Leonard  Ronald  Needham 
I  Trevor  Clyde  Newman 
I  Montagu  Nicholson 
i  Thomas  Archer  Windsor  Other 
I  George  Cecil  Lyne  Plrkis,  B.A. 
'      Camb. 

I  Walter  Frank  Pothecaiy 
;  CyrU  Ashford  Potts 
I  Edward  Spencer  Pratt 

Mackenzie  Wilson  Prentis 

William  Price 
I  Henry  Rtunsay 
j  Francis  Joseph  Bawlinson 
I  William  Vernon  Bayner 
I  Auberon  Herbert  Bedfeam 

Norman  Augustus  Robinson 
I  Charles  Robert  Samuel 
.  John  Bycroft  Saul 

Harold  Saxon 

Edmund  Schofleld 

William  Scholefleld 

Sydney  Bonner  Scott 

William  Emiley  Oscar  Scott 

Samuel  Shaffer 

Norman  Bobinaon  Shepherd 

John  Harold  Sinton 

Baleigh  Strong  Smallman 

Thomas  Smith 

John  Bobert  Snape 

John  Atherfold  Stacey 

Herbert  Percival  Stallon 

Paul  Stephenson 

Alfred  Julius  Stevens,  B.  A.  Oxon. 

George  Southall  Stevens 

Valcntioe  Vivian  Stevens 

Charles  Alan  Francis  Stewart 

George  Herbert  Stolterforth,  B.A. 
Camb. 

William  Joseph  Taylor 

Sydney  Travis 

George  Pernor  Turner 


Robert  Norman  Utley 
Elyard  Walmisley 
Arthur  Hu^h  Rees  Walters 
James  William  Ward 
Harold  Colin  Webster,  B. A.  Camb. 
Sydney  Linthome  White 
Edwin  Parton  Whittingham 
Ernest  Augustus  Wilkins 
Alwyne  Landseer  Williams 
John  Frederick  Williams 


Philip  Baymottd  WUliams 
Arthur  Munkhouse  Wilson 
I  Charles  Godfrey  Wilson 
George  Herbert  Wilson 
WiUiam  Westoott  WithaU 
Vernon  Wood 

Ernest  Beginald  Woodwark 
John  Morton  Worthington 
Hnmfrey   Charles    Cooke 
borough 


Yar- 


By  Order  of  the  Council, 


Law  Sooi>rT*8  Hall,  Chakoxbt  Lahb, 
Jidy  llih,  1902. 


E.  W.  WnxiAXBOH, 

Seeniarjf. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

July  9.  The  KING  has  been  pleased  to  give  direoiioiis  for  the 
appointment  of  Anton  Bertram,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law,  to  be  the 
Attorney-General  of  the  Bahama  Islands. 

Mr.  W.  Bedford  Glasier,  of  47,  Essex  Street,  Strand,  W.O.,  has  been 
appointed  a  Commissioner  to  receive  Declarations  and  Affirmations 
and  take  Affidavits,  and  witness  and  attest  execution  of  deeds,  Ac, 
for  the  High  Court  of  Judicature  at  Bombay,  also  to  take  Acknow- 
ledgments of  Married  Women  in  London  or  elsewhere  in  England 
and  Wales  of  property  in  the  Presidency  of  Bombay  and  the 
Provinces  dependent  thereon. 


PROFESSIONAL  PABTNEBSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Latimer  Darlington  and  Thomas  Gilbert  Wintle  (Darlington  A 
Wintle),  Soliciton,  Bradford,  by  mutoal  consent  as  from  July  1. 

Arthur  Edward  Goodohild  and  Wellesley  Thomas  Hammond 
(Goodchild  &  Hammond),  Solicitors,  1,  Queen  Victoria  Street,  by 
mutual  consent  as  ^m  June  80. 

Robert  Owen  Roberts  and  Ellis  William  Davies  (R.  O.  Roberts  ft 
Ellis  Davies),  Solicitors,  Carnarvon  and  Bethesda,  by  mutual  consent 
as  from  June  30. 

James  Alien  Tucker  and  James  Sidney  Carpenter  (Tucker  ft 
Carpenter),  Solicitors,  Bath,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  July  5.  The 
said  J.  A.  Tucker  will  continue  to  practice  at  5,  Terrace  Walk,  Bath, 
and  the  said  J.  S.  Carpenter  will  practioe  at  5  and  6,  Orange  Grove, 
Bath. 


Cheap  Edition.    IlliiBtratocL    1  voL,  demy  dwa,  oloth,  10b. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By   MM.    8EBJEANT  PULLING, 

Sontaiiung  the  Earlj  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  acooont  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Courts  at  Westminster 
Hall  deriyed  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  l^gem — the  Inns 
^  Court— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  bj  the  Benoh  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  manj  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  on 

r     the  old  Institution. 


"A  Bummneat  of  well-digested  zeseanh.  • 


.  An  important  ooatribation  to  the  histofy  of  the  Benbh  and  Bar  of  Bngbnd.* 

— ZUiMtovM  Xondoa  Snm. 


LowDOR :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Lm iraD,  Law  Pubushibs,  7,  FiAtfr  Sranr,  KO. 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899. 
\*  The  8appl«ment  can  be  had  aeparatolyi  limp  ^loth,  9a,  6d. 

DJBLRSIT    and    BOSJBLNQXJET 

OH  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

BY 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

**  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Boeanqnet*s  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  '. 
tions.  During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  havi 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practiti(»ai| 
oonsufi*  special  hiuidbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  intf 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliiunent — the  Beal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  tod  i 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  manv  points  iMag  I 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  Ml 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  enm'-^'^ 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  i 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foilMij 
Bubstantidly  tbiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned^  it  itfj 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'* — Law  Quarterly  Beview. 

LovDOir:  WILLIAM  OLOWES  *  80NS,  LquriD,  Law  Pubushkbs,  7,  Fun  Snan,  E.C. 

SEOOND  EDinOK.    Demy  8m,  doth,  lOt.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(TBOS    LAW    BHLATHra    TO> 

ooMPBiBma 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRM 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Together  with  an  Appendix  containinff  Model  RtdeSy  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  BegtMmSi  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FXTLLEB,SB.A.  (Oxon.)*  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister^-at-Law. 

•*  We  can  thoroaghly  reoonuMod  the  pablkmtion  to  the  Chief  end  Dbtrid  OfflcUli  of  ell  Fxlendlj  Sodettee."— /VieiwDy  AcieMct'  Rtmd^r. 
'•  Mr.  Fnller  hea  dealt  with  the  law  and  practice  relating  to  Frlendlj  SodeUee  In  a  clear  and  condie  nuumer,  and  hb  book  ahoald  be  In  the  hands  of  au  ] 
1  ntereeted  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Sodetlee."— JToneketter  Cwritr, 


LoTOON:  WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  Lnnrm),  Law  Publmhkrs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbket,  E.0. 


Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  12b.  6d. 


THE    STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE    LAW   AND   PRAOTIOE   OR.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

CoutainiDg  the  Rules  and  Regulations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instraments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Securiti* 
By  B.   B.   8PBN0EB    BBGDHUBST,   M.A.»   B.O.L., 

OV  THl  OnrSB  TKMFLI,  SABBIBTia-AT-LAW. 

Tlila  book  glvea  a  very  intereetlng  and  oaefnl  aoooimt  of  tbe  iff.^flSJ 


"  Mr.  Brodhurrt's  rolume  ia  one  that  we  can  cordially  reoommenl  "—Finat\ci«i  Nwa, 
**  We  eeteem  tbe  work  aa  eztramely  TahukUe.    Ita  anthor  baa  mastered  Stock 

Exchange  technicalities  to  a  wonderfU  extent,  and  espounded  them  with  marked 

ability.  ^Finameial  Tiwut, 


InddenUl  to  dealings  in  stocks  and  aharan    It  contains  all  that  is  nesdAd  to  btk 
by  the  stockbroker  and  the  lawyer."— aoifeaori*  Joumdk 


LowoN:   WILLIAM  OLOWBS  A  SONS,  Ldotbd,  Law  Pubushsbs,  7,  Fpsr  STaEBjr,E.O. 
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COUET  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUEX  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TBiNiTT  Birrmaa,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEGIST&ABS  IN  ATTENDANOE  IN  THE  ENSUXNG  WEEK. 


tan. 

BoJ^ 

Apteal 

GOOBTIL 

lfB.JURia 
KSOWIOB. 

MB-Jmnoi 
Brsaa. 

]fB.Jtfliiai 
WAMwmum 

Mb-Jorkb 
Jona. 

MB.JinR10B 

Bwnvmi  Saot. 

"«*y.  J»ly 

38 

Mr.  jAckrai 

Mr.Theed 

Ur.;  Chnreh 

Mr.B.  Leach 

Mr.  Femberton 

Mr.  Beal 

Mr.Klog 

Mr.  W.  Leach 

ft-v     „ 

M 

II    FBBubeitoii 

,.    W.hmct 

1,    Qxeawall 

I,   CkNlfrej 

11    Jackrai 

I,    GarrlDgton 

I,    Farmer 

M    Theed 

»«*»*r  ,. 

to 

II    Godfrej 

»    Theed 

1,    Church 

„    R.  Leach 

M    PembertoD 

..    Beal 

..    Kins 

I,    Farmer 

Oi-V    .. 

SI 

„    S.  Leach 

„    W.  Latch 

II   QraawaU 

„    Godfrey 

.,    Jackwn 

„    Ganliigloii 

„    Fanner 

M    King 

MiV.     Aw. 

1 

„    CtfTfogfan 

,1    Theed 

,1    Chvrdi 

1,    R.  Leach 

Pmoerton 

»    Beal 

.1    King 

II    Qrcewell 

,N-*,     „ 

1 

»     BCMd 

11    W.  LttuA 

I,    areswell 

„  Oodfrqr 

,1   JackKm 

II    Ga(iIu(loii 

„    Farmer 

II    Ghnreh 

AeloiV  VkestfenwOli 


I  M  IfediMMlayi  Oe  ISA  dcv  tf  ^vgutt,  and  t$mtmai$  m  Tkmndag^  «U  ttrd  dag  ^  OcUber,  \MI%,  taA  4ayf  teelMiw. 


8UPEEME    COURT    OF   JUDICATURE. 
HIGH  COUBT  OF  JUSTICE. 


COBONATION  OF  THEIR  MAJESTIES. 


ORDEB  OP  COUBT. 

The  Coorts  and  Offices  of  the  Supreme  Court,  inolading  the  Di»- 
met  Begpotriet,  ahall  be  doted  on  the  9th  day  of  August  next 
July  24th,  1902. 

By  Order  of  the  Lobd  Cbancellob  and  the 

Bule  Committee  of  the  Supreme  Court. 


COUNTY  COURTS. 


COBONATION  OF  THEIR  MAJESTIES. 


COUNTY  COUBT  OBDEB. 


The  ConrU  and  Offloea  of  the  County  Courts  in  England  and  Wales 
■•U  be  dosed  on  this  9th  day  of  August  next 
July  24th,  1902. 

By  Order  of  the  Lobd  CHAKcaLLOB. 


INCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION. 


IHE  FOLLOWING  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ABE  IN 
ALPHABETICAL  OBDEB)  WEBE  SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 
PBEUMINABY  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  THE  2kd  ahd 
8bd  JULY,  1902:— 


Samud  Bernard  Attenborough 

Sidney  Bell 

Frederiok  William  Blake 

John  Vincent  Book 

Henry  Walter  Hastings  Botham- 

ley 
John  William  Brigden 
TreTor  Charles  Briggs 
Herbert  William  Brook 
John  Frederiok  Heathoote  Carter 
Bobert  Charles  Heathoote  Carter 
Alfred  Bairstdw  Clarkson 
Ernest  Alfred  Clifford 
James  Gordon  Fenn  Collins 
Joseph  Bobinson  CoventiT 
George  Hamilton  Ivens  Uowlcy 
James  Oroysdale 
Bichard  James  Curtis 
Bobert  Jaoomb  Norris  Dale 
Arthur  Hubert  Dickson 
Nod  CeoU  Dowson 
Edmond  Henry  Maurice  Eldridge 
Charles  Harold  ElUs 
John  Evans 

John  Francis  81  Aubyn  Fawoett 
William  Tieyor  Flooks 
Hugh  Matheaon  Foster 
Maurice  Charles  Lane  Freer 
Leonaid  Michael  Friend 
Geoffrey  Whittall  Gaskell 
Sydney  Hillslead  Goooh 
DaTid  William  Griffiths 
Walter  Herbert  Hanson 
Boy  Hdmerow  Helmar 
James  Ovwald  Hinds 
Arthur  Miles  Hutton 
Cyril  Gtoidon  Jones 
Bichard  Tudor  Jones 


;  Alfred  Keogh 
I  John  Uppleoy  Langham 
I  Charles  Edward  Layne 
I  Herbert  Llnley 

Beginald  St  John  Littlo 
!  Bichard  Lloyd 
'  Geoffrey  Francis  Loxdale 
I  Boy  Alexander  Malcolm 
I  John  William  Martin 
i  William  Martin  Milborn 
,  Baymond  Eardley  Morris 
I  Edward  Alfred  Moss 

Gerald  Osborne 

Beginald  Frank  Peskett 

Axol  Christian  Pharo 

David  Moses  Phillips 
'  Godfrey  Pope 
I  William  Henry  BQlal  QuUliam 

Bobert  James  Beid 

>  Bertram  Sautelie  Boberts 
William  Leonard  Shepley-Taybr 

'  Herbert  Smith 
i  Biohard  Dedmus  Spencer 
'  Herbert  Leonard  Staoey 
1  Charles  William  Symes 
I  Samud  Peter  Bourn  Tagart 
;  Gwynne  Thomas 

John  William  Thorpe 
I  Charles  Noel  Walker  Tyacke 

Algernon  Douglas  Yandamm 

>  Bslnforth  Armitoge  Walker 
I  Alfred  Douglas  Ward 

I  Arthur  Watts 

,  John  Herbert  Whitoombe 

!  Charles  James  Widdows 

{  John  Gay  Wilkinson 

I  George  Graham  Woodwark 


By  Older  of  the  Coondl, 


Law  Socbtt's  Hall,  Chavobbt  Lact, 
Jufy  l%th,  1902. 

Digitized  by 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.,  cloth.  27s.  6d.|  including  Suppiementp  with  Cases  to  Date,  1889. 
%*  The  Bapplraiant  can  be  had  Mparatalyi  limp  ^lotli»  9s.  6d. 

DARSY    and    SOSJBLlSrQXJST 

OV  TBM 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

saooisrx)  dbudztzoit. 

BY 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

*^  TwentyHsix  years  have  elapeed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Boeanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  limita- 
tions. Dnrinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  jbhmn 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  dday  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  tk 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  tliB 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  mooify,  or  settle  manv  points  relating  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  lb. 
Boeanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  eiaTninfttia 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  of  a  rdiablf 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  follon 
substantially  tbat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  akeady  mentioned,  it  btf 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'* — Law  Quarterly  BevUw, 

Lovpov:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flbst  SrsBKr,  E.C. 

SECOND  EDITION.    Demy  8to.,  doth,  lOt.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    LAW    BBLATOrO-^  TO> 

OOUFBISniQ 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIE 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

Together  with  an  Appendix  containing  Model  RuleSy  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  Regulations^  1897 
By  F.  BADEN   FUIiLEB,  B.A.  (OxonO,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

•'We  can  tfaoraiie^  recommmd  the  pabUcatioa  to  Um  Chief  and  Dleferlct  Offldato  of  all  Frlendlj  SodeUea."— J^Wandfy SocUUet*  Btcorder. 
"Mr.  Foller  baa  dealt  with  the  Uw  and  pncUoe  relating  to  Friendly  SodeUea  in  a  clear  and  oondae  manner,  and  h&  book  ahoald  be  in  the  handa  of  aH  peirt 
Interested  in  the  wtnting  of  Frleodly  Sodetioa."— jroMcAetfer  Cimrifr. 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitxd,  Law  Publishkbs,  7,  Fleet  Stsebt,  KO. 


Demy  8vo.,  oloth»  12b.  6d. 

THE    STOCK    EXCHANGE] 

(THE   LAW   AND   PRAOTIOE   QB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Kales  and  Kegnlations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instniments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  SecmiUea. 

By  B.   B.   8PBN0BB    BBGDHUBST,   M.A.»   B.OX., 

or  THE  nana  temfli,  babusikb-at-law.  i 

"^'i^SSS'li^^^  I     "TT>ta  book  girt,  a  rery  intereeting  and  naefU  aca)ant  of  the  Uw  «rf  ^i^JJ 

Exdia^^tSmSStteTto  ^4^SS^tlSSrtiA%^LS^  Inddental  todMllngalnatc^kaandaham  .  It  contain,  all  that  to  needfol  lobe  kD- 

aMhty.^-^Financial  nm4t,      "^"^  "•«i,  Mni  wp-nnueii  ^amu  wun  mrua    by  the  atocktaoker  and  the  lawyer."— aWfcaorf' Jiwrnal. 
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STATUTES. 


SESSION  1902—2  EDW,  7. 


Ouptor. 


10 
11 
12 
13 
H 
15 
16 


TITLE. 


Royai  Naval  Reseree  Act,  1902        •        .        •        . 
Wild  Bird$Proieet{on  Act,  ^902      •         .         /        . 

Finanee  Act,  1902 

Cremation  Act^  1902 

Priwn  CfficwM  (^Pentfiotui)  Act,  I9(yz , 

Poliee  Setervidt  Act,  1902 

Lmmoral  Traffic  iSeoHand)  Ad,  1902 

British  Mumim  Ad,  1902 

Labour  Bureaux  (^London)  Act,  1902 

''  Univernty  of  Wiilet  Act,  1902 

Musical  {^Summary  Proceedings)  Copyright  Act,  1902. 
Pauper  Children  (^Ireland)  Ad,  1902 


Dat€of 

Royal 

Afsent. 

When  Act  to  coma  Into  Opamtioa. 

July  22 

Kottpeoifled. 

July  22 

Not  ipooifled. 

July  22 

Kotepeeified. 

July  22 

April  1. 1903. 

July  22 

.   KotspeoifieJ. 

July  22 

Notepecifled. 

July  22 

j   Not  specified. 

July  22 

Not  epecifled. 

July  22 

!   Notepeoified. 

July  22 

;   Notipeoifled. 

July  22 

i    October  1, 1902. 

July  22 

Notepeclflod. 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT,   1883. 


(»BNERAL  RULES  AS  TO  ADMINISTRATION  ORDERS 
UNDER  SECTION  122. 


DATED  JULY  lOih,  1902. 

I 
M  u  ordered  aefolloKS  ;— 

1.  [Former  rules  annulled. — Slwrl  title  a?*d  application  of  rules.'] —  i 

E  rales  mado  on  2l8t  December,  1888,  unaer  the  prurisions  of! 
122  of  the  Bftnkmptcy  Act,  188S  (hereinafter  rnlled  the  Act), 
►  hereby  annulled  as  from  the  twenty-fourtli  day  of  October,  1902, 
■  the  following  rules  shall  thereafter  Btond  in  lieu  thereof,  and 
Ml  apply,  so  far  as  may  be  practicable  (unless  otherwise  expressly 
M^\  to  all  proceedings  taken  under  administration  oracrs  or 
(Vests  for  orders  in  force  or  pending  on  that  day.  They  may  be 
Id  as  the  Bankruptcy  (Administration  Order)  Rules,  1902. 
L  [Request  for  order. — Form  1 .] — A  debtor  ngatnst  whom  a  judgment 
I  been  obtained  in  a  connty  court,  and  who  desires  to  obtain  un 
ninistralion  order  under  sect.  122  of  the  Act,  shall  file  with  the 
^rar  of  the  court  a  request  and  statement  in  writing  in  the  form 
U  in  the  Appendix. 

Jhen  the  debtor  is  illiterate  and  unable  to  fill  up  the  request  and 
ipMut,  the  registrar  or  his  clerk  shall  fill  them  up  from  the 
Rnnation  given  by  the  debtor. 

■M  [Contents  of  requeit—Form  1.]— (I)  The  debtor  shall  state  in 
pi«quest  whether  he  proposes  to  pay  his  creditors  in  full,  or  whether 

L proposes  to  pay  a  composition.  In  the  latter  case  he  shall  further 
ui  the  amount  in  the  pound  which  he  proposes  to  pay,  and  in  either 
lie  he  shall  state  the  amount  of  the  monthly  or  other  instalments  by 
■Jch  he  proposes  to  pay. 

S^l.  ^^^  <Ie^tor  shall  sot  out  in  a  li^t  attached  to  his  request  the 
"^  r  addresses,  and  descriptions  of  all  his  creditors,  including  all 
1  creditors,  and  all  creditors  having  power  to  distrain,  such  as 
ntors  for  rent,  rates,  and  taxes.  Where  a  creditor  is  secured,  or 
r  person  in  addition  to  the  debtor  is  liable  for  any  debt,  the  par- 
Uars  and  estimated  value  of  the  security,  or  the  name  and  address 
wwh  other  person,  shall  be  stated.    Where  judgment  has  been 


obtained  or  proceedings  are  pendins^  in  any  county  court  or  inferior 
court  in  respect  of  any  debt  scheduled  that  fact  shall  be  stated,  and 
the  order  or  summons  in  each  ease  must  be  produced  to  the  r^istrar. 

(3.)  The  debtor  shall  attach  to  his  request  and  statement  an 
affidavit  deposing  that,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge,  information, 
and  belief,  the  names  of  all  his  creditors,  and  the  true  amounts  of 
the  debts  due  from  him  to  them,  are  set  out  in  the  list  attached  to 
the  request,  and  that  the  statements  made  by  him  in  his  request  and 
statement  are  true. 

4.  [Notice  of  requed.^Fonn  3.— Form  2.— Forw  4.}— Upon  a  request 
being  filed  the  registrar  shall  appoint  a  day  for  tlie  hearing,  and  shall 
as  soon  as  mny  bo  send  in  the  form  No.  3  in  the  Appendix  a  notice  to 
all  the  oreditiiis  mentioned  in  the  list  of  the  day  and  hour  when  the 
request  will  be  heard.  The  notice  shall  be  sent  by  post  not  less  than 
ten  clear  days  before  the  dav  appointed  for  hearing  the  request.    . 

The  registrar  shall  also  in  like  manner  send  a  notice  to  the  debtor 
in  the  form  No.  2  in  the  Appendix. 

Provided,  that  where  on  tne  filing  of  a  request  it  appears  that  the 
debtor  or  a  majority  of  the  creditors  resides  or  reside  in  the  district  of 
another  county  court,  the  registrar  may  before  appointing  a  day  for 
the  hearing  refer  the  matter  to  the  judge;  and  thereupon  tlio  judge 
may  cither  direct  that  the  request  shall  proceed,  or  may,  if  he  is  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  inconvenient  that  the  court  should  administer 
the  estate,  order  the  mquest  and  n  oc  rtificato  of  the  judgment  to  bo 
forwarded  to  tho  county  oourt  in  the  diftiict  of  which  the  debtor  or  a 
majotity  of  the  creditors  resides  or  reside,  and  thereupon  the  latter 
court  shall  proceed  as  if  the  request  had  originally  been  filed  therein. 
Before  making  such  order  as  la«t  mentioned  the  judge  may,  if  he 
thinks  fit,  direct  notice  to  be  given  to  tho  debtor  to  attend  at  the 
court  on  a  day  to  be  named  in  the  notice,  and  to  show  cause  why  such 
order  should  not  be  made.  If  6uoh  order  is  made,  a  co|>y  tliereof  shall 
be  sent  by  post  by  the  registrar  to  the  debtor. 

5.  ICbJedion  to  dAts  scheduled   by  debtor,  or  to  composition  or 

instalmente  o/f^red.]— Any  creditor  to  v»hom  notice  of  the  hearing  of 

a  request  has  been  sent,  and  who  desires  to  object  to  any  debt 

scheduled  by  the  debtor,  or  to  the  amount  of  the  composition  or  the 

I  instalments  which  tiie  debtor  proposes  to  pay,  shall  send  written  notice 

'  of  his  objection,  by  post  or  otherwise,  to  tho  registrar  and  to  the 

!  debtor,  and  in  the  case  of  objection  to  a  debt  to  the  creditor  whoso 

'  debt  is  objected  to,  not  less  than  five  clear  days  before  the  day 

i  appointed  for  the  hearing  of  the  request ;  and  he  shall  state  in  tho 

notice  the'grounds  of  his  objection.    Pr^vidod,  that  by  leave^of  the 
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*udge  an  objection  may  be  heard  althongli  snch  notice  has  not  been 
giyen. 

6.  ^Stay  of  proceedings  between  filing  and  hearing  of  requeet.']— At 
any  time  between  the  filing  and  the  hearing  of  a  request  the  judge  or 
registrar  of  the  court  in  which  the  request  is  filed  may  stay  the  pro- 
ceedings on  aay  execution,  judgment  summons,  or  order  of  commit- 
ment issued  against  the  property  or  person  of  the  debtor  in  respect  of 
any  debt  scheduled  to  the  request,  whether  issued  by  the  court  in 
which  the  request  is  filed,  or  issued  by  any  other  county  court  or 
inferior  coiurt  and  sent  for  execution  to  the  court  in  which  the  request 
is  filed ;  but  in  any  such  case  the  costs  of  such  execution,  judgment 
summons,  or  order  of  commitment  incurred  by  the  creditor  bsfore  the 
stay  of  proceedings  may  be  allowed,  and  such  costs  may  on  application 
be  added  t)  the  debt  scheduled. 

7.  [Proceedings  on  hearing  of  request-^Form  4.]— Upon  the  request 
coming  on  for  hearing  the  oourio  of  proceedings  shall  he  as  follows : — 

(1.)  The  debtor  shall  attend  in  person,  unless  the  judge  otherwise 

directs. 
(2.)  Any  creditor,  whether  he  has  received  a  notice  of  the  request 
or  not,  may  attend  the  hearing  thereof  and  pro?e  his  debt,  and, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  Bule  5,  object  to  any  debt,  or  to  the 
amount  of  the  composition  or  the  instalments  which  the  debtor 
proposes  to  pay. 
(8.)  All  debts  set  out  in  the  list  attaohed  to  the  request  shall  be 
taken  to  be  proved  unless  objected  to  by  a  creditor,  or  disallowed 
by  the  judge. 
(4.)  All  creditors  whose  debts  are  objected  to  either  by  the  debtor 
or  any  other  creditor  shall  prove  their  debts  in  like  manner  as 
upon  the  hearin^^  of  an  ordinary  summons ;  provided  that  the 
judge  may  in  his  discretion  direct  the  proof  of  any  debt  to  be 
adjourned  upon  any  terms  that  he  mav  think  fit^  and  may  there- 
upon either  adjourn  the  further  consideration  of  the  application 
or  proceed  to  determine  the  same,  in  which  Utter  case  such 
debt,  if  and  when  proved,  shall  be  added  to  the  schedule  of 
proved  debts. 
(5.)  The  debtor  shall  answer  all  questions  put  or  allowed  by  the 

judge. 
(6.)  Any  creditor  whose  debt  is  admitted  or  who  has  proved,  and 
by  leave  of  the  judge  anv  creditor  the  proof  of  whose  debt  has 
been  adjourned,  and  with  the  like  leave  any  other  person  on 
behalf  of  any  such  creditor,  shall  be  entitled  to  be  hearU  and  to 
adduce  evidence. 
(7.)  Where  any  facts  are  proved  on  proof  of  which  the  court 
exercising  jurisdiction  in  bankruptcy  would  be  required  either  to 
xefuse,  suspend,  or  attach  conditions  to  the  debtor's  discharge 
if  he  were  adjudged  bankrupt,  the  judge  may  refuse  to  make  an 
administration  order. 
(8.)  No  administration  order  shall  be  made  under  which  the 
payment  of  instalments,  if  kept  up  without  default,  would  extend 
over  a  period  of  more  than  six  years  from  the  date  of  the  order. 
(9.)  Where  the  judge  is  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  inconvenient 
that  the  court  should  administer  the  estate,  he  may  order  the 
request  and  a  certificate  of  the  judgment  to  be  forwarded  to  the 
county  court  in  the  district  of  which  the  debtor  or  a  majority 
of  the  creditors  resides  or  reside^  and  thereupon  the  latter  court 
shall  proceed  as  if  the  request  had  originally  been  filed  therein. 
If  sucn  order  is  made,  a  copy  thereof  shall  be  sent  by  post  by 
the  registrar  to  the  debtor. 

8.  [Proceedings  when  order  made, — Form  5. — Form  6.] — An  adminis- 
tration order  shall  be  in  the  form  No.  5  in  the  Appendix,  and,  when 
made,  a  copy  thereof  shall  be  sent  by  post  by  the  registrar  to  the 
debtor,  but  it  shall  not  be  neoessarv  to  prove  the  receipt  thereof  by 
the  debtor  before  taking  any  proceedings  upon  the  order. 

Notice  of  the  order  having  been  made  shall  be  sent  to  each 
creditor  whose  debt  has  been  admitted  or  who  has  proved  ;  the 
notice  .shall  be  sent  by  post,  and  shall  be  in  the  form  No.  6  in  the 
Appendix. 

Notice  of  the  order  having  been  made  shall  also  be  sent  by  potst 
in  the  same  form  (with  the  necessarv  modifications)  to  every  othe 
county  court  or  inferior  court  in  which,  to  the  knowledge  of  th* 
registrar,  judgment  has  been  obtained  or  proceedings  are  pending 
against  the  debtor  in  respect  of  any  debt  sclieduled  to  the  order. 

9.  [ObJectioTU  under  svb-sect.  11. — Objections  after  time.2 — After  an 
administration  order  has  been  made,  any  creditor  entitled  to  object 
under  sub-sect.  11  of  sect  122  of  the  Act  to  any  debt  scheduled,  or  to 
the  manner  in  which  payment  is  directed  to  be  made,  must  give  notice 


in  writing,  by  post  or  otherwise,  to  the  registrar  of  his  objeetion  and 
of  the  grounds  thereof,  and  the  registrar  shall  thereupon  name  a 
dav  when  the  objection  will  be  heard.  An  application  to  allov  the 
objection  shall  be  heard  ex  parte  in  the  first  instance  by  the  jud^ne, 
who  mav  dismiss  the  application,  or  may  direct  it  to  be  renewed  upon 
notice  being  given  to  such  persons  and  upon  such  terms,  as  t<) 
security  for  costs  and  otherwise,  as  he  may  think  fit. 

Provided  that  no  creditor  to  whom  notice  of  hearing  of  the  reqafet 
has  been  duly  sent  under  Bnle  4  shall  be  entitled  to  object  to  anj 
debt  scheduled,  or  to  the  manner  in  which  payment  is  directed  to 
be  made,  unless  within  two  months  from  the  dat )  of  the  order  hi 
proves  to  the  satidTaction  of  the  court  that  the  notioa  did  not  reaeb 
him,  and  that  he  has  not  received  reasonable  notice  of  the  prooeediagi 
in  any  other  manner. 

10.  [Proof  under  svb-seci.  12,— Form  10.]— Any  creditor  desiring  io 
prove  a  debt  under  sub-sect  12  of  sect  122  of  the  Act  shall  send  ia 
his  daim  in  writing,  by  post  or  otherwise,  to  the  registrar,  whoshill 
thereupon  send  notice  of  the  claim  to  the  debtor,  by  post  or  otfaenritt, 
iu  the  form  No.  10  in  the  Appendix. 

11.  [Proceedings  if  claim  not  disputed.^Form  11.}— If  the  debtor 
does  not  within  the  period  allowed  oy  the  notice  give  notice  that  be 
disputes  the  claim,  the  claim  shall  be  deemed  to  ba  proved,  a&d  ^1 
be  added  to  the  schedule  to  the  order  accordingly  and  notice  of  the 
addition  shall  be  sent,  by  post  or  otherwise,  to  the  creditor,  in  the  &tn 
No.  11  in  the  Appendix. 

12.  [Proceeding  ifciaim  disputed— Form  12.}— If  the  debtor  withis 
the  period  allowed  gives  notice  of  his  objection,  by  poet  or  otherrue, 
in  the  form  No.  10  in  the  Appendix,  the  registrar  shall  appoint  a  da; 
for  the  hearing  of  the  objection,  and  give  notioe  of  the  time  for  heana; 
to  both  parties,  by  post  or  otherwise,  in  the  form  No.  12  in  ti» 
Appendix ;  and  the  judge  on  the  hearing  may  either  disallor  tin 
claim,  or  allow  the  same  iu  whole  or  in  part,  in  which  latter  aft 
the  debt  allowed  shall  be  added  to  the  schedule,  subject  to  the  pto- 
vislons  of  sub-sect  12  of  sect  122  of  the  Act,  and  to  Bale  21. 

13.  [Conduct  of  order.— Duties  of  person  hatdng  conduct  of  stiff - 
Form  13.}— The  judge  shall  appoint  some  person  to  have  the  fiM 
of  the  order,  and  may  at  any  time  afterwards  remove  him,  andiff^ 
any  other  person  in  his  place. 

It  shall  be  the  duty  of  any  person  so  appointed  to  talce  all  picfS 
proceedings  for  enforcing  the  terms  of  the  order;  but  in  cassofhtt 
neglect  to  proceed,  or  of  urgency,  any  creditor  may,  by  leaw  of  the 
court,  take  such  proceedings. 

In  particular,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  person  so  appointed- 

(i.)  if  default  is  made  in  payment  of  any  instalment  payable  ia 
pursuance  of  the  order, 
(a.)  to  apply  for  the  issue  of  a  judgment  summons  under  til. 

next  following  rule ;  or, 
(6.)  if  it  appears  that  the  debtor  is  unable  to  piy  by  z«»»a 
illness  or  other  unavoidable  misfortune,  to  apply  to  * 
judge  or  registrar  under  Bule  17. 
(ii.)  if  any  facts  become  known  to  such  person  on  which  the  ww 
might  be  set  aside  or  rescinded  under  Bulo  15,  to  bring  w 
facts  to  the  attention  of  the  judge,  who  may  thcrenpon.  if » 
thinks  fit,  direct  notico  to  be  given  to  the  debtor,  by  p»t ' 
otherwise,  in  the  form  No.  13  in  the  Appendix  to  attend  at  U*- 
court  on  a  day  to  be  named  in  the  notioe,  and  to  show  caosc  wj^ 
the  order  should  not  be  set  aside  or  rescinded,  or  may  make  sock 
order  or  give  suoh  directions  in  the  matter  as  he  may  think  fit 

14.  [Judgment  summMis  to  enforce  order,-— Form  8.— Form  9.1-1' 
default  is  ma^le  in  payment  of  any  instalment  payable  in  puiMii*^ 
of  the  order,  a  judgment  summons  may,  on  the  application  of  aiji 
person  entitled  to  take  proceedings  under  Bule  13,  to  iisned  witlw*j 
fee.  A  judgment  summons  shall  be  in  the  form  No.  8  in  the  Appeadtfj 
and  shall  be  served  personally  five  clear  days  before  the  return  d^ 
thereof,  and  all  proceedmgs  thereon  shall  to  taken  in  like  manner  i* 
if  it  were  a  judgment  summons  issued  in  an  action  in  the  county  oooiv 
except  that  (as  provided  by  the  Act)  the  debtor  shall,  «»il«s  *5*^  °?[ 
trary  is  proved,  be  deemed  to  have  had  since  the  date  of  the  onsivis 
means  to  pay  the  sum  in  respect  of  which  he  boa  made  default,  andij 
have  refused  or  neglected  to  pay  the  same ;  and  the  judge^  if  aatisaw 
that  the  debtir  has  not  had  the  means  to  pay  the  sum  in  n^^r 
which  he  has  made  default,  may  direct  that  the  administrationonw 
shall  to  deemed  to  have  been  suspended  during  the  period  oorefw  »7 
the  default,  or  make  a  new  order  for  payment  of  the  amount  w<n»'^'f 
due  under  the  order  by  instalments.  An  order  of  commitment  swu 
to  in  the  form  No.  9  in  the  Appendix.  .  . 
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13.  [Beteiuion  of  order.— Form  H.—Form  13.]— (1.)  Where  an 
iilmiaistratioD  order  has  at  any  time  heretofore  been  or  fthall  hereafter 
he  vaado,  such  order  may  at  any  time  be  set  aside  or  rcsciQdcd  by  the 
ja<]«!}  in  any  of  the  following  cases ;  namely, 

(1.)  Where  two  or  more  of  the  instalments  ordered  to  be  paid  are  in 

arrear. 
(2.)  Wliera  the  debtor  has  wilfully  inserted  in  the  list  attached  to 
hii  leqnest  the  wrong  name  or  address  of  any  of  his  creditors,  or 
hu  wilfally  omitted  therefrom  the  name  of  any  creditor. 
(3.)  ^liere  the  debtor  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the  order  has 
obtiined  credit  to  the  extent  of  21.  or  upwards  without  informing 
the  creditor  that  he  has  an  administration  order. 
(4.)  Wbere  the  order  has  been  obtained  by  fraud  or  misrepre- 
sentation. 
(5)  Where  a  receiving  order  has  since  the  date  of  the  administra- 
tion order  been  made  against  the  debtor. 
(2.)  As  administration  onler  may  be  set  aside  or  rescinded  under 
lb  rule— 
(I.)  on  the  hearing  of  a  judgment  summons ;  or, 
(2)  on  the  application  of  any  person  entitled  to  take  proceedings 
under  Bale  13,  in  which  case  notice  shall  be  given  to  the  debtor, 
by  poet  or  otherwise,  in  the  form  No.  13  in  the  Appendix  to 
tttnid  at  the  court  on  a  day  to  be  named  in  the  notice,  and  to 
ihow  cause  why  the  order  should  not  be  set  aside  or  rescinded ; 
but  such  notice  need  not  be  given  when  the  application  is  made 
on  the  ground  of  a  receiving  order  having  been  made  against 
the  debtor. 
16.  [Efed  of  re$eii9ion, — Form  15.] — (1.)  Where  an  administration 
vJrr  is  set  aside   or  rescinded  under   the  last  preceding  rule,  it 
Aill  be  without  prejudice  to  anything  already  done  or  suffered  under 
ie  order. 

iX)  Any  money  ptitl  into  court  under  the  order  may  be  dealt  with 

f  Dif  the  order  had  not  been  set  aside  or  rescinded. 

'    (3.)  Kotioe  that  the  order  has  been  set  aside  or  rescinded  shall  be 

*»t  iy  the  registrar  to  the  debtor  and  to  every  creditor  named  in 

WMhedulc,  and  to  every  other  county  court  or  inferior  court  in 

*Uefa)  to  the  knowledge  of  the  registrar,  judgment  had  been  obtained 

'4r  piooecdings  were  |  ending  against  the  debtor  at  the  time  when  the 

[mer  was  made,  in  respect  of  any  debts  scheduled  to  the  order.    Such 

gitice  shall  he  sent  by  post,  and  shall  be  in  the  form  No.  15  in  the 

f  IJ.  [Siupention  of  order.— Form  16.]— Where  it  appears  that  the 
Kotor  ii  unable  to  pay  any  instalment,  by  reason  of  illness  or  other 
feiToidable  misfortune,  the  registrar  may  from  time  to  time  suspend 
keopemtion  of  the  order  until  the  next  sitting  of  the  court,  and  the 
W  noay  from  time  to  time  suspend  the  operation  of  the  order  for 
m  time  as  he  shall  direct,  or  make  a  new  order  for  payment  by 
Malmeots. 

W.  [Second reqve-i after  refuidl  or  retcittion  of  order'] — Where  a 
wtor  has  filed  a  request  for  an  administration  order,  and  the  judge 
tt  refoaed  to  make  the  order,  or  when  an  order  has  been  rescind^, 
W  debtor  shall  not  be  allowed  to  file  another  request  in  the  same  or 
9  other  court  without  first  obtaining  the  leave  of  the  judge  of  the 
Art  ibbt  mentioned. 

19*  ['^twpeniton  of  order  pending  eommUmenty—Vfhen  an  order  of 
taiitment  is  made  upon  the  hearing  of  ony  judgment  summons. 
Id  the  execution  of  the  order  is  suspended  for  a  specified  time  to 
M)le  the  debtor  to  pay  the  amount  in  respect  of  the  non-payment  of 
hich  the  order  is  made,  the  administration  order  shall  be  also 
^nded  daring  that  time. 

*p.  [Calculation  of  arrears.'] — In  calculating  the  amount  in  arrear 
neran  administration  order,  any  instalments  accruing  due  during 
IB  period  for  which  such  order' has  been  suspended  shall  not  be 
noned  in  that  amount. 

SI.  [Payment  pari  poisu  of  debts  schedtded  under  stib-tect  12.] — All 

toons  achednled  as  creditors  under  sub-sect   12  of  sect.  122  of 

*  Act,  before  the  administration  order  is  superseded  under  sub* 

1^  13  of  the  Act,  shall  rank  pari  passu  inter  se,  subject  to  the 

Horitj  given  by  sub-sect.  12  to  .those  creditors  «ho  are  scheduled  as 

kring  been  cr^litors  before  the  date  of  the  administration  order,  but 

ppftyment  made  to  any  such  creditor  by  way  of  dividend  or  otherwise 

JWI  be  disturbed  by  reason  of  any  subsequtnt  proof  by  any  other 

Mitur  under  sub>  sect.  12. 

^i  [Payment  into  court  and  appropriation  of  moneys  paid  under 
*[|^/~A11  moneys  paid  ^r  leviea  under  an  administration  order 
wl  be  paid  into  court  and  appropriated  in  accordance  with  sub-eect.  8 
rfaectmoftheAct. 


23.  [Dedaration  of  dividemls.]—A.tUiT  payment  of  costs,  dividends 
shall  from  time  to  time  be  declared  and  distributed  among  tho 
creditors  entitled  thereto. 

24.  rNoiice  and  payment  out  of  costs  and  dividends. — Form  17.]— 
(1.)  The  registrar  snail  send  notice  t<ithe  plaintiff  in  the  action  when 
a  sum  sufllcient  to  satisfy  his  costs  has  been  paid  into  court,  and  when 
a  diridend  is  declared  he  shall  send  notice  to  each  creditor  entitled  to 
share  therein.  Such  notices  shall  be  sent  by  post,  and  shall  be  in  the 
form  No.  17  in  tho  Appendix. 

(2.)  Such  sum  and  dividends  shall  be  paid  to  the  persons  entitled 
thereto  in  accordance  with  the  Countj  Ck>urt  Rules  as  to  payment  out 
of  court  of  money  paid  io  under  a  judgment,  the  notice  in  the  pre- 
ceding paragraph  mentioned  being  for  the  purpose  of  those  rules  con- 
sidered as  a  plaint-note. 

25.  {^Registrar's  accoutiis.]— The  registrar  shall  keep  accounts  of  tlie 
money  received  and  payments  made  under  any  administration  order 
in  such  manner  as  may  be  from  time  to  time  directed  bv  the  Treasury. 

2G.  [Undaimed  divideinds.]'-i\.)  The  registrar  shall  in  the  month 
of  March  in  each  year  make  out  a  list  of  all  dividends  and  other  sums 
payable  under  administration  orders  which  have  remained  unclaimed 
for  five  years  before  the  first  day  of  January  then  last  past,  with  the 
names  of  tho  parties  entitled  thereto :  and  a  copy  of  sucli  list  shall  bo 
posted  in  some  conspicuous  place  in  the  court-house  ou  the  days  when 
the  court  is  sitting,  and  at  all  times  in  the  registrar's  office  ;  nnd  all 
such  dividends  and  other  sums  which  shall  have  remained  unclaimed 
for  six  years  on  the  first  day  of  January  next  after  such  list  is  so  put 
up  as  aforesaid  shall  be  accounted  for  by  the  registrar  to  the  Treasury. 
The  list  to  be  made  ont  and  posted  in  the  month  of  Maroh  one 
thousand  nine  hundred  and  three  shall  indudeall  such  dividends  and 
other  sums  as  shall  have  remained  unclaimed  for  five  vears  or 
upwards  before  the  first  day  of  Januarv  one  thousand  nine  hundre*! 
and  three  under  any  administration  orders  made  since  the  Act  came 
into  operation. 

(2.)  Any  person  claiming  to  be  entitled  to  any  such  dividend  or 
other  sum  after  the  same  has  been  accounted  for  to  the  Treasury  may 
apply  to  the  judge  to  order  the  same  to  be  paid  to  him ;  and  the  judge, 
if  satisfied  that  the  person  claiming  is  entitled,  may  make  an  ortter 
accordingly;  and  tiiereupon  th.e  registrar  shall  pay  the  sum  so  ordered 
to  be  paid  out  of  any  money  in  his  hands,  and  shall  be  allowed  by  the 
Treasury,  at  his  audit,  the  amount  so  paid. 

27.  [N&Uce  by  debtor  ofdiange  of  ocMfesf.]— Where  a  debtor  against 
whom  an  administration  order  has  been  made  changes  his  address, 
he  ahall  at  once  give  notice  to  the  registrar  of  his  new  address. 

28.  [Use  offorms.]'-^The  forms  in  tiie  Appendix  hereto,  with  such 
variations  as  cireumstances  may  require,  shail  be  used  for  the  purposoi 
of  these  Rules  and  of  sect  122  of  the  Act. 

29.  IConstruetion  of  ruUs.}— In  the  construction  of  these  Rules, 
unless  there  is  anything  in  tne  subject  or  context  repugnant  thereto, 
words  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  in  the  Coonty  Courts  Act,  1888, 
and  the  Rules  and  Orders  made  thereunder. 

(Signed)    Halsbubt,  C. 
I  concur. 


The  10th  day  of  July,  1902. 


(Signed)    G.  W.  Balfocb, 

President  of  the  Doaul  of  Tr.vlo. 


APPENDIX. 


1. 

ttequesi  for  an  Administration  OrJe.'» 
Tub  Bankbuftcy  Act,  1883,  Sbct.  132, 
In  the  County  Court  of* ,  holden  at  — 


Between 
and 


No.  of  Plaint 

Plaintiff, 


Defendant, 

1,  A.B.,  of,  &c.,  the  above-named  defendant,  state  that  a  judgment  was 

obtained  against  roe  in  this  action  on  the day  of 19    ,  fir 

the  sum  of  £ ,  and  that  I  am  unable  to  ]  ay  the  amount  forthwith 
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I  am  indebted  to  the  several  persons,  including  the  ptaintifT  in  this 
action,  mentioned  in  the  list  hereto  in  the  snms  set  opposite  their  names, 
not  exceeding  in  the  whole  £50,  and  I  am  indebted,  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge,  information,  and  belief  to  no  other  person  whatsoever. 

I  hereby  request  that  an  order  may  be  made  for  the  administration  of 
my  estate  under  the  122nd  section  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  and  the 

payment  of  my  debts  in  full  [or  to  the  extent  of shillings  in  the 

pound],  by  instalments  of pounds  and shillinga  for  every 

days. 

List  of  Creditors. 


Name  of  Creditor. 


Address. 


Description. 


Amount  of  Debt. 


Note. — The  Judgment  debt  mast  be  inserted  as  well  as  all  other  debts. 

If  any  of  the  above  creditors,  in  addition  to  the  Judgment  creditor,  have  sued 
the  defendant  in  any  court,  the  summons  or  order  in  each  ca^e  must  be  produced  to 
the  registrar. 

If  any  creditor  is  securd  or  enitled  to  distrain,  or  any  person  in  addition  to  the 
debtor  is  liable  for  any  debt,  thli  fACt  must  be  stated,  with  the  particulars  and  esti- 
mated value  of  the  security,  or  the  name  and  address  of  such  other  person. 


SrATEMENT. 


years  of  age,  and  am*  - 


I  state— 

That  I  am  — 

That  I  am  employed  atf 

That  my  wages  arcj . 

That  I  have  [or  have  not]  a  wife. 

That  my  wife  earns  by§ . 

That  I  have  the  following  children  living  with  me  : — 
Ijl.  aged years. 

2.  aged years. 

3. aged years. 

kc. 

That  numbers  - 

Number  1  £ 
„      2 

and  so  on. 
That  the  reason  why  I  am  unable  to  pay  my  debts  i»f 
That  I  have  goods,  household  or  otherwise,  at 


'  earn  money  as  follows : — 
(f.  a  week. 


,  to  the  value 
of 

I,  A.B.  aforesaid,  make  oath  and  sny  that  to  the  beat  of  my  knowledge, 
information  and  belief,  the  names  of  all  my  creditors,  and  the  debts  dae 
from  roe  to  them  are  truly  set  forth  in  the  above  list  of  my  creditors,  and 
that  the  particulars  contained  in  my  request  and  the  above  statement  are 
true. 

Sworn  at,  &c. 

A,B. 

*  Here  state  what  you  are. 

t  Here  Htate  name  and  address  and  description  of  employer. 

i  Here  state  amount  rov'eivei  w  ekiy  or  otherwise. 

9  Here  Insert  the  work  done  by  wife,  and  the  wages  she  earns. 

II  Here  insert  names  and  ages  of  children. 

^f  Here  s'ta'c  reasou. 


Kotice  to  Debtor, 
The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 


In  the  County  Court  of  - 


-,  holden  at  - 


(S«al.) 


In  the  matter  of  a  request  for  an  administration  order  against  • 
of,  &c.  Debtor. 

Takb  Notice,  that  your  request  for  an  administration  order  under 
sect.   122   of  the   Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  [add,*%f  so,  which  has   been 

forwarded  to  this  court  from  the  County  Court  of ,  holden  at 

],  will  be  heard  at  the  Court  House  at ,  in  the  county  of 

,  on  the  day  of 19     ,  at  the  hour  of in 

the noon. 

You  must  bring  with  you  to  the  Court  all  your  books  of  account, 
invoices,  papers,  summonses,  or  other  documenta  relating  to  any  debts 
owing  by  you. 

Dated . 

Registrar. 

To  A,B.,  of . 


3. 
Notice  to  Creditors, 

The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 
,  holden  at . 


(M.) 


In  the  County  Court  of 

In  the  matter  of  a  request  for  au  administration  order  against 
of,  &c.  I>«^^- 

WiiEUKAS  the  above-named  debtor  has  filed  a  request  for  an  a^ 
nistration  order  under  the  l'22nd  section  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883, i 

the  payment  of  his  dt'bts  in  full  [or  to  the  extent  of shilUsfiis 

the  poumi]  to  be  paid   by  instalments   of  pounds   and  

shillings   for  every  days  [add,   if  so,  which    request   has  bM 

forwarded   to   this   Court   from   the   County   Court   of  ,  l^fl 

at 1  :— 

This  is  to  give  you  notice  that  the  Court  will  proceed  to  hesr 
said    request  at  a  Court  to  be  holden  at  the  County  Court  Hoifl 

,  on  the day  of 19     ,  at  the  hour  of i« 

noon 


.[« 


The  debtor  states  that  he  owes  you  the  sum  of  £ . 

[The  debtor  states  that  he  is ,  and  is  employed  at  • 

out  in  the  reqiiesfiy  and  that  his  wages  are  ,  and  that  hb  wil 

earns ,  and  that  he  has children  living  with  him,  of  Tfc® 


■  earn  wages  amounting  to  - 


-,  and  that  his  goods  are  af  li 


value  of  -  .^ 

A  list  of  creditors,  with  the  amounU  stated  to  be  respectively  owiaf 
them,  can  be  inspected  on  application  at  the  Registrar's  office. 

If  you  wish  to  object  to  the  debt  of  any  creditor  named  in  the  listji 
to  the  amount  of  the  composition  or  the  instalments  which  the  (Ml 
proposes  to  pay,  you  must  give  written  notice  thereof,  by  post  or 
wise,  to  the  Registrar  of  the  Court  and  to  the  debtor,  and  in  the  » 
objection  to  a  debt  to  the  creditor  whose  debt  is  objected  to,  fired 
days  before  the  day  fixed  for  the  hearing  of  the  request,  stating  ii  8 
notice  the  grounds  of  your  objection. 

If  you  claim  more  than  the  amount  stated  to  be  due  to  you,  yw;j^ 
bring  with  you  to  the  Court  on  the  day  above  mentioned  any  -^~*' 
books,  &c.,  necessary  to  prove  your  claim. 

Dated,  &c 

To  C.  A,  of 


Order  directiiuj  Ri^quest  to  he  foricardtd  to  another  Omd, 
The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 


In  the  County  Court  of  - 


-,  holden  at  ■ 


No.  of  Plaint. 
Between 

and 

Whereas  a  judgment  was  obtained  against  the  .tbove-natned  dc!>r^« 
in  this  action  on  the day  of 


19 


And  WHEunAS  the  defendant  has  filed  a  request  in  this  C4>url  far 
ortler  for  the  administration  of  his  estate  under  the  l-22nd  section  of  I 
Bankruptcy  Act,  1883: 

And  whkreas  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court  it  would  be  incouveri 
that  this  Court  should  administer  the  estate : 

It  is  ordered  that  the  said  request  and  a   certificate  of  the  said  ji 

ment  be  forwarded  to  the  County  Court  of ,  holden  at 

the  district  of  which  court  the  said  debtor  ['-r  a  majority  of  the  < 
of  the  said  debtor]  resides  [or  reside]. 

Dated  this day  of 19 


By  the  Court, 


B^i^ittj 


5. 

Admnistraiion  Order. 

The  BANKRurrcY  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122, 


In  the  County  Court  of  - 


-,  holden  at  - 


(S«l)    j 


j^^.  of  admintftrati<A  or^- 
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Ib  the  nutter  of  an  administiation  order  against  A,B.f 

of,  &C. 
The day  of 19    . 


Debtor. 


Iris  thif  day  ordered  that  the  above-named  debtor  do  pay  the  several 
:  Mts  in  the  schedule  hereto,  and  all  others  now  due  and  which  may  here- 
I  rfler  be  duly  prored  under  this  order  in  respect  of  debts  now  incurred,  in 
i  hll  (or  to  ihe  extent  of      «.  in  the  £). 
I    And  it  is  ordered  that  the  said  debtor  do  pay  to  the  Registrar  of  the 

j&ort      i,  for  every days  nntil  snch  debts  shall  be  paid  in  full 

m^to  tlie  extent  of       s.  in  the  £),  together  with  the  ooets  of  this 
jimnistration,  and  the  costs  of  CD,  (the  plcdntiff  in  the  actum  upon  the 
'   it  in  vMch  the  administratim  ardcr  vtas  made),  the  first  of  snch 


ifmests  to  be  made  on   the 


Pkted  that  E.  F,,  of,  &c.,  hare  the  conduct  of  this  order, 
By  the  Court,  &c. 
Here  follows  the  schedule  of  debts. 

O.»0n  the  copy  sent  to  the  debtor  the  following  must  be  added  : 
Ttke  notice,  that  if  you  change  your  addiess  you  must  at  once  give 
Mice  to  the  Registrar  of  your  new  address. 


day  of 


19     :  and  it  is 


6. 

Notice  to  Creditors  and  other  Courts. 

The  Bahkbuptct  Act,  188S,  Sbct.  112. 


,  h  olden  at  ■ 


No.  of  Administration  order. 
Debtor. 


h  tbe  County  Conrt  of  — 

li  the  matter,  <tc. 

Tack  Notice,  that  the  Court  has  this  day  made  an  administration 
Jhrproridinff  for  the  payment  of  the  debts  of  the  above-named  debtor 
;«Wl(«to  the  extent  of  «.  in  the  £)  by  instalments  of  s.  every 
- — days,  and  has  directed  that  E.F..  of,  &c.,  shall  have  the  conduct 
If  tie  order. 

Ditid,ftc 

Registrar. 

Bring  this  notice  with  you  when  you  apply  for  a  dividend  or  attend  at 
m  office  of  the  Registrar  for  any  purpose  whatsoever. 

^^re  notice  of  ihe  order  is  sent  to  another  Cou^-t,  tubstUute  for  these 
'wnb; 

A  debt  amounting  to due  to  — ,  in  respect  of  which  it  is 

^■ted  that  a  judgment  hat  been  obtained  or  proceedings  are  pending  in 

wGranty  Court  of holden  at lor  as  the  case  may  6e],  is 

wedolod  to  the  order. 

I  Honri,&c. 


Amount  to  be  levied*  • 


By  the  Court, 


Registrar. 


*  The  amount  to  he  levied  trtU  b<— Ut,  the  eotts  of  the  plaintiff;  2nd,  the  coelt  of 
the'administration,  i.e.,  2t.intke  £  on  the  awumnt  qf  debte  then  aecertained ;  and, 
Srdly,  the  total  tUMunt  of  the  dAte  scheduled^  or  so  much  thereof  at  the  Court  may 
have  ordered  to  be  jwui,  lets  the  awumnt  {if  any)  eHrtady  paid. 

NoncE. — ^The  goods  and  chattels  are  not  to  be  told  until  after  the  end 
of  five  days  next  following  the  day  on  which  they  were  seized,  unless 
they  be  of  a  perishable  nature,  or  nt  the  request  of  the  debtor. 


8. 

Judgnisnt  Summons, 

TiiE  Bamkbuptcy  Act,  1883,  Sbct.  122,  and  Tub  DiBTCtts  Act,  1869. 

In  the  County  Court  of ^  holden  at *  (Seal.) 

No.  of  administration  order. 
No.  of  judgment  summons. 

In  the  matter  of,  &c.  Debtor. 

Whereas  an  administration  order  was  made  against  yon,  the  above- 

-  day  of —  '^       '     " 


,  19    ,  for  the 
•  in  the  X]  by 


7. 

Warrant  of  Execution, 
The  Bankbuptcv  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 

la  the  County  Court  of ,  holden  at .    (Seal.) 

No.  of  administration  order. 
No.  of  execution. 

la  the  matter  of,  Stc.  Debtor. 

WflBRBAS  an  administration  order  was  made  against  the  above-named 
•btor  on  the day  of 19    . 

Ai^  whereas  it  ha^  been  made  to  appear  to  the  Judge  (or  Registrar)  of 
"•Court  that  the  property  of  f'e  debtor  exceeds  ia  value  ten  pounds: 

lou  are  therefore  required  and  ordered  forthwith  to  make  and  levy  by 
dwress  and  sale  of  the  goods  and  chattels  of  the  debtor,  wheresoever  they 
^7  be  found  within  the  district  of  this  Conrt  (except  the  household 
P^  wearing  apparel,  and  bedding  of  the  debtor  or  his  family,  and  the 
vols  and  implements  of  his  trade,  to  the  value  in  the  aggregate  of  twenty 
pooads),  the  sum  stated  at  the  foot  of  this  warrant,  and  also  to  seize  and 
«*•  »ny  money  or  bank  notes  (whether  of  the  B.ink  of  England  or  of  any 
•tutt  bank)  and  any  cheques,  bills  of  exchange,  promissory  notes,  bonds, 
J*aslties,  or  securities  for  money  of  the  debtor  which  may  there  be 
^"^  or  such  part  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  this 
•jjecntion,  and  to  pay  what  you  shall  have  so  levied  to  the  Registrar  of 
•w  Court,  and  to  make  return  of  what  you  have  done  under  this  warrant 
™«diaUly  upon  the  execution  thereof. 

Given  under  the  seal  of  the  Court,  this dav  of 19    . 

^0  the  high  bailiff  of  the  Court,  and  others  the  bailiffs  thereof. 


named  debtor,  in  this  Court,  on  the  • 

payment  of  your  debts  in  full  [or  to  the  extent  of  - 

instalments  of shillings  for  every days : 

And  whereas  you  have  made  default  in  payment  of  the  earn  of 

payable  in  pursuance  of  the  said  order : 

Ton  are  therefore  hereby  summoned  to  appear  personally  in  this  Court, 

at ,  on  the day  of ,  19    ,  at  the  hour  of in 

the  — ^— -  noon,  to  be  examined  on  oath  bv  the  Court  touching  the 
means  you  have  or  have  had  since  the  date  of  the  order  to  satisfy  the  sum 
payable  in  pursuance  of  the  said  order,  and  also  to  show  cause  why  you 
should  not  be  committed  to  prison  for  such  default;  and  yon  are  hereby 
warned  that  unless  the  contrary  is  proved  you  will  under  the  Act  be 
deemed  to  have  had  since  the  date  of  the  order  the  means  to  pay  the  sum 
in  respect  of  which  you  have  made  default,  and  to  have  refuaed  or 
neglected  to  pay  the  same. 

Dated  this day  of ,  19    . 

Registrar. 
£    s.    d. 
Amount  paid  under  administration  order     .         •         •         • 
Amount  of  instalments  due  and  upon  payment  of  which  no 

further  proceedings  will  be  had  until  default  in  payment  of 

the  next  instalment 


Oi-der  of  Committnent, 
The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sbct.  122,  and  The  Debtors  Act,  ISfiO. 

In  the  [tale  of  Court  orderinj  cwnmittaC].  (Seal.) 

No.  of  administration  order. 
No.  of  judgment  summon5. 
No.  of  order. 
In  the  matter  of,  &c  Debtor. 

To  the  high  bailiff  and  others  the  bailiffs  of  the  said  Court,  and  all  peace 
officers  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  said  Court,  and  to  the  governor 
or  keeper  of  the  [prison  used  by  the  Court,  if  the  debtor  is  resident 
within  the  jurisdiction  ;  if  not,  no  name  of  prison  to  be  inserted]. 

Whereas  an  administration  order  was  made  against  the  above-named 

debtor  on  the day  of for  the  payment  of  his  debts  in  full 

[or  to  the  extent  of in  the  £],  by  instalments  of shillings 

for  every days : 

And  whereas  the  debtor  has  made  default  in  payment  of  ^— -^ 
payable  in  pursuance  of  the  said  order : 

And  whereas  a  summons  was  duly  issued  out  of  this  Court,  by  which 

the  debtor  was  required  to  appear  personally  at  this  Court  on  the 

day  of ,  19    ,  to  be  examined  on  oath  touching  the  means  he  had 

then  or  had  had  since  the  date  of  the  order  to  satisfy  the  sum  then  due 
and  payable  in  pursuance  of  the  order,  and  to  show  cause  why  he  should 
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&ot  be  commitleil  to  prUon  for  such  default,  which  summons  has  been 
piroTed  to  this  Court  to  have  been  duly  and  personally  serred  on  the 
debtor : 

And  whereas  at  the  hearing  of  the  said  summons  it  has  not  been 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the  debtor  has  not  [or  has  not 
had]  since  the  date  of  the  order  the  means  to  pay  the  sum  then  due  and 
payable  in  pursuance  of  the  order : 

And  whereas  the  debtor  has  refused  [or  neglected]  to  pay  the  same, 
and  has  shown  no  cause  why  he  should  not  be  committed  to  prison : 

Now  therefore,  it  is  ordered  that,  for  such   default  as  aforesaid,  the 

debtor  shall  be  committed  to  prison  for  days,  unless  he  shall 

sooner  pay  the  sum  stated  below  as  that  upon  the  payment  of  which  he 
is  to  be  discharged. 

These  are  therefore  to  require  you,  the  said  high  bailiff^  bailiffa  and 
others  to  take  the  debtor,  and  to  deliver  him  to  the  governor  or  keeper 

of  the i  and  you  the  said  governor  or  keeper  to  receive  the  debtor, 

and  him  safely  keep  in  the  said  prison  for days  from  the  arrest 

under  this  order,  or  until  he  shall  be  sooner  discharged  by  due  course  of 
law. 

Given  under  the  seal  of 
,19 


this  [insert  date  of  order"]  day  of 


By  the  Court, 


Registrar. 


ii 


Total  amount  of  instalments  due  at  time  of  issue  ol 
judgment  summons 

Deduct  amount  paid  into  court  since  issue  of  judgment  1 1 
summons /' 

Stim  on  payment  of  which  the  debtor  is  to  be  discharged  I 


N.B, —  Where  this  order  ie  sent  to  a  foreign  Court  under  sect,  1 58  of  the 
Countif  Courts  Act,  1886,  the  registrar  of  that  Cowi  shall  insert 
the  name  of  the  prison  used  by  the  foreign  Court, 


10. 

Ifotice  to  Debtor  of  Creditor's  Claim  under  sub-'sect,  12. 

The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 

In  the  County  Court  of ,  holden  at .  (Seal.) 

«  No.  of  administration  order. 

In  the  matter,  &c.  Debtor. 

Takb  Notice,  that  F.F,,  of,  &c.,  states  that  you  owe  him  the  sum 

of  £ for ,  and  claims  to  be  scheduled  as  a  creditor  for  that 

sum ; 

And  further  take  notice,  that  if  you  wish  to  dispute  such  claim  you 
must  within  seven  days  from  this  date  sign  and  return  the  notice  At  the 
foot  hereof  to  the  Registrar  of  the  Court. 

If  you  do  not  return  the  notice  as  above  mentioned,  the  said  claim 
will  be  taken  to  be  admitted  by  you  and  will  be  added  to  the  schedule 
accordingly. 

To  A,B,,  &c. 

Notice. 

No.  of  administration  order. 

I  object  to  the  claim  of  E,F,,  of     ■  ■  ■      against  toe. 

(Signed)  A.B.  (debtor). 

To  the  Registrar  of  the 
County  Court  at ,  _ 

11. 

Notice  to  Creditor  that  his  Claim  is  not  objected  to. 

The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 

In  the  County  Court  of         ■■   ,  holden  at .  (Seal.) 

No.  of  administration  order. 
In  ths  matter  of,  &c  Debtor. 

Take  Notice,  that  the  debtor  bus  not  given  notice  of  his  intention  to 
dispute  your  claim,  and  that  the  same  has  been  added  to  the  schedule  of 
debts  proved. 

To  RF.,  &c. 

You  must  retain  this  notice  and  produce  it  when  you  come  to  the  office 
to  receive  dividends  or  for  any  other  purpose. 


12. 

Notice  of  Hearing  of  Objection  to  Claim. 

TiiE  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 

In  the  County  Court  of ,  holden  at .  (Seal.) 

No.  of  administration  order. 

In  the  matter  of,  &c.  Debtor. 

Ton  [or  The  debtor]  having  given  notice  of  your  [or  his]  intentioa  to 

dispute  the  claim  of  E.F, of against  you  [or  your  dtia 

against  him]. 

Take  Notice,  that  the  objection  will  be  heard  at  the  Coart  House  ti 

in  the  County  of on  the day  of at  tk 

hour  of in  the noon. 


You  should  bring  with  yon  to  the  Court  on  the  day  above-meatioMi, 
any  witnesses,  books,  Ac,  necessary  to  defeat  [or  prove]  the  claim. 
I>at<>d,  &c. 

Registrar. 

To,  &c 
A,B,  Uhe  Debtor']  and 
E.F.  [the  Claimant]. 


13. 

Notice  to  Debtor  to  attend  and  show  cause  why  Administralicm  Ordtr 
should  not  be  rescinded. 

The  Bankbuptoy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 


In  the  County  Court  of  - 


-,  holden  at  • 


It .  (Seal.) 

No.  of  a*lministratioB  order. 
In  the  matter  of,  &c.  I>ebtor. 

Take  Notice,  that  you  are  hereby  required  to  attend  persooiil/ii 

this  Court,  at ,  on the day  of 19   ,  it  the 

hour  of in  the noon,  to  show  cause  why  the  admlnistntitn 

order  made  against  you  in  this  Court  on  the  — -—  day  of  ■  1^  » 

should  not  be  set  aside  or  rescinded  on  the  following  grounds : 

[here  state  grounds  alleged  for  rescissiim,] 
Dated  this day  of 19    . 


To  [the  Debtor.] 


Rcgi..trtr. 


14. 


Order  rescinding  Administration  Order. 
The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 

In  the  County  Court  of ,  holden  at (Se«l.) 

No.  of  administration  order. 
In  the  matter  of,  &c  Debtor. 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  administration  order  made  againit  tji 

above-named  debtor  in  this  Court  on  the day  of 19   ,"• 

and  the  same  is  hereby  rescinded  un  the  following  grounds: 
[here  state  grounds  for  rescission.] 

Dated  th-s day  of ,  19     . 

By  the  Court, 

RegUrar. 


15. 

Notice  to  Debtor  and  Creditors  and  other  Courts  of  Sescisslon  of 

Administration  Order. 

The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sect,  122. 


In  the  County  Court  of ,  holden  at  ■ 

N 
In  Ihe  matter  of,  &c. 
Take  Notice,  that  by  order  dated  the day  of  - 


(Ml.) 

No.  of  administration  order. 

Debtor. 

-19    . 


the  administration  order  made  against  [you]  the  above  named  debtor  « 

this  Court  on  the day  of 19     ,  has  been  rescindea  oa  Hm 

following  grounds 


Dated  this  ■ 
To- 


[here  slate  grounds  of  resc'ssion.] 
.  dav  of . 


Registrar. 


[NV)TR.— //  there  are  any  moneys  in  Court  to  be  distrtUted,  lurf^'  9 
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dividend  skwid  also  be  sent  to  the  credilors:  See  Rales  16  (2),  24  (1),  and 

Fonn  17.] 


16. 

Order  suspending  operation  of  Administration  Order,  or  Nevo  Order  for 
payment  by  Instalments, 


TuE  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 


In  the  CoantjT  Court  of  - 
In  the  matter  of,  be. 


-f  holden  at  - 


(Seal.) 


No.  of  administration  order. 
Debtor. 


Wbkreas  an  adminiBtration  order  was  made  against  the  abore-named 

debtor  on  the day  of for  the  payment  of  his  debts  in  fall 

r*-  to  the  extent  of in  the  £]  by  instalments  of shillings 

it  eTcry days : 

Aid  Whereas  it  appears  that  the  debtor  is  unable  to  pay  the  instal- 
amts  dae  under  the  said  order  by  reason  of  illness  [or  unaroidable 
nisfortiine] : 

it  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  operation  of  the  said  order  be  and  the 
MM  ii  hereb?  suspended  for  a  term  of from  this  date. 

[or  It  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  said  debtor  do  pay  the  amount 

RBuuning  dae  under  the  said  order  by  instalments  of for  erery 

—  days,  the  first  of  such  instalments  to  be  paid  on  the day 

rf 19    .] 

Dated  this day  of 19    . 


By  the  Court, 


Registrar. 


17. 

Notice  of  Dividend. 

The  Bankbuftcy  Act,  1883,  Sect.  122. 


(Seal.) 


No.  of  administration  order. 
Debtor. 


Ib  the  County  Court  of ,  holden  at  • 

Is  the  matter  of,  &c. 

(1.)  Notice  of  Payment  of  Plaintifs  Oosti. 

Takr  Nonce,  that  a  oum  has  been  paid  into  court  in  this  matter 
nffident  to  pay  your  costs  of  action,  amounting  to  . 

(2.)  Notice  of  Dividend. 

Takb  Notiob,  that  a  sum  has  been  paid  into  court  in  this  matter 
nicieDt  to  proTide  for  payment  of  a  dividend  of  —  in  the  pound. 

The  smoont  of  the  dividend  on  the  debt  of scheduled  as  due  to 

fwis . 

In  either  case  proceed  as  follows : 

The  above  sum  will  be  paid  out  to  you  in  accordance  with  the  County 
CnH  Rales  as  to  payment  out  of  court  of  money  paid  in  on  a  judgment. 
(^  joar  applying  for  the  same  it  will  be  necessary  that  you  should 
fninet  this  notice. 

Dated  this day  of 19     . 

Registrar. 
to[the  Plaintiff  or 
other  Creditor.'} 


18. 

Order  superseding  Administration  Order. 

The  Bankbcjptct  Act,  188^,  Sect.  122, 

In  the  County  Court  of ,  holden  at .  (Seal.) 

No.  of  administration  order. 
In  the  matter,  &c  Debtor. 

Whereas  the  above-named  debtor  has  under  this  order  paid  into 
•art  a  sum  sufficient  to  pay  each  debt  scheduled  to  the  extent  thereby 
FoTided, and  the  costs  of  the  plaintiff  and  of  the  administration:  It  is 
^<J|cnd  that  such  order  be  superseded,  and  that  the  debtor  be  discharged 
n«B  his  debts  scheduled  under  such  order. 

Dated  this day  of 19    . 


—  day  of 

By  the  Court, 


Registrar. 


19. 

Notice  of  Administration  Orders  made  at  the  County  Cowt  of  - 
holden  at on  the  ■  day  of-  19    . 


Name  of 
Debtor. 


Sur- 
name. 


Christian 
Name  or 
Names. 


Residence. 


Place. 
Street* 


County. 


IXocrip- 
Uon. 


Number  of  Crediturs 
Scheduled. 


Jadgment. 


Non- 
Jadgment 


Oroas 
Amoant 
ofJ>ebtB. 


t  s.  d. 


Number 

of 
Order. 


I  hereby  ce.tify  that  the  above  return  is  correct. 

Registrar. 

Note. — To  be  sent  to  the  Registry  of  County  Court  Judgments^  and  to 
be  potted  up  in  the  Office  of  the  Court  within  three  days  of  the  miking  of 
the  Order. 


INCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


HONOUBS  EXAMINATION. 


JUNE,  1902. 


The 


„.  of  (he  ScUoUon  to  whom  Oie  CaniidaUe 
AfHde$  of  OMcthip  are  printed  in  italiee. 


At  ilia  Kramiwatiofn  (or  Hononn  of  Oandidatet  for  Admifluon  od 
the  Boll  of  SolidtoTB  of  the  Suprome  Ck>iirt,  the  Examinatioii  Oom- 
iBittee  leoommended  the  foUowmg  m  being  entitled  to  Honorary 
Diitinotian.w 

FIBST  GLASS. 
[In  Order  of  Merit] 

1.  Alixandib  Robbbt  TuBora. 

Mr.  John  CharUs  Femaigle  Barfietd,  of  the  firm  of  Meetrs. 
Barfield  in  BwfiM,  of  London. 

2.  John  Peentici  Ashbbidqe. 

^fr.  John  AMriclge,  of  London. 

SECOND  GLASS. 

[In  Alphabetical  Older.] 

Walter  Thokas  Faibbairh. 

Mr,  John  Avery,  of  the  firm  of  Mesers,  Avery  dt  Son,  of 
London, 

Jambb  William  Bibkbtt  Hodosok,  B.A.  Oxok. 

Mr.  Cedrie  Houghton,  of  the  firm  of  Meters.  Houghton,  Myres 
dt  Beverley t  of  Preston. 

Lbonabd  Mabk  Kcnwawat. 

Mr.  Arthur  William  Buckingham,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs,  Buck* 
ingham,  Son  dt  Kindersley^  of  Exeter. 

Uenbt  Dodington  Lovedat. 

Messrs.  How  dt  Son,  of  Shrewsbury ;  and  Messrs.  BeU,  Stew.trd, 
May  dt  How,  of  London, 

BsoiHALD  Chantbe  Mennbbb,  LL.B.  Lohd. 
Mr,  Isidore  J.  Carter,  of  Tcrquay. 
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THIRD  CLASS. 

[In  Alphabetioal  Order.] 

Geobob  Babvabd  Black. 

Mr.  Edgar  James  Birdtally  of  Scarborough, 

Fbanoib  Hawkins  Bbbthvbton. 

Iff.  Frederick  H,  Bretherton,  of  Gloucester;  and  Mes»r$. 
Devonshire  &  Monldandy  of  London. 

Hebbbbt  Stanlbt  Chapman,  B.A«,  LL.B.  Camb. 

Mr,  Stanley  Chapman^  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Norrts^  Aliens  & 
Cfiapmau,  of  London. 

WnuAx  Paul  Chistbbman. 

Mr.  WtUiam  Thomas  Chesiermcm,  of  Bath. 

Alfbbd  Gut  Dewhibst. 

Mr.  Charles  John  Vint,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Vint,  Parkinson* 
HiU  A  KilUckf  of  Bradford;  and  Messrs.  Nussey  in 
Fellowes,  of  London. 

Fbabk  Tatnton  Evabb,  B.A.  Oxoh. 
Messrs,  Leigh  &  Horley,  of  Cardiff. 

John  Bollb  Ttndale  Gough. 

Messrs.  Svoorder  &  Longmore.  of  Hertford;  and  Messrs.  Pater- 
sons,  Snow,  Bloxam  &  Kinder,  of  London. 

Hbhbt  Hawobth  Habdmak. 

Mr.  Oliver  Howard  Swann,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Swann  & 
Oreen,  of  London. 

(rEOEGE  ROWLAND  DeTEBBUX  HaBBIBON,  B.A.   CaHB. 

Mr.  George  Devereux  Harrison,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Harrison 
A  Winnallt  of  WeUhpool ;  and  Messrs.  Rowcliffes,  Bawle 
d  Co.,  of  London. . 

Habbt  CuFr  Habelgbote,  LL.B.  Lond. 

Mr.  Robert  Jenkins  and  Mr.  WiUiam  Peiree  Owen,  both  of 
London, 

Habold  Habqbeates  Haelam. 

Mr.  Henry  Piper  Linton,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Linton  A  Son, 
of  Cardiff;  and  Messrs.  BeU,  Brodriek  A  Gray,  of 
London. 

Kenneth  D^Aguilab  Houston. 

Mr.  Howard  Perey  Becher,  of  London. 
Joseph  Lustoabtev. 

Mr.  Christopher  TaU  Rhodes,  o/  Halifax;  and  Mr.  Edward 
George  Ashor,  of  Mandisster. 


Edwabd  Henbt  Hardwiok  Saucon. 
Mr.  Edward  A.  Saimm,  of  BristoL 

Habbt  Hebbbbt  Sanderson. 

Mr.  Agar  Hooper  Parkin,  of  the  firm  of  Messrt.  irdiar, 
Parker  &  Archer,  of  Stockton-on-Tees ;  and  Messrs.  Cnmp, 
SproU  A  Co.,  of  London. 

Hubbbt  Ashcombe  Whbatcboft,  B.A.  Oxon. 

Mr.  Alpheus  Henry  Robotham,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Motkm 
&Co.,of  Derby. 

Fbancis  Gebald  'Whittcck. 

Mr.  Frederick  Edward  WhiUwJe,  of  Bnttol. 

William  Henbt  Wilson. 

Mr.  Joseph  Kennedy  Armstrong,  o/  (he  firm  of  MesstL  . 
Armstrong  ds  Son,  of  NeuHsastle^upon'Tyne ;  and  Mi 
King,  Wigg  is  Co.,  of  London. 

Edwin  Ebnest  Stanlet  Weight. 

Mr.  Frederiek  DuUon,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Blytk, 
Hartley  &  Blyth,  of  London. 

Habbt  Yates. 

Mr.  James  Yates,  of  SouthporL 


The  Council  of  the  Inoorporated  Law  Society  have  aeoardlagjiy 
gifen  dass  Certifioates  and  awarded  the  following  Friiei  of  Boob:- 

To  Mr.  Turing^Piiie  of  the  Honourable  Society  of  Okwrfi 
Inn— Yalne  aboat  lOt. ;  and  The  Daniel  Beazdn  ?n»^ 
Value  aboat  20  gnineas. 

To  Mr.  Ashbridge— The  Prize  of  the  Honourable  Mtjd 
Clifford's  Inn— Yaloe  5  gnineas. 

To  Mr.  G.  B.  Black^The  John  Mackrell  Prize-Yalue  rfMkllL 

The  Cooncil  have  given  Class  Certifioates  to  the  Caadiditeiii 
the  Second  and  Third  Classes. 

126  Candidates  gave  notice  for  the  KTamination. 


By  Older  of  the  CooneiL 

E.  W.  WiLUABiai, 
AflTBterik 
Law  Soodrt's  Hall,  Chanoebt  Lanb,  London  : 
25th  July,  1902. 


COURT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  COURT  OP  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

TRINITY  SITTINGS,  1902. 
ROTA  OP  REGISTRARS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


Datx. 


I     Smisoikoi 

I  BOTA. 


Monday,     Aug.      4 

Turaday 

Wedneaday 

Thundaj 

Friday 


Mr.  Tlieed 


6 

•i 

1  I 


COIATIL 


Mr.  Pembcitcn 


W.  Lcaih         ,,    Jackson 
Chnich        I      „    PcmbeitoD 


Oreawell 
King 


Jeckscn 
TcmbtfloB 


Mil.  JUETICI 


Mr.  W.  L<ach 
„    Tbccd 
„    W.  Letth 
„    Ibced 
,,    W.  Leach 


Ml.  Jraiici 
Bts>i. 


Mr.  Faimer 

»     KlEg 

„    Faimer 
».    Kiog 
„    Faimcr 


Ml.  JlBTOl 

Fi&irkLL. 


Mr.  Cairiogton 
„    Beal 
„    Caniogton 
»    Beal 
,,    Carriogtcn 


Ms.  JcniCB 

BVCBUT. 


Mr.  Godfrey 
,,    B.  Leach 
„    Godfrey 
„    B.  Leach 
„    Godfrey 


%•   J%e  Long  Yaeationvan  eemmenos  en 


Wednssdioy,  the  izth  day  of  August,  md  Nnainoto  mi  Thursday,  iks  S3r«  days/  (kleUr,  IM^  M 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


h^  23.  The  KING  has  been  pleased  to  give  direotioiiB  for  the 
inprnQiment  of  Herbert  Francis  Blaine,  Esq.,  Attoroey-General  of 
the  Orange  River  Colony,  to  be  one  of  His  Mojesty's  Connsel  for 
(lut  GuloDy. 

JaJj  24.  The  KING  has  been  pleased  to  direct  the  preparation  of 
Warrants  ander  His  Majestj^*8  Royal  Sign  Manual,  authoriziog 
liettere  Patent  to  be  passed  under  the  Great  Seal  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  conferring  the  dignity  of  a 
Baronet  of  the  said  United  Kingdom  upon  each  of  the  following 
Qallemen  and  the  heirs  male  of  their  respective  bodies  lawfully 
br^gotten,  vix.  :— 

r  George  Henry  Lewis,  of  Porthind  Place,  in  the  borough  of  Mary- 


leboiK,  in  the  county  of  London,  Knight ;  Henry  Fowler,  G.C.S.I.,  M.P 


Charles  Benjamin  Bright  McLaren,  of  Bodnant,  in  the  perish  of 
Eglwysbacfa,  in  the  county  of  Denbigh,  Gwylgre,  in  the  pariah  of 
Llanasa,  in  the  county  of  Flint,  and  Hilders,  in  the  parish  of 
Shottermill,  in  the  county  of  Surrey,  Esquire,  one  of  His  Majesty's 
Counsel  learned  in  the  Law ;  and 

William  Edward  Murray  Tomlinson,  of  Richmond  Terrace,  Wliite- 
hall,  in  the  city  of  Westminster,  in  the  county  of  London,  and  of 
Preston,  Heysham,  and  Bolton-le-Saads,  in  the  County  Palatine  of 
Lancastes,  Esquire. 

July  24.  The  KING  has  been  pleased,  by  Warrant  under  His 
Majesty's  Royal  Sign  Manual,  bearing  date  the  17th  instant,  to 
appoint  Alexander  Edward  Pole,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law,  to  be 
Recorder  of  the  borough  of  Newcastle-under-Iiyme,  in  the  room  of 
Patrick  Flemiog  Bvans,  Esq.,  deceased. 

Sir  Albert  Kaye  Rollit,  Knt.,  M.P.,  has  been  elected  President  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society  in  succession  to  the  Right  Hon.  Sir 


Second  and  greatly  improved  Edition.    Demy  8vo.,  doth,  6«. 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

I  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  References  to  Decisions. 

JBy     ES.     HARRIS, 

or  TBI  UBOAOT  Ain>  BU00W8ION  DXTET  DHPABTHMNT,  SOMKBSKT  HOUBB. 
*b  ttt  Hoood  edition  ...  w«  see  si  a  gUooe  the  inctdenoe  of  the  English  Deith  Duties.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  great  serrloe  for  reedy  veftreooe.''«-Zaw  Timu. 
•Wiliote  oor  ehare  of  thenka  to  Mr.  HaxrlB,  whose  oompetenoe  to  do  the  work  he  has  undertaken  Is  undoubted."— .icoeuiitafit. 
the  wwk  iBooe  of  great  practical  yalue  to  eoUdtan."— /riA  Law  Tiwut. 


LoxDow :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <fc  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Flkbt  Stbket,  E-O. 

NOW  READY.    Demy  8va,  cloth,  18*. 


THE    COUNTY   AND    BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    183I-I900. 

K^ber  with  the  Special  Constables  Acts ;  the  Parish  Oonstables  Acts ;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts ;  the  PoUoe 
pMAots;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 
I    Property  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Aimj  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Goyemment  Act. 

I  With  Introductianf   Notes  a/nd  Index. 

By  XSVJBILim?    O.  IMC.  CMJXNlXCJELABilj.   ^K.JBL.  (Oxon.), 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Gizonit,  Barrister-at-ljaw. 

*  Vr.  Gtemichael  haa  eoppiled  a  decided  want  in  the  preaent  Tolume."— Law  rbnet. 

"The  book  wiU  be  a  Taluable  addition  to  the  law  Uhraxy  of  ereiy  poUoe  authortty.**— i^^Uee  lUaiiw, 

_        LoypQX:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Liw  PaBMSgERS,  7,  Flrbt  Strkbt,  E.C 

NOW  READY.     Demy  8va,  cloth,  lOt. 

1  Digest  of  tbe  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

By  H.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S .L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

^Affrof^A  Digest  of  the  Law  of  BUls  of  Exchange,''  '' The  SaU  of  Goods  Act,  induding  the  Factors  Adbs^  *«./ 


Aim 


DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  Alliance,  Marine  and  General  Aasorance  Co.,  Ltd. 

'IkabeokliamottoaKieeand  valuahleacpoaition  of  the  exMng  law,  and  we  oocdially  reoommead  it  to  aU  who  have  to  do  with  marine  Insumnoe."— A^ppiiy  (TueMi. 
**  We  M  iuie  Uwt  both  lawyen  and  the  meramtlle  world  win  weloonie  thU  addition  to  legal  Utenture.''^Ikiw 

LoKDON:  WILLLiM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldiitbd,  Liw  Publishkrs,  7,  PLmr  Stribt/B.CL  _^  _t  _ 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1889. 
V  '^!^  Sapplement  oan  be  had  aeparatoly,  limp  <floth,  9a,  6d. 


DiLRBir    and    BOSANQUET 

OV  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 


nr 


ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SSOOJTJD    Dai3Dia7I02Sr- 

BT 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARGHANT,  Barrister-atUw. 


^  TwentyHsiz  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqaet^s  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of 
tions.    Dniinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  i 
been  prodnced.    The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  I 
consult  social  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  Ajid  int' 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  f 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion^  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  manv  points  rdatiiig 
the  limitation  of  actions.    In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  coUeagne  of  1 
Bosanquet.    The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  exam' 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difScult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want— the  want  of  a  i 
gaide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.    The  plan  of  the  new  edition  fo2 
substantially  tbiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  it  I 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  (^rUrly  Beview. 

LoHDOir :  WILLIAM  OLOWSS  *  SONS,  Ldhtbo.  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flbst  Strkkt,  E.C. 


SEOG^^D  EDITION.    Demy  8m,  doth,  10«.  64. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    liAW    BSLATOra    TO> 

ooxPBisDra 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRl 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Together  with  an  Appendix  containing  Model  RuUs^  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  SegtUaHonSf  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FULLEB,  B.A.  (Oxen.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

«  We  con  tborooghlj  recommend  the  pabUcatioD  to  the  Chief  end  District  Offldale  of  all  Friendly  Sodetlee."— ^Viendty  SocSeties*  lUoarder.  __^ 

"  Mr.  Foller  baa  dealt  with  the  law  and  practice  relating  to  Friendly  Societies  in  a  clear  and  oondee  manner,  and  hia  book  should  be  In  the  hands  of  aU  pen* 
1  ntereeted  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Societies."— JToMeAMler  Oourier,  * 


LoNDOir:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishkrs,  7,  Fleet  Strkbt,  B.C 

Demy  dvo.,  cloth,  128.  6cL 

THE    STOCK    EXCHANG 

(THE  LAW  AND  PRACTICE  OR.  WITH  APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Rules  and  Regulations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Securities. 
By   B.   B.   8PENCEB    BBODHITBST,   M.A.,   B.O.I1., 

OF  THB  IKVEB  TXMFLX,  BABBIBTKB-AT^LAW. 

"  This  book  fives  a  very  interesting  and  osefnl  aoconnt  of  the  1**. "lP!?2f 
incidental  to  dealings  in  stocks  and  shares.  It  conUlns  all  that  is  DeeUfttt  to  m  wbw» 
by  the  acockbroker  and  the  lawyer."— -^UJeitori*  Jowmak 


**  Mr.  Brodhuret's  ▼olumeisone  that  we  can  cordially  recommend."— /"tnancioZ  A'eirs. 

"We  esteem  tbe  work  as  extremely  valnable.  Its  anther  has  mastered  Stock 
Exchange  tecbnlcaliUes  to  a  wonderful  extent,  and  expounded  them  with  marked 
ability.^- Ftfumeiaf  Tim€9. 


London:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lncirw),  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street, E.C. 
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NOW  BEADY.    Demy  8m,  doth,  27<.  id. ;  cash  prioe,  22$. 
LELY    AND    PEARCE'S    "AGRICULTURAL    HOLDINGS." 

IDE  AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  ACTS,  1883  &  1900, 

AND  OTHKB 

)f  ^(rlcultural  Statutes,  Including  the  Qame,  Distress,  and  Workmen's  Compensation  Acts. 
Arranged,  with  Notes  and  Forms,  by  J.  M.  LELY,  Barrister^at-Law, 

Editor  of  "  Woodfall's  Lav  of  Landlord  and  Tenant";  and 

W.  H  ANBURY   AGGS,  Barrister  -  at  -  Law. 

BEING  A  THIRD  EDITION  OF  LELY  AND  PEARCE'S  "AGRICULTURAL  HOLDING&" 
LoHDOir:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  ii  SONS,  Limitrd,  Law  Publishibs,  7,  Flut  Sibut,  E.O. 


NOW  READT.    Third  Edition.    Boyal  8to.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26«.,  doth ;  for  cash,  21«.  (postage  Id.). 

IHE  RELATIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 

Of  the  Iimer  Temple,  Baaiflter«t-Law. 

'*A«MlBi  imUM  OD  tlN  iMdMB  tew  of  laadlflid  aad  t«n«ol"--6^^ 
MiV><te  BMt  Important  woric  on  this  teaach  of  the  tew  whldhhMiDA^  yMia."— low  lYiMi. 


Londoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS.  Ldotxd,  Law  Pxtbushkbs,  7,  Flxxt  Stebkt,  E.O. 


F 


Demy  8^0.,  eloth,  158. 


he  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGLAND 


So  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  including  the  Intoxicating 
Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 
WITH  A   FULL   APPENDIX    OF  STATUTES. 

By  JOHN  BBITOE  WILLIAMSON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  North-Eastern  Circuit,  Barrister-at-Law. 

i  . 

lUiboQk  If  a  new  and  TalnaUe  oontrflmtkn  to  the  tew  aa  to  Uoenoas."— law   Inowledgeof  hlaaatjectwMditheaiithorhMiiiidoiibtedlybnN^tto 

P*"  of  the  tew  and  the  deameaa  and  oondaeneaa  of  the  tengoage  In  which  hto  efaddatton 

tooooched.**— Jrondketter  Ouariian. 
**  The  tew  of  Uoeoaing  haa  never  before  been  aek  out  ao  cleady  and  conpra. 

henairidy.*'— law  QuarUrly  Rsvitm, 


VeantfaonogUy  noommend  Che  book  to  aU  pfactttloners  engaged  In  Uoensing 
lb  WnUaoNQn'a  wock  deaeryea  the  hlghaat  oomnundation  tor  the  thorongh 


London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flrbt  Stbmbt,  E.0, 
Cheap  Bdition.    Illiutrated.    1  voL,  demy  Svo.,  oloih,  10b. 

HE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 


By    MB.    8EBJEANT   PULLING. 

^  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Oonrts  at  Westminster 
Hall  derired  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  I^gem — ^the  Inns 
ol  Oofiirt— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  InnoYationa  on 
the  old  Institution. 

*  A  BiQinaiMiit  of  well-digMted  regeaieh.  .  •  •  Ad  important  oontribation  to  the  history  of  the  Bench  and  Bat  of  Bbgknd." 

^nhutraied  Ltmdm  Nem. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  LiMmD,  Law  Publishkbs,  7,  Flnit  Stunt,  RC. 
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Second  Edition,  thoroogrhly  Revised.    Demy  8vo.,  2  Vols.,  eloth,  88s. 
Cash  Priee,  80s.  (postafire,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND] 


By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  UniTersitT;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  Colk| 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;   Holder  of  ue  First  Certificate  of  Honour,  Mirharimit,  1S69; 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Brett's  Conveyandnflr  Acts ;  Author  of  Brett* s  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883L  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Eqnt^  to  the  Incorpomted  Law  Sooefy. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  thia  book  la  to  bring  into  apecial  prominenoe  the  present  and  li?ing  law,  and  only  to  deal  irith  past  law, « ti 
which  ia  practioally  obsolete,  bo  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarefdl 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  oomprebenslTe  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
contained  in  a  maryellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
oontriyed  by  titie  insertion  of  illnstratiye  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
iDterestine  instead  of  repuMve  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  oases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
sti^ed.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  aa  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
convenient  size  of  the  yolnmes." — Sdiciton*  Journal. 

**The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fUly  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  •  .  •  Mr.  Bnit 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring 
a  new  edition,  because  he  mw  thus  been  afforded  aa  oppoiti 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  fHeads^  and 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  oorrectine  the  errors  whiofa  mn 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  bob 
Acts  which  havO)  since  Uie  publication  of  nis  first  editioiv 
placed  upon  fho  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legidstaa' 
ItawJowntU. 

**  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care^  and  the  new 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  MMa^ 
Law  Note». 


LovDOir :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitsd,  Law  PuBUsnits,  7,  Flkbt  Stbvbt,  E.O.         ij 


Seventh  JEditian.     Bayal  Svo.^  d^^th,  38s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Oontaining  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  indading  the  Law  under  the 
Acts,  1888  and  1890  ;  the  Bankmptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  BiUs  of  I 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  ArraDgementei 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Ordeisi 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,    Esq, 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

« In  spite  of  rivals,  Bobton's  Law  and  Pradioe  in  BankrupUy^ai  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  P«i^  fa J^ 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  «»«quaiayart  Atfi 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  .B«y«5  ™^ 
aie  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  1 
textrbook."— iaw  2Vin««. 

«This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  w  jne  1 
important  cases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.    We  compliment  the  loanied  aoUiflrosj 
wi^om  of  keeping  his  work  weU  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  banfaoptoy  "^y 
be  without  it;  and  as  kmg  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issumg  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  ahall  be  aUe  to  aoocw  i 

editions  the  same  praise."— Xois  Ab<w. 

London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Limithd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
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HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VACATION,  1902. 

NOTICE. 

Dunfig  the  VcusaJUtm  until  furfher  noUoe ."— All  applioations  which 
Mtf  nqtUre  to  he  immediaieily  or  prompUjf  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
JvgeB  who  for  the  time  being  shall  aot  as  Vacation  Judges. 

•  OOUBT  BUSINEBS.-*Hr.  Justiot  Swintkn  Eadt,  one  of  the 
Yaoatian  Judges,  will,  imtil  farther  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Ohief 
Mice's  Oonrt,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  at  10 .  45  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in 
eroy  week,  commencing  on  Wednesday,  20th  of  August,  for  the 
fBnoie  of  hearing  such  AppEoations  of  the  abore  nature  as,  according 
totbe  pnwtioe  in  the  Ohancery  Diyision,  axe  usually  heard  in  Oourt 

No  oa$e  toiU  he  vlaeed  in  the  Judges  Paper  unless  leave  has  heen 

fwrioudy  o&tatfied,  or  a  Certificate  of  Counsel  that  the  ease  requires 

'     to  he  immediately  or  promptly  heard,  and  stating  eoneiedy  the 

reasons,  is  left  with  the  Papers. 

The  neoeasary  Papers  relating  to  eyery  application  made  to  the 

Tsostion  Judges  rsee  notice  below  as  to  Judges'  Papers^  aie  to  be  left 

Witli  the  Oause  Clerk  in  attendance,  Ohimoery  Begistrars*  Office, 

foam  186,  Boyal  Ooorts  of  Justioe^  before  1  o'clock  on  the  Monday 

Kbnnoas  to  the  day  on  wfaieh  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made. 
I  the  Oause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  may  be  left  at 
1S6,  under  ooyer,  addressed  to  him,  and  marked  outside 
lAaseerif  Vacation  Papers,  or  they  may  be  sent  by  post,  but  in  either 
M  BOSS  to  be  reoeiyed  by  the  time  aforesaid. 

''^  TJBGBNT  MATTEBS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PBESENT  IN 
OOUBT  OB  CHAMBEBS.— Application  may  be  made»  in  any  Case 
ti  Xkymey,  to  the  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  ^r  by  poet  or  raU,  pre- 

?li8ooorapanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidayits 
lopport  of  the  application,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  sheet 
tf  mier,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  AppL'cant 
tttitled  to,  and  also  an  enyelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 
nedTing  the  papers,  addressea  as  follows: — *' Chancery  Official 
letter:  To  the  Begistrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Begistrars*  Office* 
Baysl  Ooorto  of  Justice,  London,  FiC." 

On  Applioations  for  Injvmctione,  in  addition  to  the  aboye,  a  copy  of 
ibs  wri(  and  a  certificate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent, 
Uto  papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Begistrar. 
The  address  of  the  Judge  for  the  time  heing  acting  as  VaeaUcn 
Judos  ecm  he  cStained  &n  application  at  Boom  fS6,  Boyed  Courts 
tffustlee. 


GHANCEBT  CHAMBEB  BUSINESS.— The  Chambers  of  Justices 
Kbkewioh  and  Joyob  will  be  open  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, 
Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  eyery  week,  from  10  to  2 
o'clock. 

KING'S  BENCH  CHAMBEB  BUSINESS.— Mr.  JustiobSwihten 
Eadt  willy  until  further  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
Business  hi  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  eyery 
week,  commencing  on  Thursday,  14th  of  August 

PBOBATE  AND  DIVOBCE.— Summonses  will  be  heard  by  the 
Begisb-ar,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Begistry,  Somerset  House,  eyeiy 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.80.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
Benstrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  13th  and  27th  August,  the  10th  and 
24th  September,  and  the  8th  October,  at  12.80.  In  matters  that  cannot 
be  dealt  with  by  a  Begistrar,  application  may  be  made  to  the  Vaca- 
tion Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vacation  Judge  on 
WedLnesdays,  the  20th  August,  the  10th  September,  and  the  1st  and 
15th  October. 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Begistrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Begistry,and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
or  Bc^trar)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  I^gistry  before  2  o'clock  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPEBS  FOB  USB  IN  COUBT.— CHANCODSTDiyiBiOH. 
—The  foUowing  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
left  with  tbe  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Beffistran^ 
Office,  Boom  186,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o'clock  en 
the  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  tho 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made  >^ 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Special  Leave 

granted  by  the  Judge. 

2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadings  (if  anyX 

and  any  other  documents  shewing  the  nature  of   the 

Application. 
8w  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 
4.  Office  Ooipj  Affidayits  in  support,  and  also  Affidavits  in 

answer  (if  any). 

N.B. — Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
disposed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers. 

Ohakobbt  Bkibtbabs'  OFnoB, 

BOTAL  COCBTS  OF  JUBTIOB, 

August,  1902. 


I>6my  8va»  oloth,  168. 

'he  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGLAND 

So  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  including  the  Intoxicating 

Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 

WITH  A   FULL   APPENDIX    OF  STATUTES. 

By  JOHN  BBTJOE  WILLIAMSON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  North-Eastern  Circuit,  Barrister-at-Law. 

LogDoy :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lmma),  Lav  Publishbhs,  7,  Fleet  Stbeet,  E.O. 

Cheap  Edition.   IllustratecL    1  voL,  damy  8^0,  oloth,  10b. 

(THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB.    8EBJEANT   PULLING,  _ 

Cwtaimng  ihe  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Bogis,  and  the  Courts  at  Westminster 
HaU  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar— the  Judges  and  Serjeants  ol  the  Coif — the  Apprentidi  ad  legem--the  Inns 
of  Ooorb— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  k^t  up  by  the  Benoh  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  InnoTations  on 

the  old  Institution. 

LonoN :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Limited,   Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flrbt  Steebt^  ^.O^ 
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Second  Edition,  thorongrhly  Beylsed.    Demy  8vo.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   TiUB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 


By    THOMAS   BBJETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Banister-at-Law ;  LUB.  London  VtdYtnitw;  EUL»  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trini^  CoOeA) 


%*  The  main  idea  of  this  hook  is  to  bring  into  speoial  promineiioe  the  pieient  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  law,  or  flii 
which  is  piaotioally  obeolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessaiy  to  enable  the  reader  to  ondenitand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  g^  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oareful 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  oomprehensiTe  ootline  of  existing  English  law, 
eoatBined  in  a  marveUoualj  small  oompass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
oontrived  by  the  insertion  of  illnstratlve  eases  and  extraets,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  snbjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
convenient  size  of  the  volumes."-— ^SbUotfors'  JbumoZ. 

**The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bntt 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  Wng 
a  new  edition,  because  he  1ms  thus  been  afforded  an  oppovti 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his   friends,  md 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  whioh  wen 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  ami 
Acts  whidi  have^  smce  the  publication  of  nis  first  edition, 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legi8latan.Vr. 
Law  JournaL  ^^ 

<*The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  newediftellf 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  aeaia.'*^ 
LawNat&i, 


LoHDOH :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Poblibhebb,  7,  Plkkt  Stbmt,  B.C. 
Seventh  EditUm.     Mayal  8va.f  cloth,  38s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY, 

Oontainin^  a  fall  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  induding  the  Law  nnder  the  Bankraj 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  I 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  ArrangementB  i 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  OrdeiB  i 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c« 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

*In  spite  of  rivals,  Bobmn^s  Law  and  FracHee  in  Bankruviey—wa.  excellent  treatise,  we  ^ways  thought— maintains  its  PM^^.  ^j^ 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  wAttW 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  ^nim 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  axe  duly  noted,  and  Bobeon  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  up^P-^a" 
text-boof^XoM  Times. 

^This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  cansequence  of  fte  n  - 
important  cases  recentiy  dedded  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  1^;»^  *°^2^ 
wisdom  of  keephig  his  work  weU  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  vre  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankznptoy  voa  w^ 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  idse  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  vrell  up  to  date,  we  shaU  be  able  to  aoooia  niwv 

ditions  the  same  praise.**— lots  Notes,  

LoTOON :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lihitid,  Law  Potubhkrs,  7,  Flbet  Street,  E.C. 
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Oapter. 


17 
18 
19 


TITLE. 


Midwheg  Ad,  1902 

Lioennng  (^Ireland)  Act,  1902. 
EdueaHon  Act,  1901  iBenewal)  Act,  1902 


DateofRojal  Anent. 


July  81 . 
July  31 . 
July  31 . 


When  Act  to  come  into  Operatloa. 


AprU  1, 1903. 
Not  Bpedfied. 
Kotepedfied. 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTIOR 


^imgihc  Vacation  utUU  further  notice:— AH  applioations  which 
nqvin  to  he  immediately  or  promptly  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
;m  who  for  the  time  being  Boall  act  as  Vacation  Judges. 


teCOUBT  BUSINESS.— Mr.  Justiot  Swuwen  Eadt,  one  of  the 
B  Judges,  will,  imtil  further  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Ohief 
^Gonrt,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  at  10.45  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in 
9nj  M9sk,  oommencing  on  Wednesday,  20th  of  August,  for  the 
l>Bpon  of  hearing  such  Applications  of  the  above  nature  as,  according 
■toe  pncUoe  in  the  Chancery  Division,  are  usually  heard  in  Court. 

Jfo  ease  toiU  he  placed  in  the  Judges  Paper  utUcm  leave  hoe  been 
P»w*>ijrfy  obtained,  or  a  Certificate  of  Counsel  that  the  case  reauires 
^  he  ivmediately  or  promptly  heard,  and  stating  condsety  the 
nuoM,  is  left  with  the  Papers. 

Ike  neoessary  Papers  relating  to  every  application  made  to  the 
gj^uon  Judges  (see  notice  below  a%  to  Judges'  Papers)  are  to  be  left 
the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance.  Chancery  Registrars'  Office, 
1 186,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'clock  on  the  Monday 
'oa  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made, 
the  Cause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  may  be  left  at 
136,  under  cover,  addressed   to  Mm,  and  marked    outside 
J  Vacation  Papers,  or  they  may  be  sent  by  post,  but  in  either 
B 10  S8  to  be  received  by  the  time  aforesaid. 


UKaENT  MATTERS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PRESENT  IN 
WDKT  OR  CHAMBERS.— Application  may  be  made,  in  any  Case 
^  Jl^*"*y»  to  tbe  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  or  by  post  or  rail,  pre- 
M  aooompanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 
B  lopport  of  the  application,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  sheet 
"  Wier,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Applicant 
*Biiued  to,  and  also  an  envelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 
MTiAg  the  papers,  addressed  as  follows: — ** Chancery  Official 
wer:  To  the  Registrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Registrars'  Office, 
«y»l  Conits  of  Justice,  London,  TF.O." 

_^  Applications  for  Injunctions,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
■0  vri^  and  a  certificate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent, 

^  papeiB  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  zetumed  to  the  Registrar. 

The  address  of  (he  Judge  for  the  time  being  acting  as  Vacation 
^^idgs  can  be  obtained  on  applioation  at  Room  136,  Royal  Courts 
^Jwtice. 

CHANCBaay  chamber  business.— The  Chambers  of  Justices 
^J^KWiCH  and  Joyce  will  be  open  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, 
JdflS^^'  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 


KING'S  BENCH  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.— Mr.  JubtiokSwiiweh 
Eadt  will,  untQ  further  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
Bushiess  in  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
week,  commencing  on  Thursday,  14th  of  August 

PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE.— Summonses  wiU  be  heard  by  the 
Registrar,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Regist]^,  Somerset  House,  every 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.30.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
Registrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  13th  and  27th  August,  the  10th  and 
24th  S^tember,  and  the  8th  October,  at  12.80.  In  matters  that  cannot 
be  dealt  with  by  a  Registrar,  application  may  be  made  to  the  Vaca- 
tion Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  wQl  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vaeatloa  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  20th  August,  the  10th  Septembw,  and  the  1st  and 
15th  October.  f  , 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Registrar)  most  be  entered 
at  the  Registry,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
or  Registrar)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  Registry  before  2  o'clock  on  the  precedmg  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPERS  FOR  USE  IN  COURT.— CHAHOttT  DmnoN. 
— The  following  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Registrars' 
Office,  Room  136,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o'clock  on 
the  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made : — 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Special  Leave 

granted  by  the  Judge. 

2.  Two  0>pie8  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Ptoadings  (if  any), 

and  any  other  documents  shewing  the  nature  of  the 
Application. 

3.  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 

4.  Office  Co^y  Affidavits  in  support,  and  .also  Affidavits  in 

answer  (if  any). 

NB. — Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Applioation  has  been 
disposed  of^  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers. 


Chaitobbt  RBGiaTRABs*  Offiob, 
RoTAL  CoTmre  of  Justice, 

August,  1902. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


Francis  John  Gandin  and  Henry  Percival  Williams  (Gandin  & 
Williams),  Solicitors,  Rhyl,  Flint,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  August  1. 
F.  J.  Gkimlin  will  practise  on  his  own  account  at  4,  Clwyd  Street,  Rhyl, 
and  H.  P.  Williams  will  practise  on  his  own  account  at  34,  Water 
Street,  Rhyl. 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Casee  to  Date^  1898. 
%*  Tha  Bap^lmnuait  oaa  be  had  wparately,  limp  dloth,  !■.  0d. 

]>JLRBir    ana    BOSJLNQUST 

OM  THl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

saoo3sriD  siiDiTioisr. 

BY 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.C.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 


**  Twenty-Biz  yean  have  elapsed  gince  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet*B  Treatise  on  the  Statntes  of  Limiti- 
tions.  During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  hsTing 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  prepiuration  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  the 
interval  smce  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  F^perty  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  tb 
Tmstee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  relatiogto 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  j|b;i 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  eTftminBtW' 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  idiabli 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foDoii 
substantially  Uiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  abeady  mentioned,  i  hm 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  QufOrterly  Beview. 

LovDOV:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limttid,  Law  Pububhbbs,  7,  Flsr  Stbbr,  E.O. 

BEOOND  EDITION.    Demy  8vo.,  ololh,  lOt.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(TUJB    LAW    BBLATING    T0> 


THE  FMENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

T&geth0r  with  an  Appendix  containing  MoM  Rtdes^  and  ihs  Forms  a/j^pendud  to  the  Treasury  BsgtdaUonSy  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FXTLLEB,  B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 


"  W«  CMi  thoTMishly  raoamnMnd  the  pnbUntioD  to  the  Chief  and  Dtotrick  OfflcUli  of  all  Friendly  Sodetiee."— JHendlf  AeigMM*  JKewnkr. 
•<Mr.  FoUcr  has  dealt  wUh  the  law  and  praotioe  reUtliig  to  FrlendlT  SodeUes  in  a  clear  and  oondee  manner,  and  hia  book  almild  be  In  the  haada  oTaB  i 
inteitited  in  the  woridng  of  Friendlj  Sodetiea."— JttMdUiter  Cburiir. 


Lohdon:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  LnaraD,  Law  Publishees,  7,  Plbbt  SrEmrr,  E.O. 

I>6m7  8vo.,  doth,  128.  6d. 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

GTHE   LAW   AND   PRAOTiCE   OR.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Rules  and  Begulations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanjing  a  Mortgage  of  SecnritieB. 
By  B.   B.   8PBN0BB    BB0DHX7BST,   ILA.,   B.O.Ii.t 

OF  TBM  DIHMB  TDCFLI,  BABBDRBB-AT-LAW. 

"We^SSrST^iS?!"*^*^^^^  I     "TT»to  ^k  Fl^«  •  T6T7li«tere.ttog  and  naeftil  aoceont  of  the  law  «d  PjJ? 

v^JZiJr/^^SXu7^r  ■•  ***K!/  'VfioMbl •.    Ita  aatbor  baa  maatwed  Slodc    incidental ^ dei^fnn in itocks andshani.    It cantalna aU that ia needlU tobt kaowt 
Sl^-'ll^^iSSmJS,*  ^"""^  '         «|Hmnded  them  with  nurked  j  i^iSXilSSlir^d  tl^^ 

LoNDOK :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Ldiitxd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flbkt  Stbbbt,  E.C. 
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Chapter. 

20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
2$ 
27 
28 
29 


TITLE. 


PfMic  Libraries  (Ireland)  Act,  1902 

Shop  CttAs  Aet,  1902 

PMie  Works  Loans  Act,  1902 

IsJe  of  Man  (Customs)  Act,  1902      • 

Marine  Works  (Ireland)  Act,  1902  • 

Lands  Valuation  (Scotland)  Amendment  Act,  1902 

Pacifle  CaUe  Amendment  Act,  1902.        •        • 

Appropriaiian  AO^  1902 

lAeensimgAoi,!^^        •         •         •        •         • 

Freshwater  Fith  (SeoUand)  Aot,  1902       . 


Date  of  Royal  Anent. 

When  Act  to  come  into  Operation. 

Attgnst  8 

Not  speoified. 

August  8 

January  1, 1908. 

AngiutS 

Not  specified. 

Augusts 

Not  specified. 

AngastS 

Not  speoified. 

Augusts 

Kot  specified. 

Augusts 

Kot  specified. 

AngastS 

Not  specified. 

AagDst  8 
August  8 

Jannary  1, 1903,  except  where  otherwise 

expressly  meotioned. 
Not  specified. 

THE  INCORPOBATED  COUNCIL  OF  LAW  BEPOBT- 
ING  FOB  ENGLAND  AND  WALES, 


At  a  meeting  of  the  Incorporated  Council  of  Law  Reporting  hold 
Mtbe  5th  of  August,  1902,  Mr.  P.  Noblb  Fawcbtt,  of  the  Middle 
staple,  Barrister,  was  appointed  Secretary  to  the  Couneil  in  the 
nom  of  the  late  Mr.  Patrick  F.  Evans. 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTICE. 

DwUig  the  Vacation  uniil  further  notice ;— All  applications  which 

a^  f  require  to  he  immediately  or  promptly  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
gee  who  for  the  time  being  snail  act  as  Vacation  Judges. 

COUBT  BUSINBSS.— Mr.  Jusmoi  SwiNfBW  Eadt,  one  of  the 
yiaition  Judges,  will,  until  further  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Chief 
Jvitioe's  Court,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  at  10. 45  ajn.  on  Wednesday  in 
•VMy  week,  oommenciDg  on  Wednesday,  20th  of  August,  for  the 
P^pow  of  hearing  such  Applications  of  the  above  nature  as,  according 
l»  the  practice  in  the  Chancery  Division,  are  usually  heard  in  Court 
No  ease  tnU  he  placed  «'n  the  Judges  Paper  unless  leave  has  heen 
previously  cbtained,  or  a  Certificate  of  Counsel  that  the  oase  requires 
to  he  immediately  or  prom^^y  heard,  and  stating  ooneisdy  the 
*--—-,  is  Uft  with  the  Papers, 


The  necessary  Papers  relating  to  every  application  made  to  the 
Vtcatifln  Judges  rsee  notice  below  as  to  Judges*  Papers)  are  to  be  left 
wh  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance,  Chancery  ttegistrars*  OflBce, 
Boom  186,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'ckxsk  on  the  Monday 
peviOQs  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made, 
^hen  the  Cause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  may  be  left  at 
^MB  136,  under  cover,  addressed  to  him,  and  marked  outside 
**<Wflary  Vacation  Papers,  or  they  may  be  sent  by  poet,  but  in  either 
«M  10  as  to  be  xeceiyed  by  thd  time  aforesaid. 


URGENT  MATTERS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PRESENT  IN 
COURT  OR  CHAMBERS.-~AppUoation  may  be  nude,  in  any  Case 
of  Urgency,  to  the  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  or  by  post  or  nh,  pre- 
paid, accompanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 
in  support  of  the  application,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  sheet 
of  paper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Applicant 
entitled  to,  and  also  an  envelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 
receiving  the  papers,  addressea  as  follows: — ^^ Chancery  Official 
Letter:  To  the  Registrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Registrars'  Office, 
Royal  Courto  of  Justice,  London,  TF.C." 

On  Applications  for  Injumdions,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
the  wrii  and  a  certificate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent. 

The  papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Registrar. 

The  address  of  the  Judge  for  the  time  being  acting  as  Vacation 
Judge  can  he  obtained  on  applioatum  at  Boom  136,  Royal  Cowrie 
of  Justice. 

CHANCERY  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.^The  Chambers  of  Justices 
Kekewior  and  Joygi  will  be  qpen  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, 
Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 
o'clock. 

KING'S  BENCH  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.— Mr.  JustiobSwinfbn 
Eadt  will,  until  further  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
Business  in  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
week,  commencing  on  Thursday,  14th  of  August 

PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE.— Summonses  will  be  heard  by  the 
Registrar,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Registry,  Somerset  House,  every 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.30.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
Registrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  13th  and  27th  August,  the  10th  and 
24tn  September,  and  the  8th  October,  at  12.30.  In  matters  that  cannot 
be  dealt  with  l^  a  Registrar,  application  may  be  made  to  the  Vaca- 
tion Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vacation  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  20th  August,  the  10th  September,  and  the  1st  and 
15th  October. 

A  sumnxms  (whether  before  Judge  or  Registrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Registry,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
or  Registrar)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  Riegistry  beforo  2  o'dook  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPERS  FOR  USE  IN  COURT.— Chahoebt  Division. 
— ^The  following  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Registrars' 
Office,  Room  136,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o'clock  on 
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the  Monday  previoiu  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
Jndge  ifl  intended  to  he  made : — 

1.  Gonnflel*8  Oertiflcate  of  Urgency,  or  Kote  of  Special  Leave 

granted  by  the  Jndge. 

2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Oopiee  of  Pleadings  (if  any), 

and  any  other  documents  shewing  the  nature  of   the 
Application. 

8.  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 

4.  Office  Copy  Affidavits  in  support,  and  also  Affidayits  in 
answer  (if  any). 

^.B.— Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
disposed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers. 

Chahobrt  Rkistrabs'  Offioe, 

ROTAL  CoUltTS  OF  JUBTIOB, 

Augmt,  1902. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


August  14.    The  KING  has  been  pleased,  by  Letters  Patent  under 
the  Great  Seal  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 


to  grant  the  dignity  of  a  Knight  of  the  said  United  Kingdom  into 
ea^  of  the  undermentioned  Gentlemen : — 

Edward  Albert  Stone,  Esq.,  Chief  Justice  of  the  State  of  Weiten 

Australia. 
The  Honourable  Arthur  Butledge,  K.C.,  Attomey-Gemnl  of 

the  State  of  Queensland. 
Henri  Elzear  Tasohereau,  Esq.,  K.C.,  LL.D.,  Puisne  Jodge  of 

the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 


PROFESSIONAL  PABTNEBSHIP8  DISSOLYSD. 


Francis  John  Hunt  and  Thomas  Alfred  C^apron  (A.  H.  Hont  &Gol), 
Solicitors,  Bomford,  Grays,  and  Ilford,  Essex,  and  17, 8t  Swithin't 
Lane,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  Mareh  25.  The  said  F.  J»  Hot 
will  continue  to  carry  on  businets  at  Bomford  and  Ilford  under  Um 
Style  of  Hunt  &  Hunt,  and  the  said  T.  A.  Gapron  will  ooBtinae  to 
carry  on  bosiness  at  Grays  under  the  style  of  T.  A.  Capros  4  Ooi 
The  practice  carried  on  at  17,  St  Swithin's  Lane  will  be  oostiiiudit 
the  same  addraas  by  F.  J.  Hunt  an<l  T.  A«  Capron  under  tiie  itjleof 
Hunt  &  Capron. 

Heni7  James  Widdows  and  Samuel  Arthur  Banks  (Widdows  k 
Banks),  Solicitors,  Manchester  and  Leigh,  Lancaster,  by  mntosl  on- 
sent  The  said^H.  J.  Widdows  will  carry  on  the  bosinesMB  st  Mtt* 
Chester  and  Leigh  as  heretofore.    August  5. 


NOW  READY.    Demy  8m,  cloth,  18#. 


THE   COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-1900. 

Ti^ther  with  the  Special  Constables  Acta ;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts ;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts ;  the  FoKm 
Bates  Acts ;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Pablic  Authorities  ProteotioQ  Act;  the  Me 
Property  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  GoYemment  Ad 

With  IntrodueHanf   ITotes  and  Index. 

By  mvmi^TnS    O.  Bff«  CJHLRBfflCSUUSrj,   Bff.J!L.  (Oxoni.), 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Olzouit,  Barrister-at-Law. 

••Mr.GbiBklMlliMiii|iirftodadecid«dwwtln«b9pc«R6iit^  | 

•*TlM  book  wUl  tea  TtloAbto  addition  to  tho  law  Ubraiyof  oTVfy  poUoa  aiitkority.''*-<Ptolfet  Mnttm. 


LoKDON :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publwhrbs,  7,  Plebt  Strbbt,  E.O. 


Demy  8vo.,  oloth,  15s. 


The  LAW  of  LICENSING  IN  ENGLAND 

So  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  including  the  Intoxicating 
Liquors  (Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls. 

WITS  A   FULL   ATFSNDIZ    OF  STATUTES. 

Bj  JOHN  BKXrOE  WILLIAMSON,  of  the  Middle  Temple  and  North-Eastera  Gircoit,  Barriater-at-La*. 


**Thla  teok  la  a  new  and  valnabla  oontrflNitiMi  to  the  law  as  to  Uoenoea.''~J!:aw 
taimaC. 

*«  We  oan  ChoiroagWr  xeoommend  the  book  to  all  pnctitkiMn  engaged  In  Uoenslaf 
a  itteia."— JWiritorg^  Journal. 

•^Ut,  WmiamMn'a  work  dewrrea  the  Mgheiil  comwendatioo  for  tte  tboxwigh 


knowledge  of  hia  aol^Ject  which  the  anthor  has  nndoubtedljfara«bttohlB 
of  the  law  and  tte  eleameae  and  conciaenew  of  tte  '^"jpflflt  in  wUoh  hli 
laooached.*'->Jrafi<:^ter  Guardian, 

**Tte  law  of  llcenBlng  baa  never  before  befln  aet  oat  lo  deai^ 
heo8lTtfy.*'^£aio  Quarterly  Snitm. 


London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Plmt  Stbiit,  RO. 
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GENEEAL  EULE  PURSUANT  TO   SECTION   26 
OF  THE  COMPANIES  (WINDING  UP)  ACT, 

'    1890. 

The  powera  giren  to  the  Boffistrar  in  GompanieB  (Winding  Up)  by 
lile  1  of  the  Companies  (Winding  Up)  Kales,  August,  1892,  are 
iebj  extended  so  as  to  apply  to  any  action  in  which  the  Chamber 
Heeediags  are  by  any  Bnles  of  the  Supreme  Court  or  otherwise 
'  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  said  Begistrar. 


Ji^  14, 1902. 


(Signed)       Halsbubt  C. 

I  concur. 
(Signed)       G.  W.  Balfoxjb, 
Presidsni  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


J 


FBOBFECTUB  OF  I.ECTXJBE8  AND  CUUSSES 

DI7RING 

MI0HAELMA8  EDUCATIONAL  TERM,  1902. 


•  lOHAN  LAW  AND  JUBISPBUDENCE  AND  INTEB- 
NATIONAL  LAW— PUBLIC  AND  PBIVATE. 

Beader J.  Pawlkt  Batb,  Esq. 

.|         Auiatant  Beader  .    .    S.  H.  Lkonabd,  Esq. 

Msg  Michaelmas  Term  the  Beader  proposes  to  deliver  Lectures 
N bold  Classes  as  follows:— 

L  On  Mondays  and  Wednesdays  (at  2  o'clock),  and  Thursdays 
ili  o'cloekX  he  will  give  a  course  of  Lectures  on  Boman  Law 
id  Juisprudence.  The  first  Lecture  wUl  be  given  on  Monday, 
>bba  27th.  This  course  is  so  atranged  as  to  cover  in  the  educa- 
i*l  year  the  topics  ordinarily  treated  of  in  commentaries  upon 
ilnatitates  of  Justinian,  more  attention  beiug  paid  to  the  developed 
^  Law  than  to  the  antiquities  of  Boman  Legal  History.  In 
jiticiilar  the  Bbadeb  compares  the  Boman  with  the  EoKlish  Law 
tt  dwwB  the  effect  of  Boman  Law  upon  legal  systems  of  the  present 
^J;  and  in  the  oonise  of  the  Lectures  the  leading  ideas  and  terms  of 
p  eyttems  in  general  will  be  explained  and  analysed.  The 
>"ving  topics  will  be  discossed  in  Michaelmas  Term :— 

. 

!    1.  The  main  epochs  of  Boman  Legal  History.    Modern  import- 

j         anoe  of  Boman  Law. 

I    2.  Gains  and  Justinian.    The  Institutes,  Digest,  Code. 

^  Modes  of  development  of  Law. 

i  Status  and  Capacity  and  Family  Law. 

^^  On  Tuesdays  (at  5  o'clock)  he  will  commence  a  course  of 
*^     I  OS  Private  International  Law,  with  especial  reference  to 
doctrine.    The  first  Lecture  will   bo  given  oa   Tuesday, 
28th.    The  following  topics  will  be  dealt  with  (the  cases 
ntHmed  being  particularly  considered)  :— 

1.  Kature  of  subject.    The  real  and  tho  personal  statute. 

2.  British  Nationality.    The  Nataralisatioa  Act  of  1870.    In 

r$  Bourgoitte  (1889).    Denization. 
9.  Domicil :   General  Character  and  Importance.     Domicil  of 

Origin  and  of  Choice.    Bell  v.  Kennedy  (1868).     Udny  ▼. 

Udnv(lS6&), 
1  Pamiiy  relations.     Marriage.     Matrimonial   rMme   as   to 

property.    Divorce.    Legitimation.    Brook  v.  Brook  (1860). 

iSctUmayor  v.  de  Barros  (1877).    Simonin  v.  MaiUao  (I860). 

Be  NieoU  v.  Curlier  (1900).     Vidits  v.  O'Hagan  (1900).    Le 

Meiurier  v.  Le  Mesurier  (1895).    Harvey  v.  Famie  (1882). 

Skoltowe  V.  Young  (1871).    BirtwhUtle  v.  Vardill  (1885). 


The  Beader  will  be  glad  to  advise  gentlemen  or  to  answer  diffi- 
culties, in  connection  with  the  subjects  for  which  he  is  responsible, 
after  any  of  bis  Lectures,  or  by  appointment  at  his  Chambers,  11,  New 
Square,  Lincoln's  Ion.  In  particular,  he  will  be  glad  to  see  new 
students  at  his  Chambers  on  Monday,  October  27th,  between  11  a.ni. 
and  1  p.m. 

During  Michaelmas  Term  the  Assistant  Beader  will  deliver 
Lectures  and  hold  Classes  on  the  following  subjects :— > 

1.  Obligations  ox  Contractu. 

2.  Obligations  Quasi  ex  Contractu. 
8.  The  Discharge  of  Obligations. 

4.  The  Transferability  of  Obligations. 

5.  Obligations  ex  Delicto. 

6.  Obligations  Quasi  ex  Delicto. 

In  connection  with  these  Subjects  he  will  discuss  in  detail  the 
several  titles  of  Justinian's  Institutes  from  Book  III.,  TiL  XIII.,  to 
Book  IV.,  Tit.  V.  (incL). 

The  Assistant  Bbader's  first  Lecture  will  be  held  on  Monday, 
27th  October,  at  12  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the 
same  hour  on  subsequent  Mondays. 

The  Assistant  Beader's  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  28th 
October,  at  3  o'clock,  and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  tho  same 
hour  on  subsequent  Wednesdays  and  Tuesdays. 


CONSTITUTIONAL  LAW  (ENGLISH  AND  COLONIAL) 
AND  LEGAL  HISTOBY. 

Beader A.  T.  Oabtib,  Esa 

During  Michaelmas  Term  the  Beader  proposes  to  deliver  Lectures 
and  hold  Classes  as  follows  :— 

The  Crown. 

The  Title  to  the  Crown— Allegiance  — Naturalisaiion— The 
Naturalisation  Act— Crown  Property  and  the  Civil  List 

The  Prerosative— Its  Nature  and  Extent 

The  Conncnls  of  the  Crown— The  Cabinet  System. 

The  Ministry,  and  the  Departments  of  Government 

The  Bovenue— Its  Collection  and  Expenditure— Parliamentary 
Control— Taxation. 

The  Established  Church. 

The  Armed  Forces— The  Army  Discipline  Act 

The  Civil  Service. 

Foreign  Bclations. 

The  Dependencies  of  the  Crown. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Monday,  27th  October,  at 
8  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on ' 
subsequent  Thursdays,  Fridays,  and  Mondays. 

The  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Friday,  81st  October,  at  11  o'clock, 
and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on  subjoquent 
Fridays. 

The  Beader  will  be  glad  to  see  an^  gentleman  who  desires  to 
consult  him  informally  as  to  bis  reading  at  the  end  of  the  first 
Lecture  or  the  first  Class. 


EVIDENCE,  PBOCEDUBE  (CIVIL  AND  CBIMINAL), 
AND  CBIMINAL  LAW. 

Beader    .     .     .     •     W.  Blakb  Odoibs^  'Esq.,  E.C. 

During  Michaelmas  Term  the  Beader  proposes  to  deliver  Lectures 
and  hold  Classes  as  follows : — 

EviDENOE,  Oral  and  DocuiODrTART,  with  especial  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  a  case  at  Nisi  Prioa.  The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered 
on  Tuesday,  October  28tb,  at  4  p.m.,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  con- 
tinued at  the  same  hour  on  subsequent  Tuesdays. 

Criminal  Law.  The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Wednesday, 
October  29th,  at  5  p.m.,  and  the  Lectures  will  bo  continued  at  the 
same  hour  on  subsequent  Wednesdays.  f    -  ■ 
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Pbocedure  in  an  Action  for  the  Becovert  op  Land.  This 
coune  is  intended  not  only  for  Students,  bat  also  for  gentlemen 
recently  called  to  the  Bar.  Tho  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  en 
Tlmrsday,  October  30th,  at  4  p  m.,  and  the  course  will  be  continued 
at  the  same  hour  on  subsequent  Thursdays. 

Procedure  in  a  Civil  Action  in  the  King's  Bench  Division, 
FROM  Writ  to  Judouent.  In  his  Class  on  Saturdays  the  Beader 
will  deal  with  the  above  subject,  with  practical  illustrations  taken 
from  actual  summonseF,  pleadings,  interrogatories,  &c.  The  first 
Class  will  be  held  on  Saturday,  November  1st,  at  11  a.m.  An  oppor- 
tunity will  be  given  in  the  Glass  for  any  student  to  ask  questious  as 
to  any  subject  dibcussed  in  that  Class  or  in  the  preceding  Lectures  of 
the  week. 

The  Beader  will  be  glad  to  see  any  gentleman  who  desires  to 
«.onsult  him  informally  as  to  his  reading,  at  hia  Chambers,  4,  Elm 
Court,  Temple,  E.G.,  on  Monday,  October  27th,  frcm  5  to  6  p.m. 


THE  LAW  OF  BEAL  AND  PEBSONAL  PBOPEBTY  AND 
CONVEYANCING. 

Header J.  A.  Scully,  Esq. 

Assistant  Reader .    .    J.  Andbbw  Stbahan,  Esq. 

During  Michaelmas  Term  the. Beader  (Mr.  Scully;  will  deal 
in  his  Lectures  and  Classes  with  the  subject  of  **  Easements  and 
Profits  a  Prendre  *'  as  follows : — 

I.  Of  Easements  in  General— their  nature  and  essential  qualities. 
II.  Of  the  creation  and  acquisition,  mode  and  extent  of  enjoyment, 
transfer  and  devolution  of  easements. 

III.  Of  the  extinction,  suspension,  and  revival  of  easements. 

IV.  Of  the  remedies  for  the  disturbance  of  easements. 
V.  Of  particular  easements : — 

1.  Light  and  air. 

2.  Supp3rt 

3.  Water. 

4.  Ways. 

VI.  Of  profits  u  yrendre  or  profits  in  alieno  solo. 

The  Beader's  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Monday,  27th 
October,  at  4  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  on  subse- 
quent Fridays  at  5  o'clock,  and  Mondays  at  4  o'clock. 

The  Beader's  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  2Sth  October,  at 
2  o'clock,  and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  on  subsequent  Wednes- 
days at  12  o'clock,  and  Tuesdays  at  2  o'clock. 

During  Michaelmas  Term  the  Assistant  Beader  proposes  to 
deliver  a  series  of  Lectures  and  to  hold  classes  on  "  Leases,  their 
History,  Incidents,  and  Forms." 

The  Assistant  Beader's  first  Lecture  will  bo  delivered  on  Monday, 
27th  October,  at  11  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  bo  continued  at  the 
same  hour  on  subsequent  Mondays. 

The  Assistant  Beader's  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Wednesday, 
29th  October,  at  11  o'clock,  and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the 
same  liour  on  subsequent  Thursdays  and  Wednesdnys. 


Property  available  for  Payment  of  Debts. 
EfTei  t  of  Bankruptcy  on  Antecedent  TraLsactions. 
Bealisation  of  Property. 
Dittribution  of  Property. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Wednesday,  29tb  Octobei 
at  4  o'clock,  and    the  Lectures  will    bo  cuntinued   st  the  aaaj 
1  our  on  subsequent  Wedneedays.    Tho  above  subjects  will  be  doi 
with  more  in  detail  in  the  Beader's  Classes  on  Friday  mornings 
10  o'clock. 

Tho  first  Class  will  be  held  on  Friday,  81bt  October,  at  10  oVloi 
and  subsequent  Classes  on  Fridays  at  the  same  hour.  The  Run 
will  endeavour  to  make  tbo  Lectures  and  Classes  as  practical 
possible,  and  opportunities  of  discussing  the  subjects  dealt  witbl 
be  afforded  to  gentlemen  attending  the  Classes. 

Liability  in  Tort. 

General  Principles  and  Exempiions. 

Personal  Disability — Infanta— rMarried  Women,  et?. 

Acts  of  State — Judicial  and  Executive  Acta,  etc 

Principal  and  Agent. 

Master  and  Servant. 

Bemedies  and  Measure  of  Damages  Becoverable. 

Limitation  of  Actions. 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  doliverod  on  Monday,  27tb  October,) 
10  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hoorl 
subsequent  Mondays. 

The  above  subjects  will  bo  dealt  with  more  in  detail  in  tlie  BziDd 
Classes  on  Monday  afternoons  at  5  o'clock. 

The  first  of  such  Classes  will  be  held  on  Monday,  27th  OcioHj 
5  o'clock,  and  the  Classes  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hourosfl 
sequent  Mondays.  1 

Opportunities  of  discussing  the  subjects  dealt  with  in  the  piM^ 
Lecture  will  be  afforded  to  gentlemen  attending  the  Gassca  ^ 

The  Assistant  Beader  proposes  to  deliver  a  course  of  LectoaW 
Elements  of  the  Law  of  Co«itract. 

The   Lectures  will   be  delivered  on   Tuesdays,  Thnndays, 
Saturdays  at  10  a.m.,  and  the  first  Lectait)  will  be  deUreied  « 
Tuesday,  28th  October. 


COMMON  LAW. 

Header Hugh  Fbaskb,  Esq. 

Assistant  Beader  .    .    A.  Llewaltn  Dayies,  Esq. 

During  Michaelmaa  Term  the  Beader  proposes  to  deliver  Lectures 
and  hold  Classes  on  the  following  subjects : — 

Law  of  Bankruptcy. 
Acts  of  Bankruptcy. 
Beoeiving  Order. 

Proceedings  consequent  on  Order. 
Publio  Examination  of  Debtor. 
Composition  or  Scheme  of  Arrangement. 
Adjudication  of  Bankruptcy. 
Control  over  Person  and  Property  of  Debtor. 
Discharge  of  Bankrupt. 
Proof  of  Debts. 


EQUITY. 

Beader A.  Undsrhill,  E  q. 

Assistant  Beader  .    .    Waltkb  Ashburnsb,  £bq. 

During  Michaelmas  Term  tho  Beader  (Mr.  Underbill)  propoM 
to  deliver  a  Senior  Lecture  on  Tuesdays,  and  to  hold  Clsaei^ 
Wednesdays  and  Fridays,  on  *•  The  Law  relating  to  Private  T«iH 
AND  Trustees." 

The  first  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on  Tuesday,  28th  October, 
12  o'clock,  and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  boor  I 
subsequent  Tuesdays. 

The  Classes  will  be  divided  into  two :  viz.,  one  on  WedjietdAjs 
one  on  Fridays;    and  Students  are  not  expected  to  attend  W 
Wednesday's  and  Friday's  Cluss  unless  they  wish.    The  first  Se« 
Class  will  be  held  on  Wednesday,  29th  October,  at  10  o'cM 
the  Classes  will  be  continued  on  subsequent  Fridays  at  4  o'clock 
Wednesdays  at  10  o'clock.  • 

The  Beader  will  also,  on  Thursday,  30th  October,  «t  5  o'clock,  aij 
on  subsequent  Thursdays,  at  the  same  hour,  deliver  a  ooaise  * 
Lectures  on  the  Principles  of  Equity.  These  Lectures  are  intenW 
primarily,  but  not  exclusively,  for  Students  who  cAnnot  attend  « 
any  earlier  hour  in  the  day. 

The  Assistant  Beader  will  hold  Classes  during  Michaelmss  Tei* 
on  '*  Specific  Performance." 

The  first  Junior  Class  wUl  be  held  on  Tuesday,  28th  Oet^.*| 
11  o'clock,  and  the  subsequent  Classes  on  Thuiadays  and  FrMttJ" 
at  2  o'clock,  and  Tuesdays  at  11  o'clock.^ 
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oln's  Inn,  to  eommence  on  Monday,  21(h  Oeioier, 
^  wUa  November  29ik. 

MICHAELMAS  EDUCATIONAL  T. 

LECTURES  and  CLASSES  io  he  hdd  in  Ihe  HaJl  and  T^ure  Roam  in  Lino 

r 

\ 

r 
J»-l 

MOHIUT. 

TUISDAT. 

WlDNESDAT. 

Thubspat.                    Fbidat. 

Saturday. 

BOcac. 

HALL. 

lbcturb 

BOOM. 

BALL. 

"S"»     i        HALL. 
BOOM.         , 

LBCTURB 
BOOM.                  ^"-^ 

LBCTURB 
BOOM. 

HALL. 

LBCTURB 
BOOM. 

HALL. 

(Lidbaitv 
inTorL) 

Mr.HnoH 
Fbabee. 

Lecture. 
FlntLectme. 
ntbatober. 

Stkahav. 

Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 
27tb  October. 

Mr. 

Llbwbltv 

Lecture. 
FlrstLectue, 
28th  October. 

(PrxvaU 

Trtuttandt 

Trutteet.) 

Mr. 

UVDBBHILL. 

ClasB. 

First  CksB. 

29th  October. 

1 

Mr. 

Llbwbltr 

Davibs. 

(Law 
of  Bank- 
ruptcy.) 
Mr.  HuoH 

Class. 
First  ClBsa. 
Slst  October. 

I 
1 

Mr. 

LLBWBLTir 

1     Datibs. 
1     Lecture. 

(Speeijic  Per- 
Jormance.) 

Abhbubhbb. 

Ckaa. 
First  Class, 
28th  October. 

(Lease*.) 
Stkahav. 

ClBSS. 

First  ClMt, 
29th  October. 

Stbahav. 
CkkSB. 

!         M. 

Cabtbb. 

Cksa. 

First  Clasa, 

3l8t  October. 

i 

(Procedure.) 
Mr.  Blakb  . 
Odobbs.    1 
Ckas. 
FimClMs. 
irt  Novem- 
ber. 

i 

Mr. 

Lecture. 
FfntLectnre. 
nth  October. 

{Private 

TruHi  and 

Trustees.) 

Mr. 

Undkbhill. 

Lecture. 
flrstLectnre, 
lifth  October. 

(Easements.) 

Mr. 

Scully. 

Class. 

(Roman  Law 

and  JuriS' 

i/r«d«»ictf. ) 

Mr.  Batb. 

Lecture. 

' 

M 

i 

iRowan  Tmw 
and  Jurit" 
prudence.) 
fir.  Bate. 
Lecture. 
First  L-iCture, 
27th  October. 

(Sasementt.) 

SCVLLT. 

Class. 

First  Glaas, 

28th  Ovtober. 

(Roman  Law 
andJurii- 
1  j^mlence.) 
1    Mr.  Batb. 
1     Lecture. 

1 

(SpeciJlcPer- 
formance,) 

Abhbubkbb. 

Class. 

C^peei^e  Per- 
formance.) 

Mr. 

Abhbubbxb. 

Clasa. 

Mr. 

Castbiu 

l^ectore. 

FlretLecture, 

27th  October. 

Mr. 

Lboxabd. 

CUSB. 

First  Class. 
28tb  October. 

Mr. 

LSONARD.    , 

Class.      : 

Mr.  Carter. 
Lecture, 

Mr. 

Cabtbb. 
Lecture. 

« 

(Ejiementt.) 
Mr. 

SCULLT. 

I^ecture. 
Flrit  Lecture, 
27th  October. 

(Evidence.) 
,  Mr.  Blakb 

Odoers. 
1      Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 
28th  October. 

(Law  of 

Bankruptcy.) 

Mr.  Huon 

'     Lecture. 
First  Lecture, 
29th  October. 

1 

(Recovery 

of  Land.) 

Mr.  Blakb 

Odows. 

Lecture. 

FirstLectue, 

30th  October. 

1 

1     (PrhsaU 
TrusU  and 
TrupUei.) 
Mr. 

1       Claas. 

1 

1 

(-6 

(Liahaity 
in  Tort.) 
Mr.  HuoH 
Fbahxb. 

CUai. 
First  CUae. 
nth  October. 

(PHvaU 

Interna- 
tional Law.) 

Mr.  Batb. 

Lecture. 
First  l^ecture, 
28th  October. 

1 

(Criminal  ' 
Laio.) 

Mr.  Blakb 
Odokrs.    i 
Lecture.    ', 

29th  October.  1 

(Princip!e» 
o/EquUy.) 

Uxdbrhill. 

Lecture. 
FirstLecture, 
80th  October. 

(EaeemenU.) 

Scully. 
Ledum. 

The  Lecture  Boom  is  the  Old  Hall,  entrance  in  Old  Buildinge. 
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AHTICLED  CLERKS. 

ClerkB  serving  under  Articles  of  Olerkshlp  to  Solicitors  may  attend 
the  Lectures  and  Glasses  on  payment  of  half  the  fees  payable  by 
other  persons  not  being  Members  of  an  Inn  of  Court,  the  Council  of 
the  Incorporated  Law  Society  having  agreed  with  the  Council  of 
Legal  Education  for  payment  of  the  remainder. 

Articled  Clerks  may  obtain  Vouchers  for  Tickets  by  application  to 
the  Secretary  at  the  Hall  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  Chancery 
Lane,  W.C. 

PartioularB  at  to  Fees  payable  by  genUemeny  not  being  Memben  of  an 
Ini  of  Court,  may  be  obtained  upon  applieation  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Council,  Linooln*8  Inn  HaU,  W.C, 

Magxtaghtik, 

Chairman  of  Council  of  Legal  Education, 
Alfred  G.  Mabten, 

C/iairman  of  Board  of  Studies. 

OouNozL  Chambkb,  Lqtooln's  Ink, 
August,  1902. 


Before  the  Lectures  for  next  Term  commence,  the  Rbadebs  would 
be  glad  to  see  any  of  the  Students  who  desire  advice  as  to  their 
studiefi,  and  to  discuss  and  arrange  with  them  which  books  they 
should  read,  and  which  Lectures  and  Classes  they  should  attend.  In 
order  to  afford  an  opportunity  for  this — 

Mr.  Batb  will  be  in  his  Chambers,  11,  New  Square,  Lincoln's  Inn, 
on  Monday,  October  27 ch,  from  11  a.m.  to  1  p.m. 

Mr.  Uin)EHmLL  will  be  in  his  Chambers,  5,  New  Square,  Lincoln's 
Inu,  on  Thursday,  October  23rd,  at  5  p.m. 

Mr.  Scully  will  be  in  his  Chambers,  15,  Old  Square,  Linooln^s 
Inu,  on  Thursday,  October  23rd,  f^om  4  to  5  p.m.,  or  in  the  Lecture 
lioom  after  the  First  Lecture. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


REGULATIONS. 


For  the  admission  of  persons  who  are  not  Members  of  any  Inn  of 
Court  to  Lectures  and  Classes  given  or  held  under  the  direction 
of  the  Council.  (See  Note  at  foot  as  to  arrangement  with  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society,) 

Any  gentleman  not  a  Member  of  an  Inn  of  Court  shall,  on  payment 
of  a  sum  of  Four  Guineas,  be  entitled  to  attend  all  the  Lectures  and 
ClasSiS  during  any  four  consecutive  Educational  Terms,  and  on 
payment  of  a  sum  of  Six  Guineas  he  shall  be  entitled  to  attend  the 
Lectures  and  Classes  during  any  eight  consecutive  Educational 
Terms. 

Each  Non-Member  shall,  on  payment  of  a  fee  of  Two  Guineas,  be 
entitled  to  attend  all  the  Lectures  and  Classes  for  one  Educational 
Term,  or  the  Lectures  and  Classes  on  any  one  subject  for  four 
consecutive  Educational  Terms. 

Each  Ticket  of  Admission  to  run  from  the  date  of  the  Ticket  Each 
Ticket  to  be  dated  on  the  first  day  of  the  Educational  Term  in  or  for 
which  it  is  issued. 

Afternoon  or  Evening  Lectures  on  Special  Subiects,  to  be  from 
time  to  time  announced  by  the  Council,  shall  be  delivered,  and  shall 
be  open  to  all  Members  of  the  Inns  of  Court  free,  and  to  gentlemen, 
Non-Members,  on  payment  of  a  fee  of  One  Guinea  for  each  Course, 
and  to  Articled  Cler^  on  payment  of  lOs.  6<2.  for  each  Course. 

The  times,  pUces,  and  subjects  for  these  Lectures  on  Special  Sub- 
jects will  be  fixed  by  the  Council. 


Tickets  to  be  obtamed  at  the  Office  of  the  Council.  Eaeh  Non- 
Member,  on  applying  for  his  Ticket,  to  enter  his  name  and  addiM 
in  a  book  to  be  kept  by  the  Clerk  for  that  purpose,  and  his  fee  to  bs 
paid  at  the  Office  of  the  Council  of  Legal  Education. 

Tickets  issued  to  any  person,  not  being  a  Member  of  an  Inn  tf; 
Court,  to  attend  any  of  the  Lectures  and  Classes,  shall  dedaie  tint 
he  shall  be  subject  to  such  Beg^ulations  as  the  Council  may  fits 
time  to  time  prescribe. 


Articled  Clerics. — Clerks  serving  under  Articles  to  Solieiton  oi( 
attend  the  Lectures  and  Classes,  and  Evening  Lectures,  on  paynM 
of  half  the  fees  payable  by  other  persona  not  being  Members  of  a 
Inn  of  Court,  the  Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  hiiia^ 
agreed  with  the  Council  of  Legal  Education  for  payment  of  th 
remainder. 

MACHAGHIBf, 

CftotriHra 
CouffoiL  Ohaxbeb,  Lingoln's  Inn. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


LECTURES  AND  CLASSES. 


REGULATIONS  FOR  TERM  EXAMINATIONa 

1.  There  will  be  an  Examination,  at  the  end  of  each  EdoeiiioBil 
Term,  by  the  Reader  and  Assistant  Reader  in  each  subject 

2.  The  Examination  in  any  subject  will  be  open  freeofdtf^tt 
all  persons  who  have  attended  two-thirds  of  the  Lectures  and  Qiad 
of  Uie  Term  in  that  subject.  A  person  may  be  examined  it  nm 
than  one  subject. 

8.  The  Examination  in  each  subject  will  be  cooduoted  tun  WV 
and  upon  the  topics  considered  during  the  Term  in  that  snbjeot 

4.  Any  person  intending  to  be  examined  in  any  subject  mnstBotift 
his  intention  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Council  of  Legal  Education  at  thn 
Office,  Lincoln's  Inn  Hall,  in  writing,  not  less  than  three  clear  dajl 
before  the  time  appointed  for  the  Examination  in  that  subjeot 

5.  The  Examination  in  each  subject  will  take  place  at  the  adj 
the  last  meeting  in  the  Term  of  the  Glass  in  that  subject,  and  intl 
Eame  place,  unless  otherwise  ordered. 

6.  The  ReadexB  and  Assistant  Readers  will  report  the  remits  t 
the  Examinations  to  the  Board  of  Studies  for  the  CouncQ  of  I^ 
Education. 

7.  Every  person  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Council  of  I^gal  Bdn* 
tion,  has  passed  a  satisfactory  examination  in  any  suUect  ^^  ^^ 

rm,  will  be  so  informed  by  a  letter  addressed  to  him  by  ttl 


of  any  Term. 

Clerk  of  the  Council. 


CouNGEL  Chahbbb,  Linooln's  Inn. 


Hackagbtik, 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


EXAMINATION  FOR  THE  "BACON"  AND  "HOLT" 
SCHOLARSHIPS. 
(Qbat's  Ihh.) 


Notice  is  hebeby  given  that  an  examination  for  these  SchoUwJ 
will  be  held  in  Gbay'b  Inn  Hall,  on  the  21st  and  22nd  Mat.  ISW* 
commencing  at  Ten  o'clock  a.m.  precisely. 
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ThMB  Scbolarahips  are  of  the  yearly  value  of  £45  &nd  £10 
lOpeetiTely,  tenable  for  two  years,  and  are  open  to  every  Student 
for  the  BdT  (except  students  qualifying  under  Consolidated  Re;;nla- 
tion  14),  who,  on  the  2lBt  day  of  May,  1903,  shall  have  been  a 
Henber  of  Oray's  Inn  for  not  more  than  five  Terms  and  who  shall 
hiT6  kept  every  Term  since  bis  admission,  inclusive  of  that  in  or 
before  wnjch  he  shall  have  been  admitted. 

No  Student  will  be  eligible  for  a  Scholarship  who  is  over  twenty- 
'  five  jeard  of  age  on  the  Snt  day  of  the  examination. 

In  the  Examination  for  tho  Scholarships  there  will  be  set  two 
fipera  of  Questions,  viz.  :— 

Ist  One  on  the  Constitutional  History  of  England  down  to 
the  present  time. 

2nd.  One  on  the  General  History  of  England,  from  the  fiist 
landing  of  the  English  iu  Britain  to  the  death  of 
Richard  L 

And  there  will  also  be  given  to  the  Candidates  two  or  more  subjects 
«Muected  with  the  Constitutional  History  of  England  or  with  its 
depend  History  during  the  above-mentioned  period,  any  one  of 
^Ueh  Bobjects  a  Candidate  may  select,  and  on  the  one  which  he 
ikn  Kleet  he  will  be  required  to  write  a  short  ecsay. 

The  time  to  bo  allowed  for  each  of  these  three  papers  will  be  three 
hum, 

(Signed)       Macnaghten, 

Chainn:tn  of  the  CouticU, 

CoCICa  (^MBEB,  LlKCX>LN*8  INN  HaLL, 

July,  1902. 


\.    VnoRAifDUM. — Notice  of  intention  to  compete  ihou^d  he  signified  to 
^  BefiMord  of  Gray'B  Inn  by  May  Uih,  1803. 


HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTICE. 


Jawing  (he  Vacation  until  further  notice :— All  applications  which 

Rnquire  to  he  immediately  or  promptly  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
ei  who  for  the  time  being  shall  act  as  Vacation  Judges. 

COUBT  BUSINESS.— Mr.  Jrsnoi  Swinfen  Eadt,  one  of  the 
wtion  Judges,  will,  mitil  further  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Chief 
Mee'B  Court,  Boy&l  Courts  of  Justice,  at  10 .  45  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in 
^  week,  commencing  on  Wednesday,  20th  of  August,  for  the 
^''P^^  of  hearing  such  Applications  of  the  above  nature  as,  according 
to  the  practice  in  the  Chancery  Diviaion,  are  usually  heard  in  Court 


Ab  ease  toiQ  he  placed  in  (he  Judges  Paper  unlen  leave  hoe  heen 
Piveiotttly  cbtained,  or  a  Certificate  of  Counsel  tliat  the  case  requires 
^  he  immediately  or  prom^y  heard,  and  stating  concisely  the 
WMOw,  is  left  with  the  Papers. 


The  neoessaiy  Papers  relating  to  every  application  made  to  the 
Ration  Judges  (see  notioe  below  as  to  Judges'  Papers)  are  to  be  left 
l^tbe  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance,  Chancery  Begistrars'  Office, 
'>*^  186,  Boyal  Coorta  of  Justice,  before  1  o'clock  on  the  Monday 
{|nTioas  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made. 
^^^  the  Cause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  mar  be  left  at 
^jWAk  136,  under  oover,  addressed    to  him,  and  marked   ontaide 


•lAiaeiry  Vacation  Papers,  or  they  may  be  sent  by  post,  but  in  either 
••  io  as  to  be  received  by  the  time  aforesaid. 

JJ?OENT  MATTERS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PRESENT  IN 
^X)UBT  OR  CHAMBERS.— Application  may  be  made,  in  any  Case 


of  Urgency,  to  the  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  or  by  poet  or  rail,  pre- 
paid, accompanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 
in  support  of  the  application,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  shei  t 
of  paper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Appb'oant 
entitled  to,  and  also  an  envelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 
receiving  the  papers,  addressed  as  follows:— ''Chancery  Official 
Letter:  To  the  Registrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Registrars'  Office, 
Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  IK.O." 

On  Applications  for  InJuneiUms,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
the  wri^  and  a  certificate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent, 

The  papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  rotnrned  to  the  Registrai. 

The  address  of  the  Judge  for  the  time  heing  acting  as  Vacation 
Judge  ecin  he  tbtained  on  application  at  Soom  136,  Itoyal  Courts 
of  Justice, 

CHANCERY  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.— The  ChambofB  of  Justices 
Kekewioh  and  Joyce  will  be  onen  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, 
Wednesday,  Thuroday,  and  Friday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 
o'clock. 

KING'S  BENCH  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.— Mr.  JcmcE  Swiotek 
Eadt  will,  until  further  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
business  in  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
week,  coDunencing  on  Thurbday,  14th  of  August. 

PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE.— Summonses  will  be  heard  by  the 
Registrar,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Registry,  Somerset  House,  every 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.30.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
Registrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  13th  and  27th  August,  the  10th  and 
24th  September,  and  tho  8th  October,  at  12.30.  In  matters  that  cannot 
be  dealt  with  by  a  Registrar,  application  may  be  made  to  the  Vaca- 
tion Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vacation  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  20th  August,  the  10th  September,  and  the  lat  and 
15th  October. 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Registrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Registry,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  befove  Judge 
or  Registrar)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  Registry  before  2  o'clock  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPERS  FOR  USE  IN  COURT.— ChahotbtDivimoh. 
—The  following  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Reffistrars' 
Office,  Room  13S,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o'clock  on 
the  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made  :-^ 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Special  Leave 

granted  by  the  Judge. 

2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadings  (if  anyX 

and  any  other  documents  shewing  the  nature  of   ttie 
Application. 

8.  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 

4.  Office  Copy  Affidavits  in  snpport,  and  also  Affidavits  in 
answer  (if  any). 

N.B. — Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
disponed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  fur  the 
return  of  their  papers. 

Chahobbt  Reqistrabs'  Office, 
rotal  coubtb  of  justioe, 

August,  1902. 


PROFESSIONAL  PABTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


George  Boyd  Wickes  and  Edward  Frank  Champion  (Wickes  & 
Champion),  Solicitors,  7,  Union  Court,  Old  Brood  Street,  by  mutual 
consent  as  from  August  16.  ^    -  . 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.|  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date^  1888. 
%^  The  Bupplemont  can  be  bad  separately,  limp  oloth,  Sa.  0d. 

DJBLRBir    ana    BOSJBLMQUST 

OH  THl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SSGOITID    B13DITIOIT. 

BY 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.C.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 


*'  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet^s  Treatise  on  tiie  Statutes  of  lirnh^ 
tions.  Dorinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  otJier  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  haviog 
been  prodncea.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitionffi 
oonsnlt  social  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  A 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  A 
Tnistee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  mo^y,  or  settle  many  points  rdsHogj 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  tne  colleague  of  If 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examk' ' 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want— the  want  of  a  le 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foDofl 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  ahready  mentioned,  iitf 
become  necessaiy,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'* — Law  Quarterly  Beview. 

LovDOV:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitid,  Law  Pubushsbs,  7,  Fleit  Ssrsbt,  E.G. 


6E0OKD  EDITION.    Demy  Sro.,  doth,  lOt.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THX    liAW    BBLATING ,  TO> 

OOMPBISDie 

THE  FMENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTfilA 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

Togriher  with  an  Appendki  containinff  MoM  Rtdesy  and  the  Forms  ig)pmded  to  the  Treasury  RegtMiens^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FTTLLEB,  B.A.  (Ozon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

•*  W«  can  thoroaghly  recommend  the  pnblication  to  th«  Chief  and  District  OfflcUlB  of  all  Friendly  SodottM."— J*Vi0iKUy  SocUtUe  RtoBrdtr,  _^ 

•«  Mr.  Foller  hu  dealt  wHh  the  law  and  practice  relating  to  Friendly  SocietiM  in  a  dear  and  conctae  manner,  and  his  book  abonld  ba  fn  the  bands  of  all  r^ 

intonBted  in  the  working  of  Friendly  Societies/'— JToNcAaKsr  Omrter. 

L0Nix>N:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limithd,  Law  Publishrrs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  B.O. 


Demy  8to.,  doth,  12s.  6d. 


THE    STOCK    EXCHANGEJ 

GTHE   LAW  AND   PRAOTIOE   OB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Rules  and  Regulations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Secnrities. 
By  B.   B.   8PBN0BB    BB0DHX7BST,   ILA.,   B.aii., 


or  TBB  nnrEB  TBMFLB,  BABBI8Tia-AT>LAW. 

••  Mr.  Brodhnrst's  volume  1b  one  that  we  can  cordially  recommend."— financial  A'«w». 

•*We  esteem  the  work  as  extremely  Talnable.  Its  author  has  mastered  Stock 
Exchange  technicalities  to  a  wonderfnl  extent,  and  exponnded  them  with  marked 
abllity.«-i?Vnaiiciol ««««. 


"  This  book  pives  a  very  Interesting  and  nsefnl  accoont  of  the  lav  sod  j 
incidental  to  dealings  in  stocks  and  shares.  It  contains  all  timft  is  needCtal  to  M 
by  the  stockbroker  and  the  lawyer."— Micito)-!*  /oumal. 


London  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lmrnu),  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.O. 
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HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE, 


LONG  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTICE. 


During  the  Vacatiim  nniil  furOier  notice  .'—All  applications  which 
Mtf  require  to  he  immediaiely  or  promptiy  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
mget  who  for  the  time  being  shall  act  as  Vacation  Judges. 

GOUBT  BUSINESS.— Mr.  JusnoB  Swinfen  Eadt,  one  of  the 

^•eatioD  Judges,  will,  nntil  fdrther  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Ofaief 

tttioe's  Court,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  at  10 .  45  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in 

toy  week,  commencing  on  Wednesday,  20th  of  August,  for  the 

irpoie  of  hearing  such  Applications  of  the  above  nature  as,  according 

)  the  piacUoe  in  the  Chancery  Division,  are  usually  heard.in  Court 

No  eate  wUl  he  nkteed  in  the  Jadge^a  Paper  uhleee  leave  hoe  heen 

previoudy  obtained,  or  a  Certificate  of  Counsd  thai  the  oaae  reauiree 

to  he  immediately  or  pjrom]^y  heard,  and  eUUing  oondmy  the 

ftajm»,i$  left  with  the  rapera. 

The  neoessary  Papers  relating  to  every  application  made  to  the 
kation  Judges  (see  notice  below  as  to  Judges'  Papers)  are  to  be  left 
Hi  the' Cause  Clerk  in  attendance.  Chancery  Kegistnm^  Office, 
loan  196,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'clock  on  the  Monday 
Mvioas  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made. 
Nk  the  Cause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  mav  be  left  at 
imn  136,  under  cover,  addressed  to  him,  and  marked  outside 
knewy  Vaeatiion  Papers,  or  they  may  be  sent  by  post,  but  in  either 
Mioas  to  be  leoeived  by  the  time  iJoreaaid. 

UBGENT  MATTERS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PRESENT  IN 
OUBT  OB  CHAMBERS.— Application  may  be  made,  «n  anf  Caee 
'  Urgency,  to  the  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  or  by  post  or  rail,  pre- 
kld,  accompanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 
I  rapport  of  the  application,  and  also  bv  aminnte,  on  a  separate  sheet 
paper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  mav  consider  the  Applicant 
^tled  to,  and  also  an  envelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 
winng  the  papers,  addrewed  as  follows:— "Chancery  Official 
rtier:  To  the  Bi^trar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Registrars'  Office, 
pyal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  W.Cr 

Ob  Applications  for  Injunctions,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
a  wril^  and  a  oertiflcate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent. 

The  papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Registrar. 
The  addrees  of  the  Judge  for  the  time  being  acting  as  Vacation 
Judge  can  be  obtained  on  appHeation  at  Room  ISO,  Royal  Courts 
tfJusUee, 

CHANCERY  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.— The  CJhambors  of  Justices 
BxwioH  and  Joyce  will  be  ^n  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, 
Bdnesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 
look. 


KINO'S  BENCH  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.— Mr.  JvsnoiSwiNFEZf 
Eadt  will,  unta  further  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
Business  hi  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
week,  commencing  on  Thursday,  14th  of  August. 

PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE.— Summonses  will  be  heard  by  the 
Registrar,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Registry,  Somerset  House,  every 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.30.  Motions  will  be  heard  bv  the 
Registrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  13th  and  27th  August,  the  10th  and 
2ith  September,  and  the  8th  October,  at  12.80.  In  matters  that  cannot 
be  dealt  with  by  a  Registrar,  application  may  be  made  to  the  Vaca* 
tiou  Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vaoation  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  20th  August,  the  10th  September,  and  the  1st  and 
15th  October. 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Registrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Registry,  and  oa^  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
or  Registnr)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  Mgistry  before  2  o'clock  on  tiie  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPERS  FOR  USE  IN  COURT.— Chahobbt  Division. 
— The  following  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Registrars' 
Office,  Room  186,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o'clock  on 
tiie  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made : — 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Special  Leave 

granted  by  the  Judge. 

2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadings  (if  any), 

and  any  other  documents  shewing  the  nature  of  the 

Application. 
8.  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 
4.  Office  Copy  Affidavits  in  support,  and  also  Affidavits  in 

answer  (if  any). 

iVlB.^^licitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
disposed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers. 

Chanoert  Rbgistbabs'  Offiob, 
rotal  coubts  of  justtiob, 

August,  1902. 


PBOFBSSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


David  John  Hubbard,  Charles  Eve,  Charles  Henry  Eve,  and  Percy 
Qeorge  Herbage  (Hubbard,  Son  &  Eve),  Solicitors,  110,  Canuon  Street, 
E.C.,  by  mutual  consent.  D.  J.  Hubbard,  C.  Eve,  and  C.  H.  Eve 
will  in  future  continue  to  carry  on  the  business  under  the  style  of 
Hubbard,  Son  &  Eve.    August  1. 

Wiiliam  Henry  Scott  and  Arthur  Holmes  (Scott  &  Holmes),  Soli- 
citors, Bradford  and  Ilkley,  in  the  county  of  York.    Augiut  2tf. 


Demy  8to.,  doth,  dOe. ;  oash  prioe,  84a.  (poBtage  7d.). 

THOMSON'S  COMPENDIUM  OF  MODERN  EQUITY. 

Primarily  for  the  lue  of  PractitionerB  in  the  Chancery  Division— also  for  Bar  Students  and  Candidates  for 

Hononrs  at  the  Law  Institution. 

By  ANDREW  THOMSON,  Esq.,  B.A.,  LL.D.,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Fonnerly  Lecturer  on  Eq[uity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Bodety ;  and  aflerwaids  PldBSBor  of  Equity  to  the  Inai  of  Oouit;  Author  of  a 
Treatise  on  the  Equity  Praotkse  of  the  Oounty  Court  (with  Pireoedflats).. 

"Wortkyof  «  place  oD  the  riidvM  of  the  pfaotMiig1»rrteter,ftiid  to  well  0ft1cQ]«ted  to  mti  Mm  a  mon  tengiliy  nardi  uaods  tazt-bootai  aad  asflMrltlflS.  llwlllftlntM 
rtledailyweAil  to  ■Dlidtor^espectaUytboM  who  have  not  luge  Ubrariet;  whlk  te  admwtd  itadnto  tt  wiU  bs  aa  OBOtUcnt  seoond  book.  On  tbe  wboto^  H  to  a  IttlDjS 
nseattothototfiiiaBoruisiithoror  andoohtod  abUfty.''-^X4mr  Time*. 


LoKDOK:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldcitid,  Liw  PxTBLiSBomg,  7,  Fleit  Str] 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.|  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1898. 
%*  Tha  BapplMnoit  can  ba  hsd  aeparaMy,  limp  oloth,  !■.  Sd. 

DJBLRBir    ana    BOSJBLNQUST 

Oa  THl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

.    SaOOlTlD    BllDITIOlSr. 
BT 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

'^  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearanoe  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet^s  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limiti- 
tions.  Dorinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  ha?io; 
been  prodnoed.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  (o 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  Ajid  in  tb 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  tb 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  manv  points  rehtiog  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchaut  has  become  the  colleague  of  Ik 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  eTMniiwtioB 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  rdakb 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  brandi  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foDon 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  H  la 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'' — Law  (^rterly  Beview, 

Loanoa:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limttid,  Law  Pububhbbs,  7,  Flkit  Stbbst,  E.C. 

8E00ND  EDITION.    Demy  8^.,  dloth,  lOi.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THX    liAW    BBLATING    TO> 
ooimisnni 

THE  FMENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Together  wUh  an  Appendix  containing  MoM  RtdeSy  and  the  Forme  appended  to  the  Treaeury  BegidaOone^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FULLEB,  B. A.  (OzonOt  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

"  We  can  tboTQnglily  reoommend  the  pobUcation  to  the  Chief  end  Dtotrld  OfflcUla  of  all  Frtendly  Sodettee.*— J>y£aiidto  Adttist'  Retrndtr,  ^  ^ , 

«  Mr.  Fuller  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  raaotice  relating  to  Friendly  Sodettee  In  a  dear  and  oondae  manner,  and  Us  book  ihould  be  In  the  bandi  of  ill  pnoi 
Interested  in  the  working  of  Friendlj  Sodetlee/'— JfancAef <«■  OwrUr, 

LoHDoa:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  LnoraD,  Law  PuBLiaHBBS,  7,  Plbbt  Stmbt,  R0> 
Bemy  8vo.,  oloth,  12*.  ed.  ^ 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE   LAW   AND   PRAOTICE   OB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Roles  and  Begnlations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  aocompanjing  a  Mortgage  of  Secnrities. 
By  B.   B.   8PEN0BB    BBODHUSST,  ILA.,   B.O.L., 

OF  TBB  DfHXB  TXMPLI,  BAltBIFnB-AT>LA.W. 

"  Thh  book  piree  a  yery  Inteceeting  and  osefU  aoooont  of  the  1*»  "1j;?22 
inddentel  to  dealings  in  stocks  and  shami  It  contains  aU  that  is  nccdftl  to  btK»«" 
b7  the  stockhioker  and  the  Uwyer."— ^Sc4ic»tor«'  /oMmoi. 


••  Mr.  Brodhoxst's  Tolnme  Is  one  that  we  can  cordially  Teoooi]nend.''—/Viiaiieial  Ngm, 
**We  esteem  the  work  ss  extremely  rshiable.    lu  anther  has  msslered  Stock 

£zdiange  technicalltiM  to  a  wonderfU  extent,  and  esp«imded  them  with  Barked 

ability.*— jfViMwciai  Timu, 


LoNDOKs   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lnonn,  Ljlw  Publishbbb,  7,  Flket  Sibbkl  E.O. 
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HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VAOATION,  1902. 


NOTICR 


During  Ihs  VaeaHon  until  furCher  notice:— AH  applioations  which 
mvre^ire  to  be  immediaMy  or  prompUy  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
JadgM  who  for  the  time  being  shall  act  as  Yacatioii  Judges. 

OOUBT  BUSINESS.— Mr.  Jxjbtiot  Swdwbn  Eadt,  one  of  the 
Vaaition  Judges,  will,  until  farther  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Chief 
Juatioe'B  Ck>iirt,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  at  10 .  45  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in 
eyery  week,  commencing  on  Wednesday,  20th  of  August,  for  the 
purpose  of  hearing  such  Applications  of  the  above  nature  as,  according 
to  the  practice  in  the  Chancery  Division,  are  usually  heard  in  Court 

NoeoMewm  he ntaoed in Gie  Judgt^s Paper wdcM  Uavehculeen 
prefHOusly  €btained,ora  OeHiflcate  of  Counsel  that  the  case  requires 
to  he  immediately  or  promptly  heard,  and  stating  ooneisdu  the 
feasons,  is  left  wi^  theFapers. 

The  necessary  Papers  relating  to  every  application  made  to  the 
Vwation  Judges  rsee  notice  below  as  to  Judges*  Papers)  a»  to  be  left 
with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance.  Chancery  Begistrars*  Office, 
SoQm  186,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'clock  on  the  Monday 
previoiiB  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made. 
When  the  Cause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  may  be  left  at 
mom  136,  under  cover,  addressed  to  him,  and  marked  outside 
vkmuery  Vacation  Papers,  or  they  may  be  sent  by  post,  but  in  either 
«n  BO  as  to  be  received  by  the  time  aforesaid. 

URGENT  MATTEBS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PBE8ENT  IN 
:  OpUBT  OB  CHAMBEBS.— Application  may  be  made,  tn  any  Case 
^yneney,  to  the  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  or  by  post  or  rail,  pre- 
paid, Aocorapanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 
m  rapport  of  the  application,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  sheet 
«  paper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Applicant 
.  eotitled  to,  and  also  an  envelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 
wcamg  the  papers,  addressed  as  follows  :—*' Chancery  Official 
^tter:  To  the  Begistiar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Begisters*  Office, 
Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  TF.O." 

On  Applications  for  Ii^uneiions,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
the  wri^  and  a  certificate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent. 

The  papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Begistrar. 
The  address  of  the  Judge  for  the  time  being  acting  as  Vacation 
Judjfe  can  he  Mained  on  application  at  Soom  136,  Moyal  Courts 
o/Justiee, 

CHANCEBY  CHAMBEB  BUSINESS.— The  Chambers  of  Justices 


Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 
o'clock. 


KING'S  BENCH  CHAMBEB  BUSINESS.-^BIr.  JuancB  Sv 
Eadt  will,  until  farther  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
Business  in  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
week,  commencing  on  Thursday,  14th  of  August 

PBOBATE  AND  DIVOBCE.— Summonses  wiU  be  heard  by  the 
Begistrar,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Begistry,  Somerset  House,  every 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.30.  MotioDS  will  be  heard  bv  the 
Begistrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  13th  and  27th  August,  the  10th  and 
24th  September,  and  the  8th  October,  at  12.30.  In  matters  that  cannot 
be  dealt  with  by  a  Begistrar,  application  may  be  made  to  the  Vaca- 
tion Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vacation  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  20th  August,  the  10th  September,  and  the  1st  and 
15th  October. 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Begistrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Begistry,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
or  Begistrar)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  Begistry  before  2  o'clock  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPEBS  FOB  USE  IN  COUBT.—OHANomT  Division. 
—The  following  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Begistrars' 
Office,  Boom  136,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o'clock  on 
the  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made : — 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Special  Leave 

granted  by  the  Judge. 

2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadings  (if  any), 

and  any  other  documents   shewing  the  nature  of   the 
Application. 

3.  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 

4.  Office  Coi>y  Affidavits  in  support,  and  also  Affidavits  in 

answer  (if  any). 

N.B. — Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
disposed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers. 

Chavosrt  Bbgistrabs'  Ofhob, 
botal  coubts  of  justiob, 

August,  1902. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


K«nwiOH  and  Joyci  will  be  open  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, '  fh)m  September  1 


Joseph  John  Watts  and  John  Owen  Gosling  (Watts  &  GoslingX 
Solidtors,  Chertsey  and  Weybridge,  Surrey,  by  mutual  consent  as 


SECOND  EDITION.    Demy  8vo.,  doth,  lOs.  6ii 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 


(THB    LAW    BBLATOra    TO> 

OOMmSDIQ 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

Togitier  with  an  Appmdix  ectUaming  MoM  Rides,  and  th»  Form  appmded  to  the  Traatury  Regulations,  1897. 

By  P.  BADEN   FUIiLEB,  B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  l?emple,  Bamrter-at-Law. 


Uy.  <»  <>»><><«U7,ncommnd  tin  pnbUntioo  to  th.  Chief  .nd  Dtatriot  Offldml.  of  all  Friandlr  SodMtv.*— Aindhi 


book  aboald  be  In  tht  bands  of  all  penons 


Uhpoh: 


WILLLiM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lnoria),  Law  Publishkbs,  7,  Plkbt  SramT,  B.O.    j 
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Second  Editiorii  demy  8vo.|  clothi  278.  Gd.,  including  8upplement|  with  Cases  to  Date,  1889. 
%*  Thm  BupplAiiieiBt  oan  b«  had  Mparatoly,  limp  dloth,  %b,  6dL 


DARBY    and    BOSAMQUET 

OH  THl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS! 

ENGUND  AND  IRELAND. 

.    S2200JT1D    BllDITIOlSr- 
BT 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANTp  Barrister-at-Uw. 

**  Twenty-fiiz  yean  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet^s  Treatise  on  the  Staintes  of  Limhi 
tions.    During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  haviq 
been  produced.    The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  I 
oonsnlt  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  whidi  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  A 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  H 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  relstinr 
the  limitation  of  actions.    In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  tne  coUeagne  of  1 
Bosanquet.    The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  ezami] 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  « it 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.    The  plan  of  the  new  edition  folta 
sabstantially  thiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  rc^^ard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  i  ^ 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  (^rterly  Beview. 

LoHDOV:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  ^  SONS,  Limitsd,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flsit  Stbbct,  E.C. 

BEOOND  EDinOH.    Demy  Sro.,  dolh,  lOi.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    ZJLW    BELATIZrO    TO> 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIA 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Together  wUh  m  Appmdix  containing  Modd  Rules^  and  the  Forme  appended  to  the  Treasury  BegidaHone^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FUIiLEB,   B.A.  (Ozon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister«at-Law. 

^  We  can  tbarooghlj  reoomnMDd  the  pabllcation  to  the  Chief  end  Dlslrlct  OfflcUle  of  ell  Fitondlr  Sodettee."— /Viendly  AeMiet'  lUeord$r.  ^  - 

"  Mr.  Fuller  hee  dealt  with  the  lew  end  prectloe  relating  to  Friendly  Sodetlee  In  a  dear  and  oondae  manner,  and  Ua  book  alMmU  be  In  tba  haadi  of  aD  paoaf 
inteneted  in  the  working  of  Friendlj  Sodetlee/*— JfoncAetter  OnirUr. 

LoHDOH;  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Fleet  Stbeet,  KO. 
Demy  Svo.,  doth,  12a.  6d. 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGEI 

(THE   LAW  AND   PRAGTICE  QB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

Contaming  the  Rules  and  Begnlafcions  annotated,  and  Fonns  of  Instrnments  aocompanjing  a  Mortgage  of  Secnritui- 
By  B.   B.   BPBNOBB    BBODHXTBST,   M.A.,  B.OJ<., 

car  THl  nnnB  TKHFU^  BAltBIBRll-AT-LAW. 

LoKBOK:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Ldotid,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Fubt  Sibebt.  E.O. 
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HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VAOATION,  1902. 


NOTICE. 

^  During  the  VaeaiUm  until  furfher  notice :— All  applioationa  which 
mvrequin  to  he  immediaUiy  or  wrompay  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
Jndgw  who  for  the  time  being  shall  act  as  Y aoation  Judges. 

OOUBT  BUSINESa^Mr.  Jvanoi  Swioter  Eadt,  one  of  the 
TMktioii  Judges,  will,  until  ftirther  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Chief 
Jwtice'B  Court,  Boyal  Courts  of  Jnstioe,  at  10 .  45  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in 
eToy  week,  oommendng  on  Wednesday,  20th  of  AnguBt,  for  the 
jnmm  of  hearing  such  AppUoations  of  the  above  nature  as,  aooording 
to  tbe  pHMtioe  in  the  Chancery  Division,  are  usually  heard  in  Court 

Noeoiewm  he  niaeed  in  (he  Judges  Paper  ttnleee  leavehaeheen 
prsoimMly  obtained,  or  a  CeHiflcate  of  Counsel  (hat  (he  oase  requires 
to  he  immediately  or  mrompUy  heard,  and  stating  eonoisdiy  the 
reasons,  is  Uft  toith  (heFapers. 

'The  neoessaiy  Papers  relatmg  to  every  application  made  to  the 
^TiMation  Judges  fsee  notice  below  as  to  Judg«r  Papers)  are  to  be  left 
^^^  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendanoe,  Chancery  Begistrars'  OfSoe, 
n  186,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'dook  on  the  Monday 
'ms  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made. 
^--  the  Cause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  mav  be  left  at 
Jkom  1S6,  under  cover,  addressed  to  him,  and  marked  outside 
Iwnmjf  Vacation  Papers,  or  they  may  be  sent  by  post,  but  in  either 
jiMM)  as  to  be  received  by  the  time  aforesaid. 

*jmGENT  MATTEB8  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PBBSENT  IN 
fOVKT  OB  GHAMBEBS.— AppUcation  may  be  made,  in  any  Case 
ifrgsney,  to  the  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  or  by  post  or  rail,  pre- 
pd,  aooorapanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 
B  tDpport  of  the  application,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  sheet 
fli  piper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Applicant 
'•^tJfld  to,  and  also  an  envelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 
NedTiBg  the  papers,  addressed  as  follows:— ** Chancery  Official 
Mtter:  To  the  Begistrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Begistran*  Office, 
Kqj&l  Oourte  of  Justice,  London,  TF.C." 

On  Applications  for  Ii^unctions,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
p  wri^  and  a  oertlflcate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent, 

The  papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Begistrar. 

3%6  address  of  (he  Judge  for  (he  Hme  heing  acting  as  Vaoatimi 
Jvdjfs  can  be  obtained  on  application  at  Boom  136,  Boyal  Courts 
(^Justice. 

CHANC£BY  CHAMBEB  BUSINE68.->The  Chambers  of  Justices 
IniwioH  and  Jotcob  will  be  open  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, 


Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 
o'clock. 

KING'S  BENCH  CHAMBEB  BUSINESS.—Mr.JusnonBwiNnH 
Eady  will,  until  further  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
Business  in  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
week,  commencing  on  Thursday,  14th  of  August 

PBOBATE  AND  DIVOBCE.— Summonses  will  be  heard  by  the 
Begistrar,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Begistry,  Somerset  House,  every 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.30.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
Begistrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  13th  and  27th  August,  the  10th  and 
24th  September,  and  the  8th  October,  at  12.30.  In  matters  that  cannot 
be  dealt  with  by  a  Begistrar,  application  may  be  made  to  the  Vaca- 
tion Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vacation  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  20th  August,  the  10th  September,  and  the  1st  and 
15th  October. 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Begistrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Begistry,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
or  Begistrar)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  Begistry  before  2  o'clock  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPEBS  FOB  USE  IN  COUBT.— Chahomby  Divmion. 
— The  following  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chuicery  Bedstrars' 
Office,  Boom  136,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o'clock  on 
the  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made : — 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Special  Leave 

granted  by  the  Judge. 

2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadmgs  (if  any), 

and  any  other  documents   shewing  the   nature  of   the 

Application. 
a  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 
4.  Office  Copy  Affidavits  in  support,  and  also  Affidavits  in 

answer  (if  any). 

N.B. — Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
disposed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Cleric  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers. 

ChAVOBBT  BlQISTBASS'  OfFIOB, 
BOTAL  COUBTB  OF  JUBTIOX, 

August,  1902. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


Joseph  John  Watts  and  John  Owen  Gosling  (Watts  &  GoslingX 
Solicitors,  Chertsey  and  Weybridge,  Surrey,  by  mutual  consent  as 
from  September  1. 


SECOND  EDITION.    Demy  8vo.,  doth,  10s.  6d. 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 


(THE    IiAW    BSLATINO    TO> 


rHE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

TogeOur  with  m  Appendix  containing  Modd  Rtdes,  and  tht  Form  qppondtd  to  the  Treasury  RtguUtHont,  1897. 

By  P.  BADEN   PUIiLBB,  B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 


Beoorder, 
■hoald  be  In  the  huids  of  til  pflnona 


Uwdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Lncrm),  Law  PuBuaraBS,  7,  Flkkt  SnaKP,  B.O. 
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Seeond  Edltioiit  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  doth,  88s. 
Cash  Prioet  80s.  (postage,  Is.)- 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS    BBETT, 

Of  fhe  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  University;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Stadent  of  Tximty  CoUept 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;   Holder' of  the  Firit  Certificate  of  Honour,   MichaHimi.  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Brett's  CooTeyancinff  Acto ;  Author  of  Brett* s  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883^  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  Ib  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  present  and  liTing  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  pait  law,  orthit 
which  i0  practically  obeolete,  bo  far  as  it  la  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESI^. 


**  We  are  glad  to  obeerre  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  carefhl 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  oomprehensiTe  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
contained  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
oontrived  by  the  insertion  of  illustratiTe  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
Interestinfl^  instead  of  lepulsiye  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  ahortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  14&-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
convenient  size  of  the  volumes."— ^ioifors*  JowmaJL 

''The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fiiUy  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  seeond  edition.  .  .  .  ICr.  ftett  fc 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  up(m  so  soon  to  bimg  ffl 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  bean  afforded  an  oppartau|| 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friesdi,  and  H 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  oorreotinff  the  errors  whiolL  ven  N> 
evitaUe  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  tlw  lanaT 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  nis  first  editkn,  tai 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  i^gislatim.'- 
±40,10  JownuiL 

«The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  newidifiiBJi 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  kigislation  of  Isst  msa'* 


LoHDOV:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  db  SONS,  Limithd,  Law  PuBLianvs,  7,  Flbk  Stbibt,  E.G. 


Seventh  Edition.     Royal  Svo.^  doth,  38s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Oontaining  a  fall  exposition  of  the  PrincipIoB  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  BankroM 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Olosnre)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  nl 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875 ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  ArrangementB  f^ 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  ~ 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  Ac 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

BarxiBter-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

« In  spite  of  rivals,  Bobson's  Law  and  PradUee  in  Bankrwatoff-^  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  poaitoi  ta  l«jj 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  »«  ^flU" 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  BiUs  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volum^  Beyosd  ^^^ 
are  no  changes.  The  Judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobeon  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  sod  iqp4(Hw 
text-book.**— Xow  Times, 

•*This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  cQnseq[iienoe  d^  d^ 
important  oases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  leamed  anttj  aiw 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  weU  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  wot  ■»»" 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date^  we  shaU  be  aUe  to  ssoonl  nw 

dHions  the  same  praise.** — Law  Notef,  

LorooN :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitid.  Law  Pdbushebs,  7,  Flkkt  Stbbkt,  RO. 
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HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTICE. 

I  Dvring  ike  VawUcn  ufdil  ftfiHhar  notice  .*— All  applioations  uikick 
\  wv  r0giMfi0  to  he  immediaUly  or  nrompily  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
JndgflB  who  for  the  time  being  snail  act  as  Vacation  Judges. 

COURT  BUSINESS.— Mr.  Jusrxoi  Jelf,  one  of  the  Vacation 
Jvdges,  will,  until  further  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Chief  Justice's 
Oovt,  Bml  GonrtB  of  Justice,  at  10.30  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in 
fwy  week,  ooaunenoing  on  Wednesday,  24th  of  September  for  the 
moie  of  hearing  such  Applications  of  the  above  nature  as,  aooording 
to ueprsdioe  in  the  Chaaoery  IHyisioBy  axe  usually  heard  in  Court 

No  earn  mU  he  plaoed  in  (he  Judg^i  Paper  unlese  leatfe  ha$  heen 
^previoudjf  dhtained,  or  a  Certificate  of  Oouneel  that  the  ease  reauiree 
to  he  iftmediately  or  promj^y  heard,  and  stating  concisely  the 
recuont,  it  left  with  the  Papers. 

The  necessary  Papers  relating  to  every  application  made  to  the 
ftflaticn  Judges  (see  notice  below  as  to  Judges'  Papers)  are  to  be  left 
lilfa  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance.  Chancery  Begistrars*  Office, 

m  186,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'clock  on  the  Monday 
^gwious  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made. 
(Wks  the  Cause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  may  be  left  at 
Iws  186,  under  cover,  addressed  to  him,  and  marked  outside 
HhmBsry  Vacation  Papers,  or  they  may  be  sent  by  poet,  but  in  either 
•MM)  ss  to  be  reoeiyed  by  the  time  i^oresaid. 

imGENT  MATTEBS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PBESENT  IN 

,  OOUBT  OB  CHAMBEBS.— Ajpplioation  may  be  made,  in  anf  Caee 

tf  Vryeney,  to  the  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  or  by  post  or  rail,  pie- 

Itid,  accompanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 

B  lopport  of  the  application,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  sheet 

tf  paper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Applicant 

SDtiiJed  to,  and  also  an  envelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 

'mdying  the   papers,  addressea   as  follows: — ^* Chancery  Official 

letter:  To  the  Begistrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Begistrars*  Office, 

I  Bogfal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  W.C" 

Qb  Applications  for  Injunetione,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
l^wri^  and  a  oertijQeate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent. 

The  papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Begistrar. 

The  addreee  of  the  Judge  for  the  Hme  heing  aeUng  ae  Vacation 
Judge  can  he  oiUained  on  applioaUon  at  Boom  186,  Royal  Courts 
af  Justice, 

GHANCEB Y  CHA3f  BEB  BUSINESS.— The  Chambers  of  Justices 
XoEwioH  and  JoTon  will  be  open  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, 
Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 
tftHock, 


KING'S  BENCH  CHAMBEB  BUSINESS.— Mr.  JusnoB  Jelt 
wiU,  until  further  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
Business  in  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
week,  commencing  on  Thursday,  1 8th  of  September. 

PBOBATE  AND  DIVOBGE.— Summonses  will  be  heard  by  the 
Begistrar,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Begistry,  Somerset  House,  every 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.80.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
Begistrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  24th  September,  and  the  8th  October, 
at  12.80.  In  matters  that  cannot  be  dealt  with  by  a  Begistrar,  appli- 
cation may  be  made  to  the  Vacation  Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vacation  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  1st  and  15  th  October. 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Begistrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Begistry,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
or  Begistrar)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  Begistry  before  2  o'clock  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPEBS  FOB  USE  IN  OOUBT.— Chanobbt  Divmhw. 
— ^The  following  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Begistrars' 
Office,  Boom  186,  Boyal  Gourts  of  Justice»  on  or  before  1  o'clock  on 
the  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made : — 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Special  Leave 

granted  by  the  Judge. 

2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadings  (if  any), 

and  any  other  documents  shewing  the  nature  of  the 

Application* 
&  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 
4.  Office  Copy  Affidavits  in  support,  and  also  Affidavits  in 

answer  (if  any). 

N.B. — Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
dii^osed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers. 

Chavoibt  BaaisTRABs'  Ofhob, 

BOTAL  CoUim  OF  JUBTIOB, 

SepUmber,  1902. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Biohard  John  Davis  and  Henry  Edward  Alexander  Johnson  (Davis 
&  Johnson),  Solicitors,  9,  John  Street,  Adelphi,  by  mutual  consent  as 
from  June  24. 

George  Allardico  Biddell,  Thomas  Smith,  and  David  Hughes 
Morgan.(Biddell  &  Co.),  Solicitors,  9,  John  Street,  Bedford  Bow,  W.C, 
by  mutual  consent  as  from  Aurust  12.  The  said  G.  A.  Biddell  and 
T.  Smith  will  continue  the  said  business  under  the  style  of  Biddell 
*Co. 


SECOND  EDITION.    Demy  8vo.,  doth,  lOt.  6d. 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 


(THB 


TO> 


ZJLW    BSLATINO 

OOMPBIBIirO 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,   1896. 

Togithar  with  an  Appendix  containing  MoM  RuteSy  and  the  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  BegulaHonSy  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FXTLLEB,   B.A.  (Oxozu),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-aii-Law. 

*■  We  oui  tharoof^ly  recoouMnd  the  imbUcatio&  to  the  Cailef  and  DMrict  OfflcUte  of  «]l  Friendly  Sodettea.*— JiHmdly  aoeidia*  Rnvrdgr, 

**llr.  Fnller  has  dealt  wHh  the  law  and  pnctioe  relating  to  Friendly  Sodetias  in  a  dear  and  ooodae  manner,  and  hia  book  ahonld  be  In  the  handa  of  aU  penons 
liknitwl  In  the  working  of  Friendly  Bodetlea?*— jraficA«<t«r  Cmirier. 


LoHDOH:  WILLIAJM  CLOWES 


&    SONS,    LlKITBD,    LjLW    PT7BLI8HBB8,    7,    FlEBT 
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Seoond  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  8yo.,  2  Vols.,  eloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage,  ls.)« 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND 

By    THOMAS   BRETT, 

Of  file  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  UniTecsi^;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  CoOeg^ 
Dublin;  Exhibitioner  in  Real  Piopeity  and  Equity;   Holder  of  the  First  Certificate  of  Honour.  Micfaaefanas,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Oerke  and  Bretf  s  Coaveyandnf  Acta ;  Author  of  Brett* a  Banknq»tC7  Act,  Z883L  and  of 
Leading  Caaea  in  Modem  Equity;  and  Ute  Lecturer  hi  Equhy  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

*«*  The  maiii  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  speoial  prominenoe  the  proeont  and  lifing  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  part  hw,  or  t 
whioh  is  piBotically  obsolete^  lo  far  as  it  is  naoessaiy  to  enable  the  reader  to  undeistaDd  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


"  We  are  glad  to  obeerre  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarefdl 
lerision.  ...  It  is  a  oomprehensiye  outline  of  existing  Bnglish  law, 
contained  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
eontrired  by  the  insertion  of  illostratiTe  oases  and  extnuDts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulriye  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  Tory  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
convenient  sise  of  the  volumesL"— ^totton'  JowniaL 

''The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  ftiUy  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  •  .  .  Kr.  Bntfc 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  w 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  bean  afforded  an  opportani 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  Mends,  snd  ft 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  oorrectinff  the  errors  whioh  iwe  ii 
evitaUe  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  aiimaM 
Acts  which  have,  smce  tiie  publication  of  nis  first  editigD,  bas 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legiBtsfaDi*'' 
IMW  JowmtU, 

**  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  editet 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  indude  the  legislation  of  last  sobob.'- 
Ijow  Notes. 


LoHDOv:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  ^  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Flut  Stbekt,  KG. 


Seventh  Edition.     Boyal  8vo»9  doth,  SSs. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Oontaining  a  fall  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Banknipt< 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  m 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  wit 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  oomprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  sn 
Forms,  induding  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  Ac. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrlster-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

"In  spite  of  rivals,  Bobwn*$  Law  and  Pradiee  in  JBafiJknfp^oy^-an  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  pn^ka^^J^ 
lltetature.  It  has  now  entered  ito  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  «»»  Aui «« 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  »»»" 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  lecent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  effident  and  iq>4iHiw 
text-bodk."— Law  IVsiet.  . 

**This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  nached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  ^  ">^ J^ 
important  oases  recentiy  dedded  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  leanedauthor  ««" 
wisdom  of  keepu&g  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  baatarnptpy  ^"^ 
be  without  it;  ai&  as  hmg  as  the  author  pnxsuei  the  wise  oourse  of  israing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date^  we  shaU  be  aUe  to  acooni  ra^ 

editions  the  same  praise."— Xxne  Nairn, 

LoHDQv :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  *  SONS,  LmnsD,  Law  Pubushbrs,  7,  Flbsj  9tbsbt,  E.C. 
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COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


HILAMY  EXAMINATION,  1903. 


Tkt  aUetUum  of  Students  i$  requested  to  the  following  Rules  ;— 

No  Student  wQl  reoeire  a  Oertiflcate  of  FitneeB  for  Gall  to  the 
B»  nnleflB  he  pasMS  a  satiafaotory  Examination  in  the  following 


L  Roman  Law. 

n.  Gonstitational  Law  (English  and  Colonial)  and  Legal  History, 
in.  Bridenoe,  Plooednre,  Oiyil  and  Giiminal,  and  Criminal  Law. 
IV.  Soohof  the  other  Heads  of  Enelish  Law  and  Equity  mentioned 

m  Bnle  28  (4)  of  the  Consolidated  Begnlations  *  as  may  be 

prescribed  by  the  Coandl. 

Students  hare  the  option  of  passing  the  Examination  in  aU  or  any 
If  the  SnUeots  L,  n.,  and  IIL  separately  from  Subject  IV.,  which  is 
Mrred  for  the  Final  Examination.  A  Student  exercising  this 
«ptioB  will  be  required  to  pass  in  the  subject  or  subjects  taken  up 
lepsntely  before  presenting  himself  for  the  Final  Examination. 

A  Stodent  may  present  himself  for  Examination  in  all  or  any  of 
%  Sabpsts  L,  IL,  and  IIL  at  any  time  after  admission.  Without 
Ifbipecial  leave  of  the  Council  no  Student  shaU  present  himself  at 
fte  FiiMl  Examination  unless  he  has  kept  Six  Terms. 

If  in  the  Final  Examination  a  Student  takes  up  Subjects  L,  IL, 

W^  IIL,  or  any  of  them,  and  fails  in  such  subjects,  or  any  of  them, 

ywOl  not  be  allowed  any  credit  for  answers  in  Subject  IV . ;  but 

fn^L  he  fails  in  Subject  IV.,  he  may  be  allowed  a  pass  in  the 

^  iftflrmhjectfl^  or  any  of  them. 

f  A  Stodent  who  presents  himself  for  any  Examination  and  whose 
lipen  ahow  that  he  had  no  reasonable  expectation  of  passing  will 
lot  be  admitted  for  Examination  again  until  the  expiration  of  such 
fae  ai  the  Council  may  direct. 

In  all  Examinations  successful  Students  will  be  classified  according 
M  merit  In  each  class  the  names  will  be  arranged  alphabetically, 
^neept  as  to  Class  I.  in  the  Final  Exandnation,  in  which  the  names 
^Vill  appear  in  order  of  merit. 

^  A  Student  who  obtains  a  First  Class  at  the  Final  Examination  in 
IV.,  and  who,  either  before  or  at  such  Examination,  passes 
)jecta  L,  n.,  and  IIL,  will  receive  a  Certificate  of  Honour. 

No  Student  wHl  be  eligible  for  a  Prixe  who  is  over  twenty-five 
"n  of  age  on  the  first  day  of  the  Examination.    This  limit  of  age 
I  not  apply  in  the  case  of  Honours. 

A  Student  who  has  passed  the  Examination  in  any  subject  wiU 
It  be  allowed  to  present  himself  again  for  Examination  in  that 

A  Student  who,  at  any  time  previously  to  his  admission  at  an  Inn 
tf  Gouit,  was  a  Solicitor  in  practice  for  not  leas  than  five  consecutive 
f|ean,  either  in  England  or  m  any  Colony  or  Dependency,  but  who  in 
^itther  case  was  admitted  in  England,  and  in  accordance  with  Bule  7 
•f^e  Oonaolidated  Begnlations  has  ceased  to  be  a  Solicitor  before  his 
'woanon  as  a  Student,  may  be  examined  for  Call  to  the  Bar  without 

*  Non^Boia  as  (4)  to  as  foUowa  •.— 
4.  BbgUahLaw  and  IqiUty,  vis.  i 
(a)  Law  of  FeraoiiB,  Indmling— 
(  Marriage  aad  DlToroa. 


jLanafOj. 
(OorpoattoDa. 

(6)  Law  of  Beal  and  Fenonal  Property  aad  CoiiTiyanciiift  liwliidlne— 
(TmalB;  Mortgi^ea. 

J  Admlntotration  of  Aaeeto  on  Death ;  en  IHnohitlan  of  Faitnenhips ; 
(    on  WIndlDg-up  of  Oompaniea,  and  la  Bankniptcy. 
Pncttcal  Inatawtlon  in  tlM  prep»rtka  of  Deeds,  WU1% 

(OUwofOfaUgaUona. 


iToita. 

{ Attled  mabi&dtt  (implied  or  quasi  contractor  estoppel,  &o. 
lOanmerdal  Law,  with  eipeolsl  refBrenoe  to  Mercantile  Dooomento 
I    tadaUjusa^wlilaiiahoaUbe 


keeping  any  Terms,  and  mav  be  called  to  the  Bar  upon  passing  the 
public  Examination  required  by  these  Bulee»  without  keeping  any 
Terms; 

Provided  that  such  Solicitor  has  given  at  least  twelve  months' 
notice  in  writing  to  each  of  the  Four  Inns  of  Court,  and  to  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society,  of  his  intention  to  seek  Call  to  the  Bar, 
and  Droduces  a  Certificate  that  he  is  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  be 
called  to  the  Bar,  signed,  if  his  practice  was  in  England,  by  two 
Members  of  the  Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  and,  if  his 
practice  was  in  a  Colony  or  Dependency,  by  the  Chief  Justice  of  such 
Colony  or  Dependency. 

The  Council  may  accept  as  an  equivalent  for  the  Examination  in 
BomanLaw — 

i.  A  Degree  granted  by  any  University  within  the  British 
Dominions,  for  which  the  qualifying  Examination  included 
BomanLaw; 

ii  A  Certificate  that  any  Student  has  passed  anv  such  Examina- 
tion, though  he  may  not  have  taken  the  Degree  for  which 
such  Examination  qualifies  him ;  and 

iii.  The  Testamur  of  the  Public  Examiners  for  the  Degree  of 
Civil  Law  at  Oxford  that  the  Student  has  passed  the  neces- 
sary Examination  for  the  Degree  of  Bachelor  of  Civil  Law : 

Provided  the  Council  is  satisfied  that  the  Student,  before  he  ob- 
tained his  Degree,  or  obtained  such  Certificate  or  Testamur,  passed 
a  sufficient  Examination  in  Boman  Law. 

An  Exandnation  will  be  held  in  December  next,  to  which  any  Student 
of  an  Inn  of  Court  will  be  admissible  who  is  desirous  of  passing  the 
Final  Examination,  or  of  passing  any  one  or  more  of  the  Examina- 
tions in  Boman  Law,  Constitutional  Law  and  Legal  History,  and 
Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil  and  Criminal,  and  Criminal  Law. 

At  this  Examination  the  Council  may  award  a  Studentship  of 
One  Hundred  Guineas  per  annum,  tenable  for  three  years,  to  tiie 
Student  who  passes  the  best  Examination  in  Subject  IV.,  and  obtains 
a  Certificate  of  Honour.  The  Council  will  not  award  a  Studentship 
if  the  result  of  the  Exandnation  be  such  as,  in  their  opinion,  not  to 
justify  the  award.  Where  Candidates  appear  to  be  equal,  or  nearly 
equid,  in  merit,  the  Council  may  divide  the  Studentship  between 
them  equally,  or  in  such  proportion  as  they  consider  just 

At  every  call  to  the  Bar  those  Students  who  have  obtained  Student- 
ships will  take  rank  in  seniority  over  all  other  Students  called  on 
the  same  day,  and  those  Students  who  have  obtained  Certificates  of 
Honour  will  take  nmk  inunediately  after  the  holder  of  a  Studentship 
called  on  the  same  day. 

The  Inn  of  Court,  to  which  the  holder  of  any  Studentship  or  of  any 
Certificate  of  Honour  belongs  may,  if  desured,  dispense  with  any 
Terms  not  exceeding  two  that  mav  remain  to  be  kept  oy  such  Student 
previously  to  his  being  called  to  the  Bar. 

Each  Student  proposing  to  submit  himself  for  Examination  will  be 
required  to  enter  his  name  in  fuU,  personally  or  bv  letter,  at  the 
Treasurer's  or  Steward's  Office  of  the  Inn  of  Court  to  which  he  belongs, 
on  or  before  Monday,  the  Qth  day  of  December  next;  and  he  will 
further  be  required  to  state  in  writmg  whether  his  object  in  offering 
himself  for  Examination  is  to  obtain  a  Certificate  preliminary  to  a 
Call  to  the  Bar,  or  whether  he  is  mereljr  desirous  of  passing  the 
Examination  in  any  one  or  more  of  the  sumects  of  Boman  Law,  Con- 
stitutional Law  and  Legid  History,  and  Evidence,  Procedure,  Civil 
and  Criminal^  and  Criminal  Law. 

The  Examination  will  commence  on  Tuesday,  the  IGth  day  of 
I}eoeai)er  next, and  will  beoontinued  on  the  Wednesday,  Thursday,  aad 
Friday  following. 

It  will  take  place  in  Middle  Ten^  HaUj  and  the  doon  will  be 
dosed  Ten  Minutes  after  the  time  appointed  for  the  oommenoement 
of  the  Examination. 

The  Exabiinatian  by  Printed  Questions  will  be  conducted  in  the 
following  Order: — 

Tuesday  Morning,  16ft  DeoenAer,  at  Ten,  onBonuui  Law. 
TuesdoM  Afternoon^  leth  DeoeuAer,  at  Two,  on  Constitutional  Law 

and  Legal  History. 
Wednesday  Mondng,  llth  Deoember,  at  Ten,  on  Evidence,  Proce- 
dure, and  Criminal  Law.  /    V^^o-r«J/> 
Digitized  byV^OCWlC 
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Wednetday  Afternoon,  llih  Deo&ubor^  at  Two,  on  the  Law  of  Beal 

and  Penonal  Property  and  Conveyancing. 
Hmnday  Morning,  ISih  DeeenAor,  at  Ten,  on  Law  and  Eqnity, 

First  Paper. 
Thuradofi  Afternoon,  ISih  December,  at  Two,  on  Law  and  Equity, 

Second  Paper. 
Friday  Morning,  I9fh  DeeemJber,  at  Ten,  General  Pajwr  on  the  Law 

of  Seal  and  Personal  Property  and  Conyeyanoing,  and  Law 

and  Eqnity. 

The  Oral  Examination,  if  any,  will  be  conducted  in  the  same  order, 
and  at  the  same  Horns,  as  above  appointed  for  the  Examination  by 
Printed  Questions. 

The  ExAMiaxBS  in  Boxan  Law  will  examine  in  the  following 
Subjects  .--^ 

L  Sources. 

n.  Slavery—Poiria  Po(eito«— Husband  and  Wife— 2V»eaZa— Oira. 
IIL  I>omMflifii--PoM6Mto--Servitndes--J^Ay<0iMi»--'Mortgage. 
lY.  Wills— Legacies— Cbdk»ai-i?VdMboflimM^ 
y.  Intestacy  and  Luwlvenoy  (in  outline  only). 
TL  Oontraots. 
TIL  Delicts. 

VJLLL  The  Formulary  and  Extra-ordinary  Procedure  (in  outline 
only). 

The  EzAMoriBS  in  Oonstitdtional  Law  and  Lsgal  HinosT  will 
examine  in  the  following  subjects : — 

L  Constitutional  Law. 

The  Crown  and  the  Executive. 
The  Law  and  Custom  of  Parliament 


IL  Legal  History. 


The  EzAKamts  in  EviDoroi,  Pboobdubs  (CrviL  and  Cbueuv  al),  and 
Obimihal  Law  will  examine  in  the  following  Subjects  :— 

The  Elements  of  the  Law  of  Evidence. 

Procedure  in  a  Civil  Action  in  the  King's  Bench  Division. 

Procedure   preliminary  to  and   at  the  Trial  of  an  Ordinary 

Indictment. 
The  Elements  of  Criminal  Law. 
Procedure  in  an  Action  for  the  Becovery  of  Land. 


The  (Jbove  BtA/eeU,  exeept  mtothe  General  Paper,  wiUUt 
upon  Bo/ar  only  a$  treated  in  the  Leetwee  and  Clattei  mnoe  MiAadmi 
Term,  1900. 

The  Awards  upon  the  Hilary  Pass  Examination  will  be  aimonioti 
at  the  OfiBioe  of  the  Council,  Lincoln's  Inn  Hall,  on  Monday,  \m 
January,  at  5.80  p.m., and  will  be  published  in  the  IVmei  onTaeidM 
18th  January.  1 

Nom. — ^The  Easter  Examination  will  be  held  in  the  Inner  Tonpl 
Hall,  81st  March,  and  Ist,  2od,  and  8rd  April 

Last  day  for  entry  of  names,  28rd  March. 

Maonaghten, 

CSuUrman  of  CkmneU  of  Legal  EduoaUuL 

Chairman  of  Board  of  SMies, 

CouKoiL  Chaxbbb,  Ldioolv'b  Ikn  Hall, 
Septea^ber,  1902. 


HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTICE. 


The  ExAMiNSBS  in  the  Law  of  Bkal  and  Pkbsonal  Pbofsbtt  and 
OowiTAiroiHO  will  examine  in  the  following  subjects  :— 

Elements  of  the  Law  of  Beal  and  Personal  Property  and  Con- 

vevandng. 
Yendon  and  Purchasers  of  Land. 


Easements  and  Profits  d  prendre. 


The  ExAxnnBs  in  Law  and  Equitt  will  examine  in  the  following 
subjects : — 

FiBST  Papib. 

Elements  of  the  Law  of  Contract  and  Tori 
Elements  of  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy. 
Liability  for  the  Wrongs  of  Others. 

BmxmD  PAnm. 
Trusts. 
Principles  of  Equity,  with  special  reference 

Specific  Performance. 

Mortgages. 

Partnership. 


N.B. — ^The  papers  in  any  of  the  above-named  Examinations  may 
contain  questions  in  Jurisprudence  and  Private  International  Law 
arising  out  of  the  sulgect-matter  of  such  Examination. 


During  the  Vaeation  until  fwrHher  noliee  .*— All  applioatbu  l^ 
may  require  to  be  immediately  or  promptly  heard  are  to  be  made  111 
Judges  who  for  the  time  being  shall  act  as  Yaoatum  Jndgea. 

COURT  BUSINESS.— Mr.  Justiob  Jblf,  one  of  the  Vi 
Judges,  will,  until  further  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Cliief  Ji 
Court,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  at  10.80  a.m.  on  Wednesbj 
every  week,  commenciDg  on  Wednesday,  24th  of  September  far 
purpose  of  hearing  such  Applications  of  the  above  nature  as,  ao 
to  the  practice  in  the  Chancery  Division,  are  usually  heard  in 

No  ease  teHl  he  plaeed  in  (he  Judg^t  Paper  urdeu  UaM\u 
previously  obtainea,  or  a  Certifleate  of  Counsel  that  the  eats    ~ 
to  he  ininediateiy  or  promptly  heard,  and  etaUng 
reasone,  is  left  teiih  the  Papers. 

The  necessary  Papers  relating  to  every  appUcation  made  to  ( 
Yacation  Judges  ^see  notice  below  as  to  Judges^  Papers) are  to  bei 
with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance,  Chancery  Begistnn^  Ofl 
Boom  186,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'clock  on  the  Mad 
previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  mi 
When  the  Cause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  may  be  left 
Boom  186,  under  cover,  addressed  to  him,  and  marxfid  outs 
Chaneery  Vaeation  Papers,  or  they  mav  be  sent  by  post,  but  in 
case  so  as  to  be  received  by  the  time  aforesaid. 

UBGENT  MATTEBS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PBB8ENT  1 
COUBT  OB  CHAMBEBS.— Application  maybe  made,MiaiV<l 
of  Urgency,  to  the  Judge,  personaUy  (if  necessary),  or  by  post  or  iau,tf 
paid,  accompanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  aim 
in  support  of  the  appUcation,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  m 
of  paper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Ap|^ 
entitled  to,  and  also  an  envelope,  suflkiently  stamped,  cap^ 
receiving  the  papers,  addressed  as  follows: — ^"Chanoeiy  (W 
Letter:  To  the  Begistrar  in  Yacation,  Chancery  Begistnis' OB 
Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  TF.O." 

On  Applications  for  Jft/tmc^ioiM,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  eopT^ 
the  wri^  and  a  certificate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent 
The  papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  zetuned  to  the  BegutiA 
The  address  of  ihe  Judge  for  (he  time  being  aeting  as  FmiIM 
Judge  ean  be  obtained  on  applieaHon  at  Boom  136,  Boyal  Ctm 
of  JusUoe, 

CHANCEBY  CHAlfBEB  BUSINESS.— The  Chasaben  of  Jwgil 
KsKXwiOH  and  Jotob  will  be  open  fof  Yaoi^km  IMmess  on  Tneivn 
Digitized  by  V:iO(jy  It 
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UMiijr,  Hmnday,  aad  Friday  in  every  week,  firom  10  to  2 

P^2  2?^0H  CHAMBER  BUSINBSS.-Mr.  Jumoi  Jblf 
nntfl  farther  notice,  sit  for  the  dispoeal  of  King's   Bench 
_-««  in  Jadges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
*,  oommencing  on  Thursday,  18th  of  September. 

mSATE  AND  DIVORCE.-Summon8e«  will  be  heard  by  the 
pstaf,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Registry,  Somerset  House,  every 
■r  dmrmg  the  Vacation  at  11.30.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
ufaw  on  Wednesdays,  the  24th  September,  and  the  8th  October, 
IZJW.    In  matters  that  cannot  be  dealt  with  by  a  Begistiar,  appU- 

may  be  made  to  the  Vacation  Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 
>Mrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vacation  Judge  on 
dnesdajB,  the  1st  and  15th  October. 

^■ommoiis (whether  before  Judge  or  Registrar)  most  be  entered 
he  Bj^istiy,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
MgiBtewO  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
«giKry  before  2  o'dook  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

DDaFS  PAPERS  FOR  USE  IN  COURT.-OHAHomiTDiVMioir. 
J?:?^  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
Witt  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Registrars' 
Be,  Boom  136,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o'clock  pn 
MoMay  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
ge  u  mtsnded  to  be  made  :— 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Special  Leave 
granted  by  the  Judge. 


2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadings  (if  any), 
and  any  other  documents  shewing  the  nature  of  the 
Application. 

8.  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 

4.  Ofilce  Copy  Afildavits  in  support,  and  also  Affidavits  in 
answer  (if  any). 

M^.--.«oUcitoiB  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
disposed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  aerk  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers. 

Chahoibt  RaaiSTRABs'  Oftioe, 
RoTAL  Courts  of  JusnoB, 

Septmiber,  1902. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIP  DISSOLVED. 


John  Williams  Matthews,  William  HarriBon,'and  Coryndon  Matthews 
(Rooker,  [Matthews,  Harrison  l&  Co.),  Solicitors,  Plymouth,  Devon, 
by  mutual  oonsent  as  from  June  80.  J.  W.  Matthews  and  C. 
Matthews  will  continue  to  carry  on  business  under  the  style  of 
Rooker,  Matthews  k  Co. 


NOW  READY.     Demy  8va,  cloth,  10#. 


Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

w  0/  " 4  DiffBst  of  the  Law  of  Bills  of  Exchange*'  **  Th$  Sale  of  Ooods  Act,  m-2uiing  the  FarJorn  Acte^**  Ae. 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  Alliance,  Marine  and  Oeneral  Auuranoe  Ca,  Ltd. 


«  £^  ^  *  ^^  ooadn  uad  yaliuible  ezposltioa  of  the  existing  Uw,  end  we  eofdlaUy  noomoMiid  It  to  «U  who  hftve  to  do  with  nuuliM  liiiiar«ioe."^«4Mn9  tMnlU, 
we  fed  ton  that  both  lawyera  and  the  meramtUe  world  wlU  w^xme  this  addition  to  legal  Uteratnre."— Law  TUmsM. 

LoNDOH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Ldotbd,  Law  PuBLiSHERa,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.O. 


Shortly  will  be  Pablished,  revised  to  date.     Second  Edition. 

THE    LAW    OF    LICENSING 

IN    ENGLAND 

i  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Retail  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  and  to  Theatres  and  Music  Halls, 

embracing  the  Act  of  1902. 
WITH   A    FULL    APPENDIJ    OF  STATUTES. 

Of  the  Middle  Temple  and  North-Eastern  Circuit,  Barrister-at-Law. 

PRESS  NOTICES   OF  FIRST   EDtnON. 

hJS  ^^  ^  *  ^^^  *°^  Talnable  oontrihatioQ  to  the  law  a^  to  lioeQoe8."~L'xw  I     *«  We  can  thoroogfalj  reoommend  the  book  to  all  pnotftioMipi  ongaffsd  In  Itctnslnff 


matters."— aiUeitort*  Journal. 


I^HDoir :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  I^aw  PubiiISh^rs,  7,  Plubt  Strertk  BJ3,^^t^ 

Digitized  by  V:i(J(jy  IC 


244 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES. 


[Skpt.  27, 1902. 


Seeond  EcUtlon,  thoroughly  Bevlsed.    Demy  8yo.,  2  Vols.,  eloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (posta^re,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 


OTSr   THB 


PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLANDj 

By    THOMA8    BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LL.B.  London  University;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  Cdlkfi 
Dublin ;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity ;   Holder  of  the  Firat  Certificate  of  Honour,   Michaehnaa,  1869 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Brett* a  Conyeyandnflr  Acts ;   Author  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act,   1883,  and  of 
Leadingr  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  Ib  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  Uw,  ortinl 
which  is  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  flT^ating  English  law, 
contained  tn  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
contrived  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repuMve  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
convenient  size  of  the  volumes." — Sciiciton^  JowmaL 

''The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appeanmoe,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fiiUy  aasuied,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  .  .  Kr.  Bntt  I 
singularly  fortimate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  ^^^ 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opportaBit 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  Mends,  and  H 
critidsm  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  whioh  were  h 
evitaUe  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  ma^ 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  ms  first  edition,  tei 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  l^gi8isiai&"'- 
IMW  JowmoX. 

'<  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  airn  U 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  Mna- 
ixHsAofss. 


Lohdoh:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Liiiitbd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Flbbt  Stbkbt,  E.C. 
Seventh  JEdiUon.     Mayal  8vo.t  doth,  SSs. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Oontaining  a  fall  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  inclnding  the  Law  under  the  Bankrnp^ 
Acts,  1888  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bilta  of  Sd 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  wi« 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders ' 
Forms,  inclnding  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barriflter-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS, 

*<  In  spite  of  rivals,  Bob«(m*i  Lou  and  PratUoe  in  SaiOmtnioy— an  excellent  treatise,  we 
litetature.    It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.    The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  ™    ,^  ™«  «.- 

the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volum^  .^J^  m!bMt 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remams  an  eflioiont  ana  ^n^^^ 
iexi'hodkJ*'^Lato  Time*,  .  ^  ^gj 

"This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  a>M»l'^^^  q, fti 
important  oases  recentiy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compUment  the  wf™^ J"S  Af^ 
wisdomof  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  ^*^,^f»'^l^J^  fttort 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  shaU  be  aWe  to  aw*- 

ditioQS  tbe  ««mo  praise.*' —Irsis  Notm,  


London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES 


h  SONS,  Lmirm),  Law  Publishebs,  7,  Flmt  Strbb^  |^. 

igi  ize     y  ^ 
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THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB.    SEBJEANT   PULLING. 

Oontaming  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Courts  at  Westminstei 
Hall  derived  from  it — the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Goif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  legem— -4ihe  Inns 
of  Goort  ~  the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Slemoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  InnoTati0ns  on 
the  old  Institution. 


Y 


"  A  Bonumeiit  of  weU-digMted  iMeaioh.  .  .  .  An  importaat  ooatribati(m  to  the  history  of  the  JBmoh  snd  Bar  of  Bkig 
Lovdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Limited,   Law  Publibhiibs,  7,  Flrkf  Stbbit,  E.0. 

Boyal  12mo.,  (doth,  ISs.  Od. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  ACT,    1898. 

Notes  and  Oroaa  References  and  an  Appendix  oontaining  snoh  existing  Statutes  (indudine  the  Public  Health  (Londoii)  Aot,  1891, 
as  still  affect  building  operations  within  the  AdministratiTe  County  of  London ;  also  the  Bye-Laws,  Regulations  and 
Ordera  of  the  London  County  Connoil  and  of  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  the  Inner  Temple,  Editor  of  "  The  Statutes  BegvlatMig  London  Building,**  and 

FRANCIS   W.  PEMBER^  M.A., 

Of  lAnwoMe  Inm,  Draftsman  of  the  B%U  as  origvnaUy  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons. 

London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitmd,  Law  PuBLiSHma,  7,  Flkbt  arBBET,  E.O. 


NOW  READY.     Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  ISi. 


THE    COUNTY   AND    BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-1900. 

tether  with  the  Special  ConstableB  Acts;  the  Pariah  OonBtables  Acts;  the  Look-up  HooBes  Acts;   the  Police 
lAeiActs;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 
Aoperty  Act;  and  parts  of  the  Ajiny  Act,  Municipal  CorporationB  Act,  and  the  Local  Goveromeiit  Act 

With  TntrodticHonf   Notes  and  Index. 

I  Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Oirouit,  Banister-at-Law. 

"  Hr.  OuBichad  hM  mpplied  «  decided  wwit  In  the  present  Tolame."— law  Timst. 

"Hm  book  wUl  be  A  relnable  addition  to  the  law  ILbnrj  of  every  poUoe  §.utharitj,''^FoUi»  ItnUm. 


_        London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES   <fc   SONS,  Limited,  Law  Pubushbrs,  7,  Fleet  Stbbbt,  E.O. 

Seocmd  and  greatly  improved  Edition.    Demy  8to.,  doth,  Bs, 

rHE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

j  !blde  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  ihe  sections  of 
Btatotes  imposing  them,  the  Foims  nsed  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
♦    "ayable.    With  varions  nsefnl  Notes  and  Eeferences  to  Decisions. 

By     X:.     EEJLRRIB, 

OV  TBI  LMAOT  AflD  BUOCMBIOS  DVTT  DEPABTMBMT,  BOlOBflaT 


•v.^f^*^  wUiion  .  .  .  we  aee  at  a^Unce  the  inddence 
'  *w!  !!S!L5^"**"  •^  ^^^'^^^  •«  Mr.  Hank 
w*  Mnddflr  the  mtk  la  one  of  grest  imcttoJ  Talne 


cideace  of  the  EngliBh  Death  Dntiea.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  great  lervlee  Ibr    ready  icitareBCt.''-Z<»  Tfmu 
competence  to  do  the  work  he  hM  undertaken  is  mMloohted«''^Jccwmfiif. 
to  eoUGttcn.*— JHt4  Lam  Ttmti, 
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Seeond  Edition,  thoroi^Uy  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  eloth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postal,  is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND! 

By    THOMA8   BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LL.B.  Londoo  Univeraity;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinttj  Colk| 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;   Holder  of  the  First  Certificate  of  Honour,   Michaefanas,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Bretf  s  Cooveyandnf  Acts ;   Author  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act,  x88^  and  of 
Leading  Cases  In  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 

\*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  Is  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  ]aw,Qrtk 
which  is  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  necessary  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  careful 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
contained  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  wdl  arranged,  and  so 
contrived  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  tiiem  being  uiortiy 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settied  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
convenient  size  of  the  volumes."— ^SSoI^'fort'  JowmaL 

''The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  fidly  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition, 
singularly  fortunate   in   being  called  upon  so  soon 


Mr.  Bratt 
to  bring  • 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  oppoital 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friendg,  and  fl 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  sw  _ 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  warn 
Acts  which  have,  since  tiie  publication  of  his  first  editkn,  bs 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legMlstoa"-" 
iMvo  JowmoX.  ^^  .^ 

«The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  newmsi 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  hm'^ 


LoHDOV:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Liiiitbd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Stbbbt,  E.C. 


Seventh  Edition.     Royal  8vo.t  cloth,  S8s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Containing  a  foil  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankraili 
Acts,  1888  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Billfl  of  m 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  fi« 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orden  - 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE  YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq, 

Barxiflter-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

-In  spite  of  rivals,  Rdb9<m*8  Lau  and  PraaUae  in  Baii*n*©foy— an  exceUent  treatise,  we  always  tilought-^nluntains  its  P«*^5Jtt 
litetature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  ww^^'^IJLSAStha 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  ,0^7^  JSIhWi 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobeon  on  Bankruptcy  remams  an  efficient  ana  iipw—.- 
text-bodk.**— Xai0  Timet,  .  ^  ^gj 

••This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  oonsequeMS^B  "ji 
important  oases  recentiy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.    We  «>n^pJ^««t  ?^®  "^^I^r^ 
wisdomof  keeping  his  work  weU  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  w©  may  fairly  say,  as  of  otiiers,  no  prai^tioner  ^^t^^^ff^JJl^^J^ 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  tiie  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  shaU  be  aWe  »  aooau 

dittoQS  tbe  ««mo  praise/' —Lais  Nbtat. 

B.C. 
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Cheap  Zdltlon.    Ulnstrstod.    1  voL,  demy  Svo.,  (flotb,  lOa. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB,    8EBJEANT   PULLING. 

Oontaming  the  Early  Histcnryof  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Courts  at  Westminster 
HaQ  derived  frcHn  it — the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Goif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  legem— -4ihe  Inns 
of  Oourt  -  the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distLognished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  InnoTati0ns  on 
the  old  Institution. 

"ABonumeiitar  weU-digMtedrMeaioh.  .  .  .  An  importaat  ooiatribati<m  to  the  history  of  the  JBmeh  and  Bar  of 

—WmiMbed  UmOm,  Hnm, 

Lqvdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Limfted,   Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flrit  Stbsbt,  E.0. 


r 


Boyal  12mo.,  oloth,  128.  Gd. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    AOT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  AOT,    1898. 

NotaB  and  Oroaa  References  and  an  Appendix  oontaining  snoh  ezistiDg  Statutes  (indnding  the  Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891, 
as  still  affect  bnildiDg  operations  within  the  AdministratiTe  Ooaoty  of  London ;  also  tike  Bye-Laws,  Begnlations  and 
Orders  of  the  London  Gonnty  Oonnoil  and  of  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  the  Inner  Temple,  Editor  of  "  The  Statutes  Begulatmg  London  BuUding,**  and 

FRANCIS  W.  PEMBER.  M.A., 

Of  LincoMa  Inn,  Draftsman  of  the  BUI  as  origvnaWy  vntroduced  into  the  House  of  Commons, 


London  ;   WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldhtto,  Law  PuBLiSHma,  7,  Fubet  Stbbbt,  E.O. 

NOW  READY.     Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  18«. 


X     THE    COUNTY   AND    BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-1900. 

Iptiier  with  the  Special  Constables  Acts;  the  Pariah  OonBtables  Acts;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts;  the  Police 
ikeiActs;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 
^   Fh)pertj  Act;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Govemmeiit  Act 

With  Tntrodtictianf   Notes  and  Index. 
By  mvnT^mX    O.  Bff.  ClLRBfflCELlLXSIj,    BS.iL.  (OiLon.), 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Oirouit,  Barrister-at-lAW. 
*  Mr.  OmniGliMl  has  mpplied  «  decided  want  In  the  pTesent  Tolii]ne."*£aio  Kim*. 
"Hm  book  will  be  A  yeliuble  additioD  to  the  law  Ubreiy  of  every  poUoe  authority.''— PMfae  Bnitm. 

_       London  ;  WILLIAM  OLOWES   <fc   SONS,  Limited,  Law  Pubushbrs,  7,  Fleet  Stbbkt,  E.G. 

Seoond  and  greatly  improved  Edition.    Demy  8to.,  doth,  6f. 

rHE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

[  !bble  showing  at  a  ghmoe  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
I  Btatotes  unjposing  them,  the  Foims  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
I    Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferences  to  Decisions. 

By     X:.     EEJLRRIB, 

or  TRS  LMACT  AflD  BUOOHBIOS  DUTT  UIPABTIIBMT,  BOmBflST  HOIlia 
•v.^^r^*^  wUtkn  .  .  .  we  aee  et  e^Unce  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Deeth  Duties.  .  .  .  Should  proTe  of  great  aervloe  Ibr    ready  rcte*BCt.''-Z<»  Tfma 
'  "w!  !!!!.?  ^*^^  *^  ib/uika  to  Mr.  Htfik  whoee  oompetence  to  do  the  work  he  hea  undertaken  la  inidoahted.^^Jccwmfiif. 
«T«  c«iidd«  the  w«k  la  one  of  great  pnMitlcia  Talne  to  aoUdton.''— JHt4  Im*  nmet. 
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Second  Edition,  demy  Svo.,  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  188a 
%*  The  Bapplmnent  oan  be  had  eeparately,  Ump  oloth,  Ss.  6d. 

JDJLRBY     and     BOSAJNQUX2T 

OH  THl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATI0N3I 


nr 


ENGLAND   AND   IRELAND. 

saaaoojsri>    E33Dia?ioisr- 

BT 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Law. 


**  Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Lii 
tions.  Dnrinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  hai 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitiona 
oonsult  B^ial  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  Asd  in 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — ^the  Beal  Pro^rty  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  relating 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examiioi 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  of  a  idii 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foi 
substantially  thiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentione^ftl 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  (^uaierly  Beview. 

Londoh:   WILLIAM  OLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbkbt,  E.G. 


Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  128.  6cL 


THE    STOCK    EXCHANGE 

^THE    LAW   AND    PRAOTIOE   QR.     WITH    APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Rules  and  Regulations  annotated,  ajid  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Secontii 
By   B.   B.   8PBN0E&    BBODHUBST,    M.A.,    aCIi., 


or  THI  IHVKB  TKMFLB,  BABBISmi-AT-LAW. 


**  Mr.  Brodhurst's  volume  Ib  one  that  we  can  cordially  wamaaeDA.'*— Financial  ^«ioff. 

**We  esteem  tbe  work  as  extremely  valuable.  Its  aothar  baa  mastered  Stock 
ExcbaDge  tecbnicallties  to  a  wondexftil  extent,  and  espoonded  them  with  marked 
ablUty.^.  i'^nanctal  Timet. 


"  This  book  gives  a  very  interesting  and  useful  aocount  of  tbe  Uw  tad  |a 
inddenUl  to  dealines  In  stocks  and  sharen  It  contains  aU  that  Is  needfol  tote ^ 
by  tbe  stockbroker  and  the  lawyer."— SioCicaort*  JmamoA, 


London:   WILLIAM  OLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitbd,  Liw  Publishers,  7,  Plbbt  Strkkt,  B.O. 


SECOND  EDITION.    Demy  8to.,  doth,  lOt.  6<i 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    laAW    BBLATINO    TO> 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRI 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,   1896. 
Together  with  an  Appendix  containing  Model  Rules^  and  the  Forme  appended  to  the  Treasury  BeguUUions,  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FXTLLEB,   B.A.  (Ozon.))  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-AtrLaw. 

"  We  can  thoTonghly  recommend  tbe  pnbUcatlon  to  the  Chief  and  District  OfflcUls  of  all  Friendly  Sodettes."— Jiy<snc%  SocitUet'  lUotrder. 
"Mr.  Fnlkr  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  pracUoe  relating  to  Friendly  SodeUes  in  a  dear  and  ccmdse  manner,  and  Us  book  dioaU  be  In  the  haalB  of  s 
Interested  hi  the  woridng  of  Friendly  SodetfaB."— JfiMclUftsr  Qmrim'. 
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HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


LOSa  VAOATIOIf,  1902. 
NOTIOB. 


L  Art 


ZMv  ^  VaetOUm  wM  fwrih&r  notice:— Ah  appUoations  which 
rtfiinto he  immediatay  or  mrompUy  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
who  for  the  time  being  ahalL  aot  as  Yaoation  Jadgee. 

^OOUBT  BUSINESa^Mr.  Jvmom  Jslf,  one  of  the  Yacatioii 

UgM»  will,  nntil  further  notioe,  sit  in  The  Lord  Ohief  Justice's 

m»  Bml  Goorts  of  Justice,  at  10.80  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in 

wiy  week,  oommenoinff  on  Wednesday,  24th  of  September  for  the 

ttun  of  hearing  such  Applications  of  the  above  nature  as,  according 

Ittepnotiee  in  the  Ghanoery  Division,  axe  usually  heard  in  Court 

'       Ihecmwia  he  olaced  in  (he  Judge^i  Paper  wUcse  leavehaeheen 

pfwJoiM^  obiained,ora  OeHifloaU  of  Ooumd  ihal  the  case  requires 

to  he  immediaUly  or  prampUy  hcard^  and  staJUng  conciady  the 

fBUons,  is  Itft  to<A  ihcFajpers. 

Jlie  neoesBaiy  Papers  relating  to  every  application  made  to  the 

ntiflB  Judges  ^see  notice  below  as  to  Judger  Papers)  are  to  be  left 

die  Oftuse  Olerk  in  attendance.  Chancery  ItegistraxB^  OflOce, 

1 188,  Boyal  CGwts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'dock  on  the  Monday 

Hi  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made. 

the  OMise  Olerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  mav  be  left  at 

186,  under  cover,  addressed   to  him,  and  marked   outside 

srf  YaoaMom  Papers^  or  they  mav  be  sent  by  post,  but  in  either 

I  n  as  to  be  reoeived  by  the  time  aunresaid. 

^SNT  MATTEBS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PRESENT  IN 

OB  CHAMBERS.— Application  may  be  made,  in  any  Case 

y,  to  the  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  or  by  post  or  rail,  pre- 

(aMompanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 

rt  of  the  applicatioo,  and  also  by  aminute, on  a  separate  sheet 

•igned  by  Oounsel,  of  the  order  ne  may  consider  the  Applicant 

i  io^  and  also  an  envelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 

>g  the  papers,  addressea   as  follows: — ** Chancery  Official 

To  the  Registrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Registrars'  Office, 

I  Oourts  of  Justice,  London,  TT.O." 

^  AppUoations  for  Jii/tmcfiofM,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
^liit»  sod  a  certificate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent 

pq)6n  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Registrar. 

Tke  address  of  ike  Judge  for  ihe  tkne  heing  aeUmg  as  Vacation 
J^  can  he  obtained  on  application  at  Boom  186,  Boyal  Churls 
ff  Justice, 

€BAKGEBT  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.— The  Chambers  of  Justices 
■QwnH  and  Jotoi  will  be  open  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, 
jneaky,  Thursday,  and  raday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 

jflNa'S  BENCH  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.— Mr.  Jusnon  Jblt 
Di  onta  further  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
wieii  in  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
Me,  OGouneneing  on  Thursday,  18th  of  September. 


PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE.— Summonses  will  be  heard  by  the 
Registrur,  at  the  Principal  Probate  Registry,  Somerset  House,  every 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.80.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
Registrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  2ith  September,  and  the  8th  October, 
at  12.80.  In  matters  that  cannot  be  dealt  with  by  a  Registrar,  appU- 
cation  may  be  made  to  the  Vacation  Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vacation  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  1st  and  15th  October. 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Registrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Registry,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
or  Registrar)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  Registry  before  2  o'clock  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPERS  FOR  USE  IN  COURT.— Obakobbt  DivmoH. 
—The  following  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  axe  required  to  be 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Registrars' 
Office,  Room  186,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o^clock  on 
the  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made : — 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Special  Leave 

granted  by  the  Judge. 

2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadings  (if  any), 

and  any  other  documents  shewing  the  nature  of  the 

Application. 
8.  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 
4.  Office  Copy  Affidavits  in  support,  and  also  Aflldavits  in 

answer  (if  any). 

N,B. — Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
disposed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers. 


Chavoibt  RnOIBTRABS'  OFnox, 

ROTAL  COUBTS  OF  JUBTIOB, 

September,  1902. 


APPOINTMENT. 


September  27.  The  EINQ  has  been  pleased  to  give  directions  for  the 
appointment  of  Sir  Henry  Spencer  Berkeley  (lately  Chief  Justioe 
of  Fiji)  to  be  Attorney-General  of  the  Colony  of  Hong  Kong. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


John  Mitchel  Chapman  and  John  Edward  Corbould  (Chapman, 
Corbould  A  Co.),  Solioitors,  1,  Henrietta  Street,  Cavendidi  Souare, 
by  mutual  consent  as  from  August  1.  The  said  business  will  be 
carried  on  as  heretofore  by  J.  E.  Corbould  alone. 

Alfred  Taylor  and  John  Anlady  Meadmore  (Taylor,  Son  k  Mead- 
more),  Solicitors,  19,  Old  Burlington  Street,  by  mutual  consent  The 
said  J.  A.  Meadmore  will  continue  the  said  business  in  his  own  name. 
September  26. 


NOW  READY.    Demy  Sm,  olo«h,  lOi. 


I  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

f  By  H.  D.  CHALMERS,  CSJ.,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

**or  of  « A  Dignt  ^  ih$  Law  of  BOU  of  ExehangB,"*  '*The  StOe  of  Ooods  Act,  indudmg  the  Factors  AtU^  &e. ; 

ASD 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

I  Secretary  of  the  AlliAnoe,  Marine  and  General  Ajworanoe  Oa,  Ltd. 

LovDOH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldotbd,  Law  Publishhrs,  7,  Flekt  Strbbt,  E.O. 
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Second  Editiorip  demy  8vo.|  cloth,  278.  6d.p  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date^  1896. 
V  Thm  BupplMiiflnt  oan  b«  had  Mparatelji  limp  eloth.  %b,  6dL 

DJLRSY    and    SOSJLNQUST 

OH  SHI 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 


nr 


ENGLAND  AND  IREUND. 

BY 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 


*'  Twenty-aix  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Lind 
tions.  Dnrinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  snbject  of  it  hvn 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  dday  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  pnctitioQer^ 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  *" 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  Proj^rty  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  reUiinf 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  tne  coUeagae  of  1 
Bosanqnet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  ezaminati 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  (^  a  leU 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  editian  foBoi 
substantially  thiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  abready  mentioned,  i  h 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'* — Law  Qtiarterly  Beview. 

LoHDOv:  WILLIAM  OLOWES  ds  SONS,  LmrraD,  Law  Pububhkbs,  7,  Funr  Snunr,  E.O. 

Demy  8vo.,  oloth,  128.  Od. 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANCa 

(THE   LAW   AND   PRAOTIOE   OB.     WrTH   APPENDICES. 

Goataming  tii»  Bules  and  EegnlatioiiB  annotated,  and  Fonna  of  Instaromenta  aooompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Secntitiel 

By  B.   B.   8PBN0BB    BB0OHX7BST,   M.A.,   B.OJL., 

or  THi  noniB  tuifiiI^  baxbuctb-at-ulw. 
"Mr.  Brodhnnl'syoIiimetaoiMtbatweoAnoordJAUynooiiuiMnd.''--/^^  I     «mvj-  ww*  tArm  «  T«iy  tBtenrtbg  ami  nsefU  14)00001  of  the  tow  ml H 

S^^L^SSJ^SiiJ.*  ^*""*"^  ""^^  •^  ttpwuided  than  with  aMrind  j  jJrSTftockteoki^  the  towy«.--JWi(^ 

London:   WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishkbs,  7,  Plkbt  Strhbt,  B.a 

SEOOND  EDITION.    Demy  8to.,  oloth,  lOf.  ed. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THE    IiAW    BBLATOrO    T0> 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDDSTRtt 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,   1896. 
Together  with  an  Appendix  ewtaining  MoM  Rides,  and  the  Form  appended  to  the  Treasury  RsgtdaSm,  131 
By  P.  BADEN   FXJLLEB,  B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Bamster^t-Law. 

-Wo  can  thonm^ilj  reoonuMod  the  poblktticii  to  the  Chief  end  DMrlot  OffloUto  of  eU  Filndly  8«*«*»«^*—'*''*^  ?**?*?' ^fff^ 
"Mr.  Fnllor  hu  deelt  wHh  the  law  end  ptactloe  relattog  to  Friendij  Sodetlei  in  •  deer  end  ooocl»  m^ 
Intenetod  in  the  woridng  of  Frieodlj  BodMrnT^Msmehuier  Owrim'. 

London:  WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldotibd,  Law  Publishrbs,  7,  Ikjsn  Sramr,  B.O. 
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ObMp  adltlon.   Zllastratod.   1  toL,  dauby  8vot,  tOaOi,  lOi. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By   MB.    SEBJEANT  PULLING, 

J  tbe  Eftrly  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  aooonnt  of  the  Aula  Reg[is,  and  the  Ooarts  at  Westminster 
HiU  denved  from  it — the  Justioiar — the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — ^the  Apprentidi  ad  legem — the  Inns 
of  Gonrt— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Beoords  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  on 
tbe  old  Institution. 


<*ABMiiiiMitof  weU-digestedMeMEoh..  .  .  An  iniportttt  entribution  lo  the  history  of  the  Beiieh  sad  Bv  of  Eng^^ 
LoHDOH :  WILLIAM  OLOWBS  4  SONS,  Limitbd,   Law  Pubushsbs,  7,  Fuwr  Strbit,  E.0. 

Boyal  12mo^  olotb^  19b.  0± 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMi:in>MEITT  ACT,    1898. 

^Noteeand  Oross  Beferenoes  and  an  Appendix  oontaininff  anoh  existing  Statntes  (inolading  the  Pnblio  Health  (London)  Aol,  1891f 
aa  still  affect  building  operationa  within  the  Adnimatratiye  Oomitjr  of  London;  alao  tiie  Bye-Lawa,  Begnlationa  and 
Ordera  of  the  Londoa  Oonnty  Oonnci]  and  of  the  Ckunmiaaionera  of  Sewera  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  the  Itmer  Temple,  Editor  of  «  The  Statutes  BeguUUmg  London  BuUding,'*  and 

FRANCIS   W.  PEMBER.  M.A., 

0/  lAneoMs  Inn,  Drafteman  of  the  BiU  ae  originally  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons* 

Loroog ;   WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  LmiTBD,  Law  PuBLigHBBS,  7,  Flbbt  Stbbbt,  E.O. 

NOW  BEADT.    Demy  8va,  doth,  18s. 


I     THE    COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1881-1900. 

Wther  with  the  Special  GonstableB  Acts ;  the  Pariah  Constables  Acts ;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts ;  the  Police 
pes  Acts;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Pablic  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 
I    Property  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Ajmy  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Qovemment  Act. 

With  IntrodticHon,   Notes  and  Index. 
By  EYEILiirN     €3t.  XS.  CJILFtNaCJELMJSilLi^   XS.iL.  (Oxon.), 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Circuit,  Barzister-at-Lsw. 


*llr.  OBBfchaAl  hM  npidled  «  dMfldM  wwt  In  the  pnsanft  irolniM 

*1lMb0Qk  wlUIw  a  TdiMble  addMoD  to  tbe  law  Ubraiy  of  eroy  polloe  Mitlmrlty."— J^>ite  Bevltw, 


j  London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  <k  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flubt  Stbbbt,  E.C. 


Seoond  and  greatly  impia?ed  Bdition.    Demy  8to.,  dlotti,  6s, 

HE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 


iTftble  showing  at  a  glance  the   Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with   reference  to  the  sections  of 
f  Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
PftTable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferenoes  to  Decisions. 

By     m.     JSiLRRIB, 

OF  Tn  LIOAOT  AHD  BUCOBBSUnfr  BUTT  DBPABTiam,  flOlOnSBT  BOmB. 
i  I«*^?<'<>^  ^'I^^'OB  •  .  •  we  see  at  A^lnioe  the  inddenoe  of  the  BnglUh  Death  Dotlee.  .  .  .  Should  proTe  o#  grant  i 
[  mV  ^'^  ^^  ■^*>*  ^  theoke  to  Mr.  Htfrta,  whoee  oompeteiioe  to  do  the  workhe  hae  uidartekn  it  wdoabted."— Jm 
I      wt  rnirita  the  work  ieone  of  srwt  pnotkai  ▼aloe  to  ■oUdton.''-^fraik  Lem  lim«t. 


London  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  dt  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbbbt, 
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Seeond  Edition,  thorouffhly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  88s. 
Cash  Prioe,  80s.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND] 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  Bliddle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;  LL.B.  Londoo  Unhfet^;  B.A.,  late  Sdiolar  and  Student  of  Trinttj  Colle0 
Dnblin;  EjEhiUtioiier  in  Real  Piopeity  and  Eqnity;  Holder  of  ue  First  Certificate  of  Honoor.  Michaelmatp  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Cleike  and  Bretf  t  Conreyandnf  Acte ;  Author  of  Bretf  t  Bankrupt^  Act,  1883L  ana  of 
Leadhis:  Cases  in  Modem  Equi^;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equi^  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooety. 

%*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  Bpedal  pfominenoe  the  piesent  and  liying  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  pait  hw,ori 
whioh  Ib  pxaetioally  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  neoenwry  to  enaUe  the  reader  to  undentand  the  preaent. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


<*  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  preaent  edition  the  marks  of  oarafiil 
revision.  ...  It  la  a  oomprehenaive  oatUne  of  ezisting  Bnglish  law, 
oontained  In  a  marvellously  mall  oompaas,  well  aixangeo,  and  ao 
-  oontriyed  by  the  insertion  of  illnstratrve  oasea  and  eztiMts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  oases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  ahortly 
stated.  The  acoount  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  oommended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attraotive  type  and 
oonyenient  siae  of  the  volmnes."— fiSoMoiton'  JowmdL 

**The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  ftilly  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  seeond  edition.  .  .  .  Kr.  Bntt 
singularly  ibrtunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  biXBg 
a  new  edition,  because  he  hss  thus  been  afforded  an  oppats 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  fiinds,  isd 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  corrootinff  the  errars  whioh  i«fft 
evitaUe  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  dT  inooiporating  tlie  m^ 
Acts  whioh  have,  sinee  the  publication  of  nii  first  editioa,^ 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  aotive ' 
iMwJountalL 

''The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  Ihe sew 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  indnde  the  legislation  of  last 
LawNciei. 


LoiTDOii :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  Liicitbd,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stsbst,  £.C. 


Seventh  Edition.     Bayal  Svo.,  ctoth,  88s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCYl 

Oontaming  a  foil  exposition  of  the  PrindpleB  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  indnding  the  Law  nnder  the 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankraptcy  (Discharge  and  Olosnre)  Act,  1887 ;  ihe  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Jndicatnie  Act^  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Airangemsntsy 
Oreditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.    With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statntea,  BoIeSi  Ordfisi 
FermSy  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Oompositions  and  Schemes,  ^ 

BY 

GEORGE  YOUNG   ROBSON,   Esq., 

BarrlBter-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

« In  spite  of  rivals,  Bobwn'i  Law  and  Pradiee  in  Bankrufioy--sii  exceUent  treatise,  we  always  thougfat--audntalas  its  pod^^  ^} 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  wss  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  that  AM 
the  Aot  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volusie.  Beycnd  thii  I 
are  no  changes.  The  judioial  dedsions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  sp«H 
text-book."— ICiais  Time$. 

**This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  readied  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  ooBseqnsnce  of  flie 
important  cases  recentiy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desiraUe.    We  compliment  the  learned  airaff' 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  weU  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  ss  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankmptey  woa 
be  without  it;  and  as  kmg  ss  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  diaU  be  aUe  to  aooiid  m 

editions  the  same  praise."— Xois  Nciei, :. 

LoiTDOH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  LmmD,  Law  Pdbushbbs,  7,  Rjni  Stsbet,  E.G. 
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HIGH  COUBT  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VACATION,  1908. 

NOTICE. 

Dirtily  (hs  VacaHon  until  further  notice  .'—All  appUoations  whith 
ngwin  to  he  immediately  or  mromptlff  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
vho  for  the  time  being  snail  aot  aa  Yaoaiion  Judges. 

BUSINESS.— Mr.  Jusnoi  Jilt,  one  of  the  Yaoation 
will,  until  farther  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Ohief  Justice's 
Sml  Courts  of  Justice,  at  10.80  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in' 
mj  week,  commencing  on  Wednesday,  24th  of  September  for  the 
noie  of  hearing  such  Applications  of  the  abore  natore  as,  according 
itupiaetioe  in  the  Chancery  Division,  are  nnially  heard  in  Court 
No  eaee  wiU  he  jaiaeed  in  the  Judg^e  Paper  wUeee  leave  hoe  heen 
fmiouOg  ifbtainea,  or  a  CeHifleaU  of  Countd  that  the  ease  reauires 
to  U  immediatelif  or  w<mpUy  heard,  and  stating  eoneisely  the 
rwuoM,  i$  l^  toith  theFapere, 
p»  neoesmy  Papers  relating  to  erery  applioation  made  to  the 
'  loB  Judges  rsee  notice  below  aa  to  Judgeir  Pk^pers)  are  to  be  left 
the  Oanse  Clerk  in  attendance.  Chancery  Registrars'  Office, 
1M»  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'olook  on  the  Monday 
v  to  the  day  on  which  the  applioation  is  intended  to  be  made, 
the  Csuse  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  may  be  left  at 
196,  under  cover,  addressed  to  him,  and  marked  outside 
sry  Vaeation  Papers,  or  they  may  be  sent  by  post,  but  in  either 
li»si  to  be  receiyed  by  the  time  anireaaid. 
&ENT  MATTEBS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PRESENT  IN 
'  OB  CHAMBEBS.— Application  may  be  made,  in  anu  Caee 
0|r,  to  the  Judge,  peraoDally  (if  necessary  X  or  by  post  or  rail,  pre- 
Iseoompanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  offioe  copies  of  the  affidayits 
oit  of  the  application,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  sheet 
i;  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  Applicant 
to,  and  also  an  enyelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 
g  the  papers,  addressea  as  follows: — *' Chancery  Official 
r:  To  the  Begistiar  in  Yaoation,  Chancery  Begistfars*  Office, 
lOoorts  of  Justice,  London,  W.O/* 
[Ob ^lioations  for  Injunetione,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
Pviiti  sod  a  certificate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent. 
F^japers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Begistiar. 
Tk$  addrete  of  the  Judge  for  the  Ume  heing  aeting  a»  Vaeation 
^Mm  eon  he  obtained  on  appHeation  at  Boom  136,  Bayal  Cowrie 
itfJmtiee, 

^GEBY  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.— The  Chambers  of  Justices 

[  and  JoTOB  will  be  open  for  Yaoation  Business  on  Tuesday, 

Isy,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 

BfCra  BENCH  CHAMBER  BUSINESS.^Mr.  Jusnci  Jelf 
I  mtil  fiorther  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
'lem  in  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 

;  OQomiencing  on  Thursday,  18th  of  September. 

[^BATE  AND  DIYORCE.— Summonses  will  be  heard  by  the 
''"  ',  at  the  Piindpal  Probate  Registry,  Somerset  House,  every 


day  during  the  Yacation  at  11.30.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
Registrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  24th  September,  and  the  8th  October, 
at  12.30.  In  matters  that  cannot  be  dealt  with  by  a  Registrar,  appli- 
cation may  be  made  to  the  Yacation  Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Yacation  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  1st  and  15th  October. 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Registrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Registry,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 
or  Registrar)  and  papers  for  maung  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  at 
the  Registry  before  2  o'dook  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPERS  FOR  USE  IN  COURT.— CHAiroKBTDiyiBKni. 
— ^The  following  Papers  for  the  Yaoation  Judge  are  required  to  be 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  ReKistraiB* 
Office,  Room  136,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  on  or  before  1  o'clock  on 
the  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  to  the 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made : — 

1.  Counsel's  Certifioate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Speoial  Leave 

granted  by  the  Judge. 

2.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadings  (if  anyX 

and  any  other  doouments  shewing  the  nature  of  the 

Application. 
&  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 
4.  Ofifee  Copy  Affidavits  in  support,  and  also  Affidavits  in 

answer  (if  any). 

N,B. — Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  has  been 
disposed  ol,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  for  the 
return  of  their  papers.  ^^^^ 

Chahobbt  RnoisTBABs*  Ofiiob, 

ROTAL  COUBTS  OF  JUBTIOB, 

September,  1902. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Frank  Postle  Bawtree,  Charles  Riohard  Stevens,  Francis  Hewitt 
Stevens,  and  Hugh  Francis  Bawtree  (Steveni^  Bawtree  ft  Stevens), 
Solicitors,  73a,  Queen  Yiotoria  Street,  Witham,  Essex,  and  Otavesend, 
Kent,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  October  1. 

Robert  Dudley  Baxter,  Sidney  George  Spreat,  and  Alexander 
William  Johnson  (Baxter  A  Co.),  Solicitors  and  Parliamentary  Agents, 
12,  Yiotoria  Street,  Westminster,  and  32,  Old  Jewry  (Baxter,  Spreat 
ft  Johnson),  by  mutual  consent  as  from  September  80.  R.  D.  Baxter 
and  A  W.  Johnson  will  continue  to  carry  on  business  at  12,  Yiotoria 
Street,  Westminster,  under  the  style  of  Baxter  ft  Co.,  and  S.  O.  S^eat 
will  continue  to  carry  on  business  at  32,  Old  Jewry,  under  the  style  of 
S.  G.  Spreat. 

Alfred  Benton  Blythe  and  William  Frederick  Sanford  Hodgson 
(Dangerfield,  Blythe  ft  Hodgson),  SoUdtors,  26,  Craven  Street, 
Charmg  Cross,  by  mutual  consent  as  Irom  September  30. 

Thomas  Stephenson  Simpson  and  Edward  Overend  Simnson 
(Simpson  ft  Simpson^  Solicitors,  Leeds,  by  mutual  consent  as  from 
August  31. 

Thomas  Henry  Willett  and  Leslie  Gordon  Sandford  (Willett  ft 
Sandford),  Solicitors,  Howard  House,  Arundel  Street,  Strand,  by 
mutual  consent  as  from  June  30. 


NOW  READY.     Demy  8ya,  oloth,  lOs. 


Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS^  C.S .L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

0/  '^A  Digest  of  th$  Lata  of  BUh  of  Exehangs^  **  Th$  SaU  of  Oood$  Aet^  including  the  Factan  Ade^  de. ; 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Beoretttry  of  the  Alliifcnoe,  liarizie  and  CtonenJ  Aflnumnoe  Go.,  Ltd. 

*  IkB  M  h  A  msk  eiMlM  wd  ^ithitUs  eiindllon  of  tlM  edsling 
^*  M  m»  thai  botk  kwjin  sad  tbs  mmnttto  world  wm^r^M^ 
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Second  Editiorip  demy  8vo.p  cloth,  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date^  188a 
\*  The  Bupplsmoit  can  be  had  sepanitely,  limp  elotfa,  Sa.  6fL 

DARBir    and    BOSJ&lSrQUET 

OH  VHl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS] 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

snooisriD  an^iojioisr. 

BY 

F.  A.  BOSANQUETp  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANTp  Barrister-at-Uw. 


*' Twenty-six  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnei's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of 
tions.  Dnring  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  itt?i 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  dday  in  the  prepufation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner 
oonsult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  lawsmce  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  Asdm'' 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliimient— 4)he  Real  Fteperty  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  mocBfy,  or  settle  many  points  relatinf 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Hr.  Marohant  has  become  the  oolleagae  of  1 
Boeanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  oarefal  examiiili 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  rdid 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  editioa  foDfll 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  thiUi,  having  regard  to  the  causes  abeady  mentioned,  i(  ^ 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re>write  the  entire  book.** — Law  (^rterly  Review. 

LovDOV:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  LmiriD,  Law  Pububhkbs,  7,  Flkto  Smuwr,  E.O. 

Demy  avo.,  elotfa,  128.  ed.  _ 

THE    STOCK    EXCHANGE! 

(THE   LAW   AND   PRACTICE   QR.     WITH   APPENDICES. 

Oontaming  the  Bnles  and  B^nlations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instraments  aooompanying  &  Mortgage  of  Secniitiet> 
By  B.   B.   8PBN0BB    BB0DHX7BST,  M.A.,   B.OJi., 


ov  THB  nnna  tbifli^  wABiifwa-AT»LAw. 


'  *'  Mr.  BrodbmirB  Tolinne  to  one  that  we  can  cordially  reoomnMiid.''— fVnaticica  Fgtot. 
'•  "We  eileem  the  wcrk  as  extremely  vahiable.  Ita  author  baa  maatered  BCeek 
ExdbaBm  technlcalitiea  to  a  wondeiftil  extent,  and  espevnded  than  with  marked 


"  niia  book  rivea  a  very  Intcnating  and  naefU  aoooont  of  the  l«w  and  |Bd 
incidental  to  deSlngB  in  Btocka  and  eharaiL  ItoontafaiaaUfbatiBneedftatoteiM 
bj  the  aiockbroker  and  the  lawyer."— Ailicaon'  Journal, 


London:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  LiLW  PrausHHBS,  7,  Plebt Strbkt, B-O. 

SEOOND  EDITION.    Demy  8yo.,  ololh,  lOi.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    IiAW    UBLATUSTQ    TO> 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIA 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Together  wUh  an  Appendix  earUaining  MoM  Rtdesj  and  the  Farm  appended  to  the  Treaeury  Begtda&me,  1897. 
By  P.  BADEN   FTTLLEB,  B.A.  (Oxoii.)t  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Bamster-at-Law. 

«Wa  can  ttionmgUy  recommend  the  pablication  to  the  Chief  and  DIrtrict  Offidala  of  aU  Friendly  Sodetiea.''— ^HandZir  AcMte*  JSmirdn'.  ^  ^  »  ^ 

•V  '"Mr.  Pnllar  haa  deiklt  with  the  law  and  piaetioe  reUting  to  Friendly  Societiee  in  a  olear  and  ooodia  manner,  aad  hta  book  ahoold  be  to  the  haadi  «•■  P" 
intcMled  in  the  working  o#  Friendly  SodekieB.''~JfiMdUtt«-  Omrim-. 
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dwap  adltion.   ninBtmtod.   1  toL,  demy  Sroi,  (doth,  lOi. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB,    SEBJEANT   PULLING, 

_  tbe  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  acooont  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Oonrts  at  Westminster 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Ooif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — the  Inns 
of  Goorb— the  Fonn%  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Benoh  and  the  Bar — ^Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  OrdsTy  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  I^gal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  on 
the  old  InstitntLon. 


"A  Bonimiei&t  of  weQ-digested  reieanh.  •  •  •  An  importaDt  oontribatioii  to  the  history  of  the  Benoh  and  Bar  of  ] 

— iUiMiralad  Landm  Nmm. 

LonKm:  WILLIAM  OLOWBS  4  SONS^  Liiiitbd,   Law  Pubushsbs,  7,  Flxit  Strbr,  E.0. 


Boyal  12mo.,  cloth,  18s.  6d. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AUXNSMENT  ACT,    1898. 

kKotes  and  Giosb  Beferencea  and  an  Appendix  containing  snoh  eziating  Statatea  (indnding  the  Pnblio  Health  (London)  Aot,  1891) 
aa  8tlll\  affect  building  operationa  within  the  Adminiatratiye  Oonnty  of  London ;  also  the  Bje-Lawa,  Besulationa  and 
Oidera  of  the  London  Gonnty  Oouncil  and  of  the  CommiaBionen  of  Sewera  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  the  IfMor  Temple,  Editor  of  "  The  StattUes  BegtUaiing  London  BuUding,'*  and 

FRANCIS  W.  PEMBER,  M.A., 

0/  Linechi*8  Iwn,  Drafteman  of  the  BiU  as  originally  introduced  into  the  Houee  of  Commons* 

LoinwN :  WILLIAM  OLQWES  A  SONS,  Limitip,  Law  PuBLMHiaiat  7,  Flebt  Stbbbt,  E.O. 

NOW  BEADT.    Demy  Sva,  doth,  18s. 


\ 


THE    COUNTY  AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1881-1900. 

with  the  Special  Constables  Acts;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts;   the  Police 
Acts ;  the  High  Constables  Act ;  the  Riot  Damages  Act ;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 
Froperty  Aot;  and  parts  of  the  Ajmy  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Aot,  and  the  Local  Qovemment  Act. 

With  Introdtietion,   Notes  and  Index. 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Giionit,  Bandater-at-Law. 
-Xr.  QBBiAiid  hM  npidled  «  decided  WBBt  In  Um  pnsanft  ^11^ 
j    'TteboQkwmiwaTaliMlileadditkntotlMlawlfbraxyareTeiypoUoeu^^ 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbrs,  7,  Plbbt  Street,  E.C. 
Second  and  gieafly  Improved  Bditioo.    Demy  8yo.,  doth,  6s, 

HE   ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

l^k  showing  at  a  glanoe  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Dutiee  with  reference  to  ihe  sections  of 
moles  imposing  ihem,  the  Forms  used  m  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  auybeoome 
Payable,    with  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferenoes  to  Decisions. 


or  nn  lioaot  abd  Buoownov  dutt  dspabtheit,  nowatmr  booh. 

at  A_gUuwe  the  Inddc 
Mr.  fliuTlfL  wlioie  ooi 
r  tbe  nwk  li  one  of  srei*  pnodoii  TmlM  to  I 


^tte  woood  edttka  ...  we  see  at  A_gUuwe  the  inddenoe  of  the  Englldi  Death  Dotlee.  .  .  .  Should  pcoTO  o#  greet  itiTke  for  reedy  refBreace.''->I«t»  Timei, 
mw  ^^^  ^^  ■^*>*  ^  thaoke  to  Mr.  fliurto,  whoae  oompetenee  to  do  tlw  work  he  bee  undertaken  ia  nndonbted.'^"wiOBOim<itf. 
.  Wacsiridv  the  mA  toone  of  grea*  pnollod  vmlne  to  aottdton.*— JHtb  Xmo  fVaMa. 
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IT    and    BOSJ&NQUET 

OH  VHl  I 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

snooisriD  aiDiojioisr. 

BY 

F.  A.  BOSANQUETp  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANTp  Barrister-at-Uw. 


^'Twenty-Bix  years  have  elapoed  sinoe  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnei's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Lmdi 
tiomL   Dnring  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  havir 
been  produced.    The  result  of  this  dcday  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner 
consult  sj^edal  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  Asdia'^ 
interval  sinoe  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— ihe  Real  Property  Limitation  Aot  of  1874,  sod 
Tmstee  Act,  1888— «nd  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  moofy,  or  settle  many  points  rdatiof 
the  limitation  of  actions.    In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marohant  has  become  the  oolleagae  of 
Boeanquet.    The  le^  profession  is  to  be^oongratalated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  sttet  a  oarefal 
of  its  statements 
gnide  to  a  very 
substantially  that 
become  necessary,  as  the' authors  state,  to  re-write  the  ^tire  book.**— £aio  QtMrterly  Review. 

LovDOV:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Fubushbbs,  7,  Tunr  Sraaar,  E.O. 

Demy  dvo.,  cloth*  128.  6d. 

THE    STOCK    EXCHANGE! 

(THE  LAW  AND  PRACTIGE  QB.  WITH  APPENDICES. 

Oontaming  the  Bttles  and  B^uladons  tumotated,  and  Forms  of  Instraments  accompanying  &  Mortgage  of  Secniitieir 

By  B.   B.   8PBN0BB    BBODHUBST,  M.A.,   B.OX., 

ov  nn  mna  tbifli^  BABBisnD-Ai9P>LAw. 

•^'•We  <il«em  the  work  m  extremelj  vatnable.    Ita  «ithor  baa  BMStered  Stock 


Excimm  tachnlcaUtlM  to  «  irondeiftal  extent,  and  aspoonded  than  with  markad 
abQJiy.»- JHnanciol  T(mu. 


"  Thia  book  glvaa  a  vary  IntanaUng  and  QaalU  acooont  of  tha  law«d..  ^, 
inddantal  to  daallngB  in  Btocka  and  abaran    ItcontalnaaU  tiiatianeodfiBltoteiM 
ligr  tlw  atockbwkar  and  the  lawyer."— «ol<c»(ori'  Jotamak 


London:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  LiLW  Pubushebs,  7,  Fleet  Street, B.O. 

SEOOND  EDITION.    Demy  8m,  ololh,  lOi.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    IiAW   BMLATUXQ    TO> 


THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTl 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Together  wUh  an  Appendix  eerUaining  MoM  RuUs^  and  the  Form  appended  to  the  Treaewy  Begtda&me,  1897. 
By  P.  BADEN  FTTLLEB,  B.A.  (Oxoii.)t  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

« Wa  can  Ibovoiighly  Teccnunand  tha  pnblicatioa  to  tha  Chief  and  DMrlct  Offidala  of  aU  Frlandly  Sodatiaa.''— ^HandZy  SoektUe  Rtmdm'.  ^  ^  ^  «  ^ 
m  MMr.  Pnllar  haa  deidt  wHh  tha  law  and  pRCtlca  lalating  to  Friendly  SodaUea  In  a  olaar  and  ooodaa  manner,  and  hta  hook  ahooU  ba  to  tha  haadi  tf  •■  P" 
Intcnatad  in  tha  working  of  Friendly  Sodedea.''~JfiMdU»t«- OwHar. 

LovDON :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lixitxd,  Law  Puhubhsbb,  7,  Fun  Brsmr,  &0. 
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Cheap  Mitloin.    ZUiurtxatcd.    1  voL.  damy  Svo,  doth,  10s. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By   MM.    8EBJEANT  PULLINa. 

Ihntftimng  the  Early  History  ol  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Begis,  and  the  Ooorta  at  Westminster 
f  Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  ol  the  Ooif — ^the  Apprenticu  ad  legem — the  Inns 
I      of  Goort— the  Fonn%  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Beoords  and  Memoirs  of  the 

Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  I^gal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  on 

the  old  Institution. 


HA  Bonimieiil  of  weU-digMted  isseaioh. ...  An  importaDt  oontri)mti(m  to  the  history  of  the  Bench  sad  Bar  of  Engkod.'* 
Lovdoh:  WILLIAM  OLOWBS  A  SONS^  Liiiitbd,   Law  Publishus,  7,  Flkkt  Strbr,  E.0. 


Boyal  12ma,  cloth,  18s.  6d. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  ACT,    1898. 

I  Notes  and  Giosb  Beferonoea  and  an  Appendix  containing  saoh  existing  Siatates  (inolnding  the  Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891) 
aa  atm^  affect  bnilding  operationa  within  the  Adminiatratiye  Omnty  of  London ;  also  the  Bye-Lawa,  Besnlationa  and 
Ordera  of  the  London  Gonntj  Council  and  of  the  CSommiaaionera  of  Sewera  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B,, 

Of  the  Inner  Temple,  Editor  of  "  The  StatiUes  Regulating  London  Building,"  and 

FRANCIS   W.  PEMBER,  M.A., 

0/  LineoMs  Inn,  Drafteman  of  the  BiU  as  originally  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons. 

Loinwg ;  WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  LjMmp,  Law  PuBLMHiaiBt  7,  Flebt  Steeet,  E.O. 

NOW  BBADT.    Demy  8va,  cloth,  18s. 


\ 


THE   COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1881-1900. 

with  the  Special  ConstableB  Acts ;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts ;  the  Lock-up  Houses  Acts ;   the  Police 
Acts ;  the  High  Oonstables  Act ;  the  Riot  Damages  Act ;  the  Public  Authorities  Protectioii  Act ;  the  Police 
Property  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Ajmy  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Qoyemment  Act. 

With  IntrodticHon,   Notes  and  Index. 
By  ^JTBJJirtf    G.  lUL.  CJLRlMnCBCilfSILis   1UL.A.  (OiLon.), 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Ozloid  diouit,  Bazzister-at-Iiaw. 
Hr.  OnaiElHtf  hM  npidled  A  decided  want  In  Um  pnMDl  ^11^ 
"Tte  book  wm  In  a  TaliMlde  additkn  to  tbe  IBW  Ifbraxy  of  ereiy  poltoe  «iit^^ 


\'_        London;  WTTJiTAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Plebt  Street,  E.C. 

|-  — 

Beoond  sod  gieafly  Improved  Bditioii.    Demy  8to.,  doth,  6e, 

HE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

^le  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
mutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  beoome 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferenoes  to  Decisions. 


cv  nn  uMACT  abd  booomiov  nirnr  nsPABTimT, 


,^  tte  neoDd  edttkB  ...  we  see  al  A_gUuwe  tbe  Inddenoe  of  the  EngUeh  Death  Datlee.  .  .  .  Should  prore  of  great  lerTlce  for  Ra4y  ?efBreiKe.*->£«t»  TirnM. 
iiS!!!^  ^^^  ■''■^  ^  thaoka  to  Mr.  H^k  whoae  oompetenoe  to  do  the  work  be  baa  undertaken  la  vndoab(ed.'^-wlMOiMitoNf. 
.  wa  Mrilar  tbe  wioA  li  one  of  great  poKlloai  TBlne  to  ai&dtom.*-^!^ 

I^HDQN :   WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  LnsmD,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
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Second  Edition,  thorougrhly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  eloth,  88s. 
Casb  Price,  80s.  (postagfe.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND 


By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  Unxyerai^;   B.A.»  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Tiinity  CoOed 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  m  Real  Propertj  and  Equity;   Holder  of  ue  First  Certificate  of  Honour,   Michaelmat,  i8(S9; 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Brett* t  Conveyandnff  Acts ;  Author  of  Bretf  t  Bankruptpy  Act,  i88^  and  of 
Leading^  Cases  in  Modem  Equity;  and  late  Lecturer  m  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Soaetj. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  la  to  bring  into  special  prominenoe  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  pait  lav,cr  tiui 
which  ia  practically  obsolete,  so  far  as  it  is  neoessaiy  to  enable  the  reader  to  undoEstand  the  present. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarsfhl 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  comprehensive  outline  of  eTJsting  English  law, 
oontaiDed  in  a  marvellously  small  compass,  well  azranged,  and  so 
contrived  by  the  insertion  of  illustratiye  cases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  scnoe  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  diortly 
sts^ed.  The  account  of  the  Settied  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-15(3,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractiye  type  and 
convenient  size  of  the  volumes."— iSioliottorf'  JowmaX. 

''The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  lis  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,,  seems  to  be  now  folly  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bntti 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  Inng  a 
a  new  edition,  because  he  luis  thus  been  afforded  an  oppaw 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  ud  '' 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  corrootinff  the  enon  which  len 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  dT  incorporating  the  nana 
Acts  which  have^  since  tiie  publication  of  his  first  editioo,  bs 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legialtten^ 
LavfJountalL 

**  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  newsditair 
up  to  date,  and  is  altored  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  leata.'-"  ■ 
Law  Notes, 


LoNDOir :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  ds  SONS,  Limitkd,  Law  Fublishbrs,  7,  Flbkt  Stbebt,  E.C. 


Seventh  EMtUm.     Royal  Sve.^  €ioth,  88s, 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Coniainiiiff  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Banbupfa 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act»  1887 ;  ihe  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  ihe  Bills  of  « 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Pritate  ArrangementB  vH 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  ihe  Statutes,  Bules,  Orders  ao 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  Ac 

BY 

GEORGE  YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

BarrlBter-at-Law. 


text-book." 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

In  spite  of  rivals,  Bofmn't  Law  and  PraeUee  (n  BafOtnifrfoy— an  ezceUent  treatise,  we  always  thought-maintains  its  posi^  ^ j^ 

tnie.    It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.    The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequently  »»  f  " 

Aot  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.    The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  yolume.    Beyvad  ^*^ 

■o  changes.    The  judicial  di^^si^s  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  iq^l^^w 

book.'''-*Xais  JVsiot. 

'•This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  eonsequenos  ^^  "j 
important  cases  recentiy  dedded  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  1^*™^  *"^x2 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  ftdrly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  ^^'f^ 
bewitiumtit;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fMh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  duOl  be  aUe  to  aoooftt  i^ 

e^tions  the  same  praise."— Xow  NUw, 

LoHDOH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lxmitbd,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flbbi  Btrekt,  KG, 
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HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICK 

PROBATE,  DIVORCE,  AND  ADMIRALTY  DIVISION. 


MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 


FBOBATE  AND  MATBIMOKIAL. 
;  Hie  Oraeet  wt  down  for  trial  will  be  taken  in  the  following 


Hatbdconial  Oaubes  will  be  taken  on  Friday,  24tb, 
Monday,  27ih,  and  Tuesday,  28th  October,  and  each  Monday 
duisg  the  Sittings  after  MotionB. 

kpnoff  JuET  Oaubsb  will  be  taken  on  and  after  Wednesday,  29th 

FOctober. 

I  Probate  and  Matrimonial  Common  Jury  Oanses  will  form  one  List, 

U  be  taken  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  set  down. 

iDBin  ASD  DkTENDED  MATBOfOHIAL  GaUSBS  FOB  HSABIHG  BKFOBB 

[iHiOouBT  ITSELF  wiU  be  taken  in  Court  I.  after  the  Common 
I    Jnriea  are  finished,  and  may  also  be  taken  in  Court  XL,  after  28th 

October,  when  Admiralty  Oases  are  not  appointed  to  be  heard. 
[Ptobate  and  Defended  Matrimonial  Oanses  will  form  one  List,  and 
i.in  the  order  in  which  they  are  set  down. 

.  JuRT  Causes  will  be  taken  on  and  after  Wednesday,  26th 
Korembbr. 

9  and  Matrimonial  Special  Jury  Causes  will  form  one  List» 
|be  taken  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  set  down. 

.  CouBT,  Tuesdays,  4th  Kovcmber,  and  2nd  December. 

■AND  SmmoKSBS :  Motions  will  be  heard  in  Court  at  11  o'olook 
a  Monday,  27th  October,  and  on  each  succeeding  Monday  during 
fte  Sittings,  and  Summorues  before  the  Judge  will  be  heard 
«t  half-pasi  10  o'clock  on  Saturday,  25th  October,  and  on  each 
mmeedmg  Saturday  during  the  Sittings. 


before  the  Begistrars  will  be  heard  at  the  Plrobate 
^,  Somenet  House,  on  each  Tuesday  and  Friday  during  the 
ngi,  at  half-past  11  o'clock, 
tf  Papers  for  Motions  on  Mondays  mua  be  left  in  the  Contentious 

taent  of  the  Prinoipal  Probate  Begistry  at  Somerset  House 

2  o^dook  p.m.  on  the  preceding  Wednesday. 


ADMIBALTT. 


The  Coubt  will  sit  in  the  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice— 

At  10.80  Ajc.  on  eyery  Week-day,  except  Monday,  and  at  11  A.if. 
on  every  Monday,  from  Friday,  October  24th,  until  Saturday, 
DecemMr  20th,  inclusiye. 

A  Diyisional  Court  will  sit  on  the  first  Tuesday  in  eaeh  montfa 
during  the  Sittings,  when  necessary. 

Summonses  in  Chambers  will  be  taken  at  11,  and  Motions  in  Court 
at  11.80  eyery  Monday  during  the  Sittings. 

All  Papers  for  Motions  and  for  Summonses  to  be  heard  before  the 
Judge  must  be  left  in  the  Admiralty  Begistry,  Boyal  Courts  of 
Justice  (Boom  738),  on  the  Wednesday  preoedlng. 


Summonses  before  the  BegUtrar  will  be  heard  at  the  Admiralty 
Begistry,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice  (Room  780  or  729),  at  11  A.X. 
on  eyery  Wednesday  and  Saturday  during  the  same  period. 


The  Admiralty  Beffistr^  and  the  Marshal's  Office  are  on  the  Third 
Floor  of  the  West  Wing,in  Booms  Nos.729to  744,  and  are  open 
from  10  to  4,  except  on  Saturday,  and  during  the  Long  Vacatloik,. 
the  Christmas  YaoatioB,  and  on  Whit  Tuesday,  whan  the  hoon- 
are  from  10  to  2. 

The  Long  Yacatkn  is  from  August  18th  to  October  28rd,  and  the 
Christmas  Vacation  ffom  December  24th  to  January  6th,. 
induriye. 

The  Offices  are  closed  on  Good  Friday,  Easter  Eye,  Easter  Monday 
and  Tueeday,  and  Whit  Monday,  also  on  Christmas  Day,  and 
ttie  next  following  working  day. 

Begistraz's  Boom,  780;  Assistant  Begistrar'sBoonak,  720;  Beference 
Boom,  748;  Marshal's  Boom,  740. 


THE  KING'S  PROCESSION. 


ROYAL   COURTS   OF   JUSTICE. 

Sufxbintxmdeht's  Offioe. 
October  15tA,  1902. 

AH  Tickets  issued  for  Stands  to  view  the  Coronation  Procession  on 
i27th  of  June  last,  at  the  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  will  be  ayail- 
ie  for  the  Procession  on  the  25th  of  October. 

Leokabd  Sabtobis, 

Superintendent 


Tbe  Courts  and  Offices  will  be  closed  at  the  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice 
'fiatoiday  the  25th,  on  the  occasion  of  the  Boyal  Procession. 


IfiatQi 

r 


MICHAELMAS    SITTINGS,    1902. 

SERVICE  AT  WESTMINSTER  ABBEY, 

Fbidat,  Ootobkb  24th^  1902. 

Oil  the  occasion  of  the  reK>peniDg  of  the  Law  Courts,  a  Special 
[^oe  will  be  held  at  Westminster  Abbey,  at  11 .45  a.m.,  which  the 
uttd  C3iaDcellor  and  His  Majesty's  Judges  will  attend. 


In  order  to  ascertain  what  spaco  wilf  be  required.  Members  of  the 
Junior  Bar  wishing  to  be  present  are  requested  to  send  their  names 
on  or  before  Wednesday,  the  22nd  Ootobor,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
General  Council  of  the  Bar,  2  Hare  Court,  Temple,  E.C. 

Barristers  attending  the  Service  must  wear  robes,  and  should  be  at 
the  Jerusalem  ChamW,  Westminster  Abbey  (Dean's  Yard  Entrance), 
where  robing  aocommodation  will  be  provided,  not  later  than 
11.80  a.m. 

A  limited  number  of  Seats  in  the  South  Transept  will  be  reserved 
for  friends  of  Members  of  the  Bar,  to  whom  one  Ticket  of  Admission 
(or  if  possible  two)  will  be  issued  on  application  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  General  Council  of  the  Bar  on  or  before  Wednesday,  the  22nd 
October. 

No  Tickets  are  required  for  admission  to  the  North  Transept* 
which  is  open  to  the  Public. 

B.  B.  FniLAT, 
AUomeiff^QemefaL 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


LONG  VACATION,  1908. 


NOTICE. 

Bwring  Os  VfUioHon  unUi  fwriher  fio<tM.^— All  applioatioos  tMek 
may  require  id  he  immediaUiy  or  promptiy  heard  are  to  be  made  to  the 
Judges  who  for  the  iimd  being  shall  not  as  Yacation  Judges. 
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OOUBT  BUSINESS.^Mr.  JusTioi  Jslt,  one  of  the  Yaofttion 
Jadgei,  will,  until  further  notice,  sit  in  The  Lord  Chief  Justice's 
Court,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  at  10.80  a.m.  on  Wednesday  in 
eyery  week,  oommencing  on  Wednesday,  24th  of  Septemher  for  the 
purpose  of  heariog  such  Applications  of  the  above  nature  as,  according 
to  the  practice  in  the  Chancery  Division,  are  usually  heard  in  Court 

No  ecue  wOl  be  ntaoed  in  (Ke  Judg^i  Paper  unUae  leave  ha$  been 
previoudy  dbtainea,  or  a  Cerlifteate  of  Counsel  that  the  caae  reauires 
to  be  inimediatefy  or  promptly  heard,  and  etaiing  ooTusiiJy  the 
reasone,  i$  left  teUh  tJie  Papere. 

The  necessary  Papers  relating  to  eTery  explication  made  to  the 
Vacation  Judges  ^see  notice  below  as  to  Judges^  Papers)  are  to  be  left 
with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance.  Chancery  Begistrars*  Office, 
Boom  186,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  before  1  o'clock  on  the  Monday 
{orevious  to  the  day  on  which  the  application  is  intended  to  be  made. 
When  the  Cause  Clerk  is  not  in  attendance,  they  may  be  left  at 
Boom  186,  under  cover,  addressed  to  him,  and  marked  outside 
Chancery  VaeatUm  Papers,  or  they  mav  be  sent  by  post,  but  in  either 
oase  80  as  to  be  received  by  the  time  aioresaid. 

TJBQBNT  MATTEBS  WHEN  JUDGE  NOT  PBE8ENT  IN 
COUBT  OB  CHAMBEBS.— Application  may  be  made,  in  any  Caee 
■o/  Urgency y  to  the  Judge,  personally  (if  necessary),  or  by  post  or  rail,  pre- 
paid, accompanied  by  the  brief  of  Counsel,  office  copies  of  the  affidavits 
in  support  of  the  application,  and  also  by  a  minute,  on  a  separate  sheet 
of  paper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the  order  he  may  consider  the  AppL'cant 
entitled  to,  and  also  an  envelope,  sufficiently  stamped,  capable  of 
receiving  the  papers,  addressed  as  follows: — ^^ Chancery  Official 
Letter :  To  the  B(Dgistrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Begistran'  Offloe, 
Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  W.C*' 

On  Applications  for  Injunctions,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  copy  of 
the  writ,  and  a  certificate  of  writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent. 
The  papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Bogistrar. 
The  address  of  the  Judge  for  the  time  being  a^ing  as  Vacation 
Judge  can  be  obtained  on  application  at  Boom  136,  Boyal  Courts 
of  Justice, 

CHANCEBT  CHAMBEB  BUSINESS.^The  Chambon  of  Justices 
Kekswioh  and  Jotch  will  be  ^n  for  Vacation  Business  on  Tuesday, 
Wednesday,  Thursday,  and  Friday  in  every  week,  from  10  to  2 
o^olodk. 

KINO'S  BENCH  CHAMBEB  BUSINESS.— Mr.  Jumci  Jelt 
wUl,  until  further  notice,  sit  for  the  disposal  of  King's  Bench 
Business  in  Judges'  Chambers  on  Tuesday  and  Thursday  in  every 
week,  commencing  on  Thursday,  18th  of  September. 

PBOBATE  AND  DIVOBCE.~Summonses  will  be  heard  by  the 
Begistear,  at  the  Principal  Pzvbate  Begistry,  Somerset  House,  every 
day  during  the  Vacation  at  11.80.  Motions  will  be  heard  by  the 
Begistrar  on  Wednesdays,  the  24th  September,  and  the  8th  October, 
at  12.80.  In  matters  that  cannot  be  dealt  with  by  a  Begistrar,  appli- 
cation may  be  made  to  the  Vacation  Judge  by  motion  or  summons. 

Decrees  nisi  will  be  made  absolute  by  the  Vacation  Judge  on 
Wednesdays,  the  1st  and  15th  October. 

A  summons  (whether  before  Judge  or  Begistrar)  must  be  entered 
at  the  Begistry,  and  case  and  papers  for  motion  (whether  before  Judge 


or  Bogistrar)  and  papers  for  making  decrees  absolute  must  be  filed  it 
the  Begistry  before  2  o'clock  on  the  preceding  Friday. 

JUDGE'S  PAPEBS  FOB  USE  IN  COUBT.^CHAHanrDimui, 
— ^The  following  Papers  for  the  Vacation  Judge  are  required  to  bi 
left  with  the  Cause  Clerk  in  attendance  at  the  Chancery  Begistiii^ 
Office,  Boom  186,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justio^  on  or  before  1  o^dbck  oa 
the  Monday  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  Application  tai  tiaj 
Judge  is  intended  to  be  made : — 

1.  Counsel's  Certificate  of  Urgency,  or  Note  of  Speoisl  LeiM 

granted  by  the  Judge. 
i.  Two  Copies  of  Writ  and  two  Copies  of  Pleadings  (if  uej^ 
and  any  other  doonments  shewing  the  nature  of  ttij 
Application. 
8.  Two  Copies  of  Notice  of  Motion. 

4.  Office  Copy  Affidavits  in  support,  and  also  AfiUsTiti  ^ 

eskswer  (if  any).  1 

A:^.— Solicitors  are  requested,  when  the  Application  hss  M 

disposed  of,  to  apply  at  once  to  the  Judge's  Clerk  in  Court  Um  M 

return  of  their  papers.  1 

CbAVGBBT  BlQISTBABS'  OFnOK, 
BOTAL  COUBTB  OF  JuSTIOl, 

September,  1902. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

October  13.    The  KING  has  been  pleased,  by  Wanant  under 
Majesty's  Boyal  Sign  Manual,  bearing  date  the  11th  iofetiu^ 
appoint  Stuart  Cunningham  Macaskie,  Esq.,  K.O.,  to  be  Reo«^ 
of  the  City  of  Sheffield,  in  the  room  of  Samuel  Danks  Waddj, 
KC,  resigned. 

October  13.  The  KING  has  been  pleased,  by  Warrant  ToSttM 
Majesty's  Boyal  Sign  Manual,  bearing  date  the  11th  inilMyj 
appoint  Samuel  Hill  Smith  Lofthouse,  Esq.,  K.C.,  to  be  Bfiww 
of  the  Borough  of  Doncaster,  in  the  room  of  Stuart  ConoiiigbM 
Macaskie,  Esq.,  K.C.,  resigned. 

Mr.  F.  Brinsley-Harpcr  (of  the  firm  of  Lumley  &  Lumley),  of  15i 
Jewry  Chambers,  K.C.,  has  been  appointed  the  Clerk  and  ftJi 
to  the  Trustees  of  Bichard  Cloodaaley  s  Charity  (The  8l 
Estate),  Islington,  under  their  New  Scheme. 


PBOPESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLYBIX 

Albert  William  Large  and  Henry  Ernest  Major  (Large  A  Mtjoi 
Solicitors,  Leamington,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  September  30. 

Edward  PaUing  Little^  Henry  Hamilton  Mills,  and  FerdiMi* 
Samford  Whittingham  (Little,  Mills  &  WhittinghamX  Soliciaj 
Stroud,  Gloucester,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  October  1,  so  w  ■ 
concerns  H.  H.  Mills. 


NOW  BBADT.    Demy  8va,  doih,  10». 


A  Digest  of  tbe  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insnraflcii. 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

Auihar  of^A  IHgui  of  th$  Law  of  BiUi  of  Exehango,''  ''Th$  SaU  of  Ooodi  Act,  including  the  Factan  AnU!"  i^\ 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Iimer  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  AUianoe,  Marine  and  General  A«8uranoe  Ga,  Ltd. 


"  Th«  book  Is  A  most  oodgIm  ukI  Taloablo  tzpodtkm  of  the  ezkUng  Uw,  and  we  oordbOlj  lecomniend  It  to  aU  who  hATe  to  do  with  nurine  insBrM>ce.''-^a<ff*¥  A^** 
u  u..^  «_. W-.  W-.V  , .  .. « ..  ^ V      s  thteaAUtlon  to  legal  llteratme."— I<wr  Timu. 


•*  We  feel  sue  that  both  ]Kwjtn  and  the  mercantile  world  wUl  wd 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.|  clothp  278.  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1898. 

%*  The  Bapplement  can  be  had  eeparately,  limp  61oth»  Sa.  Od. 

I>J&RBir    and    BOSJ&NQUST' 

OH  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 


IN 


♦ 


F.  A. 


ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

sacoisriD  3nr>ia?ioisr. 

BY 

BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCH  ANT.  Barrister-at-Law. 


''Twenty-six  yean  have  dapfied  sinoe  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Boeanqiiet*s  Tieatiae  on  the  Statutes  of  Limita-r 
Dniin^  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  having 
M-odnced.    The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  prepwition  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
ii^edal  handboofaiinaUcasesinwhidi  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  Andinthe 
1  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  the 
D8t«e  A(^  1888— and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  monv  points  relating  to 
t  limitation  of  actions.    Li  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  Mr. 
luiqiiet.    The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examination 
iii  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — ^the  want  of  a  reliable 
^1  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.    The  plan  of  the  new  edition  follows 
ntially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  r^ard  to  the  causes  abeady  mentioned,  it  has 
I  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re>write  the  entire  book.** — Law  (^rterly  Review. 

LosDOv:  WILLIAM  GLOWES  h  SONS,  Limitid,  Law  Pubushkbs,  7,  Flsrt  Stbiit,  E.G. 

Demy  avo.,  oloth,  128.  Cd.  

HE    STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE  LAW  AND  PRACTICE  QB.  WITH  APPENDICES. 

'  Containing  the  Rules  and  R^ulations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Securities, 
i  By  B.   B.   SPBNOBB    BBODHXHEUST,   M.A.,   B.OX., 

.  OF  THB  nnnBB  TBIFLI,  BABBI0TKB-AT-LAW. 

K»;^£l?^i^^^***^*'***^***°?*'S^?^^  I     "Thta  book  gives  %  very  lotarasUng  Md  lueftd  aoooimt  of  tbe  Uw  uid  pTadict 

gy  wl<em  tbo  work  m  eztramrtf  ▼•InaUe     Its  author  bu  BMstoed  Stodc    incidental  to  dwdtaffi  In  atofkB  and  •hawai    It  oontalS^ltiiat  is  naedfU  to  be  known 
Bj»  »SJ2SS??LlL*  ^«»*>«'^ «»«»'•  "*  t»p«n«led  than  with  marked    iySS^Sockteotoiad the Uwyer."-^^ 


I        London:   WILLIAM  GLOWES  ft  SONS,  Lnorm,  Law  PuBLiSHraa,  7,  Plkbt Stbbbt,  E.G. 

SEOOND  EDITION.    Demy  8?o.,  doth,  Kk  64  

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

I  (THB    laAW    BELATINQ    TO> 

1  OOMPBJUUKI 

teE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

[   %0a«r  wUh  an  AjjpenXx  emtaining  MoM  Rules,  and  the  Farm  cgjpended  to  the  Treasury  BegtdaHone,  1897. 
By  P.  BADEN  FULLBB,  B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

HJe  on  thoioHgUy  recommend  the  unbUcaUon  to  the  Chief  and  Dtetrict  Offldala  of  all  Friendly  Sodetiea."— JWan^  SoeUHet'  Steffrder. 
lU;  Fnlte  baa  dealt  with  the  law  and  piactioe  relating  to  Friendlj  Sodettea  In  «  olear  and  ooncftM  manner,  and  Ua  book  abooU  be  In  the  handa  of  aU  ] 
b  the  wockinc  ^  Friendly  Sodetlea."— JroMcAMtw  Owriar. 
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Second  Edition,  tbOTvagblj  Revised.   Demy  8vo.,  2  Vols.,  elotli,  888. 
Casli  Prioe,  808.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By   THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  BSiddle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  London  UnirenitT;   B.A.,  late  Sdiolar  and  Student  of  TrinHy  Collet 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  hi  Real  Property  and  Equity;   Holder  of  ue  First  Certificate  of  Honour,  Michaehnas,  1869;    ^ 
Jomt  Author  of  Cleike  and  Brett's  Conveyandnsp  Acts ;  Author  of  Brett^s  Bankruptcy  Act,  Z883.  and  of 
Leadm^  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Eqmty  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooety. 

%*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  Ib  to  bring  into  ■peoial  piominenoe  the  pretent  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  irlih  pait  kw,cr  ibj 
which  Ib  practically  obsolete,  ao  far  as  it  is  neoeasaiy  to  eoable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  preaeut. 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  obeerre  in  the  pieaent  edition  the  marks  of  oareftd 
TCvidon.  ...  It  is  a  oomprebenBlTe  oatUne  of  existing  Engliah  law, 
eontained  in  a  maryellooaly  amall  compaaa,  well  arranged,  and  ao 
oontriTed  b^  the  insertion  of  iUostratiTe  cases  and  extiMts,  as  to  be 
Interesting  instead  of  repuklTe  to  the  student.  On  scnae  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  ihortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settied  Land  Acto,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improTed,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractiTe  type  and 
oouTenient  siae  of  the  yolumee.*' — SoUeUonf  Journal, 

^The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bntt 
shigularly  fortunate  in  being  caUed  upon  so  soon  to  bring 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  opporti 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  fUeads,  ud 
critioism  A  his  reviewers,  by  correctinR  the  enors  which  sen  i 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  suaas 
Acts  which  have^  smce  the  publication  of  nis  first  editioD,  U 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  sa  exceedingly  aaUve  legiilatan.*- 
iJawJowmdL 

**  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  nev  ediliai 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  BeMa*^ 
Law  Notes, 


LovDOV:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitid,  Law  Fublishbius,  7,  Tunr  STBBKr,  E.C. 


Seventh  Edition^     Royal  8vo.f  cloth,  88s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Qontaiiiiiiff  a  foil  exposition  of  the  PrincipleB  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  indnding  the  Law  nnder  the  Banbnpb 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankraptcj  (Discharge  and  Olosnre)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  BiIIb  of  h 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  PriTate  Arnmgements  wit 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  oomprising  the  Statutes,  Bules,  OrdeiB  u 
Forms,  indnding  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  ^ 

BY 

GEORGE  YOUNG   ROBSON,   Esq., 

BarrlBter-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

« In  spite  of  rivals,  Bobwn'i  Law  and  PradicB  la  Sosiftniiiioy-an  exoeUent  treatise,  wo  always  thought-aMintai»i  its  po^tij*  ^ jj 
literature.    It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.    The  sixtt  edition  was  irablished  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequjit^f  ftrtA^^ 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.    The  dhapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.    Beyond  u«^ 
are  no  changes.    The  Judicial  di^^ri^s  of  recent  yean  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remahu  an  efficient  and  sp4»on 
t6xi-bodk.''^Xais  Times,  ^^ 

'•This  Btaudazd  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reaohed  another  edition,  the  anther  wisely  considering  that,  in  (xmseqineaoa  ofOe  "g 
important  esses  recently  dedded  and  the  inroe  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  deaiiaUe.  We  compUment  the  lfiM»d  ai^^J 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  weUnptodate.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  ^t^,*»«JW  ^TS* 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  poisoss  the  wise  course  of  issuing  £rash  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  ahaU  be  able  to  soas^ 

editions  the  same  praise.'*— XowJFofor.  ^_______ 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS.— No.  7. 


Session  1902. 


lAft^  as  far  as  possHle,  of  MifKOTiVi  Oantei  otUy. 


•:} 


GAUSES  STANDING  FOB  HEARING. 

iiBDn  and  Others  v.  Smart  and  Others.        •        •        • 
mn  f.  Ogden  and  Othere  (ex  parte  as  to  certain  Bespon-^ 

*«*•) / 

jihrkoe  «.  Sir  John  Maxwell  Stirling  Maxwell    . 
litiiigluun    Permanent    Benefit    Building   Society 
Ihontan  •••.••.. 
jGug  V.  Kemp  or  Nelson  and  Others  (Abated) 
lUiDgton  and  Another  v.  Banmann  and  Others    . 
ki,  Limited  v.  Perfecta  Seamless  Steel  Tabe  Company^ 

|d  of  Home  v.  Lord  Belhaven  and  Stenton  et  ^  corUra    . 
h  and  Chapter  of  Chester  v.  Lord  Bishop  of  Chester) 

^Another / 

'   I  United  Tramways  Company,  Limited  v.  FitzGerald 

i  Brothers  Bobbin  Company,  Limited,  and  Another^ 
^¥iJsoii  and  Company,  Bamsley,  Limited .        .        .  / 

I  and  North  Western  Railway  Company  v.  Walker^ 
lAnother j 

1  and  Comities  Bank,  Limited  v.  Gordon 

1  Clinton  v.  Duke  of  Newcastle    .        •         .        . 
.olitaa  Bailway  Company  v.  Great  Western  Railwayl 

CbopaDy  and  Othexs j 

idlej  and  Another  V.  Carritt 

iLanav.  The  City  Line,  Limited      .... 
Arihor  Eekewiok  and  Others  v.  Barker  and  Others     . 
idoo,  City  and  Midland  Bank,  Limited  v.  Gordon 
nett  V.  Elliott 


d  of  Mexboroagh  v.  Sayile 
tistt  V.  Ydckman  and  Others    . 
|m  (pauper)  v.  Lewthwaite  or  Paton 


Scotland. 

England. 

ScotUnd. 

England. 

Scotland. 
England. 

England. 

Scotland. 

England. 

Ireland. 

England. 

England. 

England. 
England. 

England. 

England. 
England. 
England. 
England. 
England. 
England. 
England. 
Scotland. 


Gardner    «.    Hodgaon's    Kingston    Brewery   Company,^ 

Limited    • / 

Hnlthen  v.  C.  A.  Stewart  and  Company. 

London,  TUBnry  and  Soathend  Railway  Company  v.  Giass-l 

cock  (ex  parte) / 

Starkey  v,  Goyemor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England 

Inderwick  and  Others  v.  Tatchell  and  Others  . 

H.  and  0.  Gnm)n,  Limited  v.  Sonth  Wales  and  Liverpool  I 

Steamship  dompany,  Limited      •        •        •         «         •/ 
XJpperton  (panper)  v.  Sir  Matthew  White   Ridley  and) 

Another / 

Scottish  Provident  Institution  v.  Allan    .... 
City  of  London  Electric  Lighting  Company,  Limited  t;.^ 

Mayor,  ftc.  of  London  e<  ^  contra / 

Chamberlain  and   Hookham,  Limited  v.  Mayor,  ftc.  ol 

.Bradford •         • 

Colls  V.  Home  and  Colonial  Stores,  Limited     .        • 
Close  Brothers  and  Company  v.  Assets  Development  Com-) 

pany,  Limited  6<  ^  oonira / 


1 


England. 

England. 

England. 

England. 
England. 

England. 

England 
Scotland. 
England 

Englandi 
England. 
England. 


CAUSE  WAITING  FOR  JUDGMENT. 

ILcffd  Ohaiioellor. 
Lord  MaonaghteB..- 
Loid  Bobertaon. 
Lddliindley. 


CLAIMS  OF  PEERAGE  DEPENDING. 

Norfolk  (Earldom). 

Daroy  de  Knayth.  MeyniQ  and  Fauconberg  (Baronies). 

Taaffe  (Claim  to  Vote). 

Poulett  (Earldom). 


SUPREME    COURT    OF    JUDICATURE. 

MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902, 


THE    COURT    OP    APPEAL. 


Appeal  Goubt  L— Notioi. 
he  Appeals  or  other  Business  proposed  to  be  taken  in  this  Court  will,  from  time  to  time,  be  announced  in  the  Daily  Cause  List. 


Apfial  Goubt  IL— Nonox. 

hB  Appeals  or  other  Business  proposed  to  be  taken  in  this  Court  will,  from  time  to  time,  be  announced  in  the  Daily  Cause  List. 


Judgment  Resebyed. 

APPEAL. 

From  ike  Chancery  Division, 

(Genkbal  List.) 

In  re  Lloyd 

Uofd  Lloyd   appl.  of  B.  L.  Allen  k  anr. 

from  oixler  of  Mr.  Ju^ce  Far- 


weU,  dttted  Nov.  i,  1001  (Heixd 
before  VAUghanWiUUms,  Romer, 
and  StlrUQg,  L.J.J.) 

C.A.T.  July  22 


APPEAM 
From  the  Chancery  Division,  the  FrobaUy 
Divorce  and  Admiralty  Division  {Pro- 


late  and    Divorce),   and    the    County 
FaUxUne  and  Stannaries  Courts. 

Genbbal  List.  1900. 

,  /In  ro  The  New  Zealand  ICidland  By.  Co.  Id. 
^  ISmifh  (on  behalf*  fto.)  «.  Lubbock    appl.  of  The 
IndoBtrial  and  General  Trasi  Id. 

{CkmUnued  on  page  264.] 
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FlXDAT, 

Satdbdat 


MOHDAT 

TrasDAT 
WuxneiDAT 

TuUltSDAT 

Fbidat 


Oct.  21 


H    29 
H    30 

n     (1 


Satubdat,     Nov.    1 


MOVDAT 
TUtfDAT 

Wkdvmdat 

ToUBgDAT 

Fbidat 
Satdbdat 


MOHDAT 
TUBBDAT 

Wbdnbsdat 
Thubsdat 

Fbidat 

Satttrdat 


10 
11 

12 
13 
U 

15 


MOBDAT 
TUESDAT 

17 
18 

Wbdvbsdat 

TOUBSDAT 

Fbidat 

19 
20 
21 

Satubdat 

f» 

22 

Mokdat 
Tubsdat 

99 

»» 

2^ 
25 

Wbdnbsdat 

Thubsdat 

Fbidat 

»» 

99 

w 

2C 
27 

28 

Satubdat 

99 

20 

Mondat 

TUEBDAT 

Dec.  1 

M        - 

SUPREME   COURT    OF    JUDICATURK 

MICHAELMAS  BITTING8,  1902. 


Court  of  Appeal. 


APP£AL  COUBT. 

(Or  APPEAL  OOUBT  Vo.  L) 

JVmI,  IMtrlMnionr  and  New 
Trial  AgpeaUfnm  the  KUnfTt 
BmA  DMtiom,  Fiml  and 
Jnterioeutorif  Avpeah  from  the 
AdmiraUif  DiMon,  and  Omm 
in  JnT€  Ikt  Wwhmtn't  Oom- 
jmuation  Jet,  or  otUr  Aijmmm 
pnpoted  to  te  tahm  in  thU 
Court,  wiU,  from  Urn*  to  Mm, 
be  announced  in  the  DaUjf 
•OauM'UtL 


AXVEAL  OOOBT. 
(nr  APPEAL  OOUBT  Vo.  XL) 

KMri  and  Interlocutory  4aMaIff 
frvmAeOhaneerwDS9it(on,ihe 
FretKOe  and  Dieoroe  JHvuion, 
Bankruptcy  andLunaofAppedlt 
and  Appeali  from  the  Lanuuter 
and  Durham  PalaHne  Oeurtt, 
or  other  Butineu  propoaed  to  he 
taken  in  thU  Oeurt,  wiU,frem 
time  to  time,  be  announced  in 
the  Da£ljf  Cauee  LitL 


HIGH  COURT  OF  JTJSTICB- 


OEAICDBBT  OOUBT  L 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Eekewich. 


The  following  will  be  tlie 
Order  of  Bustneei  :— 

Monday— Chamber    Snm- 


Tueeday— Short  Canses, 
Petitionfl  and  Adjonnied 
Sammonsee. 

Wednesday  and  Thursday 
— ^Adjourned  Summonsee. 

Friday — Motions  and  Ad- 
journed Sommonses. 

Saturday— Adjourned  Snm- 


Aotions  without  Witnesses 
(uot  marked  short)  and 
Further  Oonsider&tions 
will  be  heard  on  days 
fiom  time  to  ^time  an- 
nounced in  Daily  Cause 
List. 

Short  Causes  will  be  put 
into  Tuesday's  List  on 
the  necessary  papers  (in- 
cluding minutes)  being 
left  with  the  Judge's 
Clerk. 

N.B.^Betained  Actions 
with  Witnesses,  and  any 
other  cases  with  Wit- 
nesses which  it  is  con- 
venient for  Mr.  Justice 
Kekewich  to  try,  not- 
withstanding that  he  is 
ordinarily  taking  Non- 
Witness  Business  only, 
will  be  taken  at  timrs  to 
be  announced  in  the 
Daily  Cause  List 


OHAIGEBTOOmiE 

Before  Mr. 
JuBtice  Bybnk 


Motions  .     •    .    • 
Short    Causes,    F^titioi^: 

Rooedare    Saminooii 

and  Non-WitnssB  Lilt 
Sitting  in  Ghamben 
Ocmpaiiies*  Acts  sad  N» 

Witness  List 
Kon-WitnesB  List    . 

Ditto  .       .      . 

Motions  and  Kon-Wiiaai 

List     .        ... 
Short    CansM,   Felitiw^ 

Procedure    SmsmoDfli^ 

andKon-WitaMliii. 
Sitting  in  Chambsn 
Companies'  Acts  tiid  No* 

Witness  List 
NoD-Witnen  List  . 

Ditto 
Motions  and  KoD-Witn« 

List. 
Short     Causes,    Fetitioi^ 

Procedure    SummooM 

and  Non-Witnen  list. 
Sitting  in  Chamben 
Companies'  Acts  and  Ka 

Witness  List 
Non- Witness  List    . 

Ditto 
Motions  and  Non-Wita 

List 
Short    Causes,    PetiM 

Procedure    SuxnmooM^ 

and  Non-Witae88  List 
Sitting  in  Chamb^    ^^ 
Companies'  Acts  and  Nor 

Witness  List 
Non-Witness  List    . 

Ditto 
Motions  and  Non-WitiMf 

List 
Short     Causes,   Petitifla^ 

Procedure     Smnmonae^ 

and  Non-WitnesB  list 
Sitting  in  Chamben 
CoDipanies'  Acts  and  Koa- 

Witness  List 
Non- Witness  Libt    . 

Ditto  .       ..^_. 

Motions  and  Non-Witwai 

List. 
Short    Causes,    PetitKrt» 

Procedure     SummoMa^ 

and  Non-Witness  List. 

Sitting  in  Chambers        • 

Companies'  Acte  and  Non- 


Witness  List 
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MlCHAELMAa  SITTINGS,  1902. 


OHANCEBY  DIVISION. 


LQKD  OEAiaELLOB'S  OOUBT. 

Before 
Mr.  JustiGe  Farwelu 


Impt  wben  other  BofiineiB  is 
•iwtiied  in  the  Daily  Oaiue 
IM  Mi.  Jnrtioe  Fabwbll  wiU 
ttkeacaoiifl  with  WitoesMi  daily 
thraoghoat  the  Bittingi. 


OEAirOEBT  OOUBT  17. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Bucklky. 


EUra'B  BEHOH  oonsT  I. 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  SvviNFEN  Eady. 


Exoept    when    other    Business   is  !  Motions                         *    ,    ' 

advertised  in  the   Daily   Cause  :  Short  Causes,  Pelitions,  and  General 

List   Mr.  Justice  Buckley  will  j  Paper, 
take  Actions  with  Witnesses  daily  i 

throughout  the  Sittings  to   the  Sitting  in  Chamhera 

exclusion  of  other  Business.  General  Paper      .... 


OEAVCSBT  COUET  m. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Joyce. 


Except  when  other  Business  is 
advertised  in  the  Daily  Cause 
List  Mr.  Justice  Joyce  will  take 
Actions  with  Witnesses  daily 
througboat  the  Sittings. 

N.B.— On  Octoher  24th,  25th  and 
27th  the  Hetained  Non-Witness 
Busioess  will  be  taken.  Witness 
Actions  will  be  commenced  on 
Tucsdty,  October  28th. 


Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper    . 

Liverpool  and  Manchester  Business 


FUDAT, 

Saturi  ay 


Monday 
Tuesday 

Wedvesday 

'Fbcbsday 

Fbiday 


Oct.     24 

n         2.1 


27 

2^ 


Sitting  in  Chambers      .  Mohday 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General     Tuesday 

Paper.  ' 

General  Paper  •  Wednesday 

Ditto THUBSpAY 

Motions  and  General  Paper   .  Friday 


Short  Censes.  Petitions,  and  General 
Paper. 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

General  Paper      .... 


Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 

Manchester  and  Liverpool  Business 


Sitting  in  Chambers      . 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 

Paper. 
General  Paper      .... 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 
Paper. 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

General  Paper      .... 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper  . 


Liverpool  and  Manchester  Business 


Sittiag  in  Chamben      • 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General 
Paper. 

[Cj/i/i.  ff  d  on  nejrl 


Saturday 


MOEDAY 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

Satteday 


Monday 
Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

Saturday 


Monday 

iUESDAY 

Wednesday 

I'buiibday 

Friday 

Saturday 


Monday, 
Tuesday 


Dec 


30 
31 


Satubday,      Not.      1 


3 
4 

5 

a 

7 


10 
II 

12 
13 
14 

15 


«  17 

„  18 

„  19 

„  20 

,.  21 

„  22 


24 
25 


27 
28 

29 
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Wednesday, 

Thubsdat 

Fbidat 

Baturdat 


Mondat 
TunDAT 

Wednesday 

Thubsday 

Friday 

Batvbday 


Monday 
Tuesday 

Wednesday 
Thubsday 

Fbiday 


Saturday 


Deo.   8 

«      5 


Court  of  Appeal. 


APPEAL  OOUBT. 


IBee  page  2&d.] 


APPEAL  OODfiT. 


JM  APPXAL  OOUBT  Vo.  L)  QX  APRAL  OOOXT  Vo.  IL) 


[_8ee  page  260.] 


fflGH  COUBTOP  JUSTICE- 


OEAiaEBT  OOUBT  L 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Kekkwich. 


I8ee  page  260.1 


20 


70 
11 
\Y 

13 

15 
16 

17 

•         •         .         .            .         ..         .         .i.         •         .         •         • 

•     ^       .         .         .         .         •     1       .         •         .         •         • 

i 

f^ 

]8 
19 

OHAlOEBTCOtlBTE 

Before  Mr. 
Justice  Btrn& 


Nob- Wilness  Lilt    . 
Ditto  •       . 

Hotknis  and  NoB-WiinMi 

List 
Short    Cftnses,   Petftfas^ 

PkooeduFo    Svudbobh 

andNoB-WitBe«IuL 
Bitting  in  Chambeit 
Ck>mpanie8'  Acta  and  Noi- 

Witness  List 
Non-Witness  List    . 

Ditto 
Motions  ond  NoD-Witnoi 


Short  Gaoses,  PedtkBi^ 
Pioocdare  BnomoBie^ 
and  Non- Witness  Ust 

Sitting  in  GbAmben 

Oompanies*  Acts  and  Xfli* 
Witness  List 

NoD-Witness  List    .     • 

MotioDB  and  Noa-WttaM 
List 

Bemaining  MotkmiCtf  uf) 
Short  Oanses,  Mlkii^ 
PxooedQie    SnmmooH 
and  Non-WitDM  Lot 

Bemaining  Shoit  OMBe% 
Petitions,  PiQcedm 
Bvnmonses,  and  K» 
Witness  List 


The  WUmeu  JeliMit  ntaM  If 

fnmUwMt^timetm^ 
4^  the  Xi^n-Witmu  U*  mg 
Mmtt;  Ami  MtUm  md  /» 
Hom^BiUtihpe^httAmf 


Fridtt^t  afid  AUwilapiiiVVi 

A]ij€taHr2uMM  to  l(  Mrf 
M  a  Short  GSBN  ^^Jti 
mm*td  im  m  0mm  M^^ 
ImH  mm  dmr  4ar  Ij^  **< 
mmeemUmi^wn 
UUmhmii.   At 


of  mlnvtcB  of  Ike  m^J^jft 
meat  or  Older.  MHl It UJ* 
Cmrt  wStk  a*  AMpA  jOs* 


dtfmM  monimmatdk 
tmi^A§Pep§r. 
irfB^TU  fMambig  Ftfvt  m 
Fmtker  amtiStnaiteeni^ 

fhevniMnd  JodSBB^  orwHi 

bekfttoOBWtiiShltoJWgi 

I^nthar'ooMldJ&i  h  iHr 
to  cpme  Itio  tb«  Pip^' 
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SUPREME    COURT   OF   JUDICATURE. 

MICHAELMAS  SITTINaS.  IWi-eontintttd. 

CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


LOBD  dHAVOBLLOB'S  OOUBT. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Fabwell. 


OHANGBRT  COUBT  lY. 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Buckley. 


[See  page  2G1.] 


OHAIOEBT  OOUBT  IIL 

Before 
Mr.  Justice  Joyce. 


[.S^jKi^SGl.] 


kh&'s  behoh  ooitbt  l 

Before  Mr. 

Justice  SwiNFEN  Eady. 


Qeneral  Paper      .... 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 

Short  Canfiea,  Petitions,  and  General 
Fftper. 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Qenenu  Paper      .        .        .        . 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Motions  and  General  Paper   . 

.Manchester  and  Liyeipool  Bna'ncss 

Sitting  in  Chambers 

Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  Gencrttl 

Paper. 
General  Pftper      •        •        .        • 
Motions  ana  General  Paper   . 

General  Paper      .        •        •        . 


Wkdkisdat,    Dec.      3 
Thursday  „       4 

Friday  r>       5 


Saturday 


Monday 

TUXSDAY 

Wkdkbsday 

Thursday 

Friday 

Saturday 


Monday 
Tuesday 

WiDnSDAY 

Thursday 
Fridat 


I 


Short  Causes,  Petitions,  and  General  I  Saturday 
Paper.  ■ 


Any  Out  intmdU  to  hthmrd  at  a  Short 
Cm—  wmttUm  mtrkti  im  tkt  Caum  Book 

UfmUmtkt  PwMr  to  M  to  I 
OoptoiarMinta  — 
«r  (MvMMl  I 


*9ftr  to  Of  tD  kmtdL    Two 
MoftliinnpoMlJiidciiieot  I 
to  If^i  te  Cburi  wSk  tU  ' 


Ogn.«re  ' 


CoMM  U  to  te  jwf  ill  tt«  Ptiftr, 
N.B.— TIm  folloiraig  Fmn  «b  Fur. 
nqnirad  fir  ttw  on  of^  JadiP^  Tj 

•r  Ordtr,  1  Owy  FUtmnat^  tmd  1  Oapsi 
J(!utor'<C^r<(4Mto,wAic4MMltek/lm  i 
amriwUktktJ^a^fnCkrkvmtlmirdat  ' 
btftntki  HHT^Ctin^Urmiigto  mmeiMiio 
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9 

10 
11 
12 

13 


15 
16 

17 
18 

19 


20 
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[Continue  J  from  page  259] 

tram  onler  of  Mr.  Jutloe  Keke- 
wfch.  datfrl  Apill  6,  IMO  (b-o.  Bot 
befjre  Nov.  8)  iUj  M 

1901. 

3  Tbe  MiaUnd  Kj.  Co.  v.  AVrUht  appl.  of  PlUb. 
frjot  onler  of  Mr.  Justloe  Byrne, 
dated  Feb.  14, 1901  (i.o.  tlU  legal 
represeuuUre  appotaited} 

AprUSO 

3  AJlato  I.av-mioe  It  Bullen  U.     appl.  of 

IX As.  from  titter  of  Mr.  Jnstloe 

Juj.e.datelJaly  31.  1901    part 

b.anl   (To  be  re-argned  bj  <»tfer) 

September  • 

4  Lor  J  II  ttlDgs    The  North  Eastern  Ej.  Co.    appl. 

of  Uells.  ftrom  order  of  Mr.  Jortlce 
Byrne,  dated  Aug.  IS,  1901  (s-o. 
4  weeks  nfter  No.  5  dlqMeed  of, 
byoivlei)  AugostM 

1802. 

5  Lord  HaMlDgs    Tbe  Xorth  Eastern  Ry.  Go.    appl. 

of  miffs,  from  order  of  Mr.  JneUoe 
Byrne,  dated  AprU  8,  1901  fad- 
vanced  by  order;  AprU  18 


ilii  re  Kent 
•  {imparl 


1801. 


Morgan 


rollanl  ft  Settled  Land  Acta    appL 
of  Mr.  Jna- 


iLeppard 

of  Pltlb.  from  order 

tice  K»rwell,  datel  Ang.  ft,  19U1 

put  heard  (8.o.  Nov.  1.  by  order) 

DeoemberlT 

f    Beanctt  Stotie    appl.  of  Pltff.  tnm  oivser  of 

Mr.  Jiutice  Buckley,  dated  Nov. 

13, 1901  December  31 

^  ( In  re  Hnztalle 

"  ( UaztaUe  Crawford    appl.  of  Attarney-Qen. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Jortice  Far- 
wtH,  dated  Nov.  S3,  1901 

December  28 

1802 

^  /tn  re  Mi«  V.  J.  Maaterson,  de3. 

i  fievauluj  Dumas  k  on.    appl.  of  Deft,  k  an. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Jnatlce  Qyme, 

dated  Aog.  6, 1901       January  28 

19    Aloflwoith  k  ore.  e.  WUdlog  k  an.    appL  of  Pltfh. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Juatlce  Joyoe, 

dated  Ang.  8,  1901      January  28 

It    8.  A.  M.  Oalr  (widow)  «.  A.  TolhnrBt  k  en.    appl. 

t  f  Pltff.  from  order  of  Mr.  Juatioe 

Kekewteh,  dated  Nov.  7, 1901 

Jannarr  29 

1  i    Wrfght  Carter  k  on.    mppL  of  Pltff.  frcm 

Older  of  Mr.  Josrice  Kekewkb. 

dated  Jan.  31, 1903      January  U9 

13  Lewia  Baflco    appl.  of  Deft,  from  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewlcb,  dated 
Nov.  4, 1901  Febrnary  3 

14  Sebactian  Ziana  de  Ferrant  v.  The  British  Tbomp- 

ion  Honaton  Co.  Id.  appl.  of 
P.tff.  flrum  order  of  Mr.  Jostice 
Swinfen  Eady,  dated  Jan.  30, 
1902  Febrnary  10 

SS  Tbe  Acetylene  Ulumlnatlng  Co.  Id.  It  anr.  v.  The 
United  idkall  Co.  Id.  appl.  of 
Pltflik  fkom  order  of  Mr.  Jnatioe 
Buckley,  dated  Feb.  3, 1902 

Febmazy  11 

19  J.  W.  Graen  LL  v.  Hill  appl.  of  PltfBk  from  older 
of  Mr.  Jiatloe  BccUey.  dated 
Feb.  10, 1803  Febrnary  34 

.,  /In  re  Jf4ia  Scott,  deo. 

*'  (Lan^tun  Scott   appL  of  A.  Langton  k  on. 

tnm  ofder  of  Mr.  Jwttoe  Keke- 
wich,  dated  Jan.  14, 1903 

March  3 

18  Evav,  Willi  .ma  k  an,  v.  Etymon  It  ora.  appl.  of 
Defta.  tram  order  of  Mr.  J  nstlce 
Byrne,  dated  Feb.  12, 1902 

March  6 

t.f  Pltffa.  from  order  of  Mr  Jua^ 
tloe  Bockl^,  dated  Jan.  SI.  1902 
March  6 

SO    Joseph  Joeeph  appL  of  Pltff.  Morria  from 

order  of  Mr.  Jnitloe  Kekewlcb, 
dated  Feb.  s7, 1902        March  13 

31  Meyer  ft  anr.  Green  appl.  of  Pltff.  fttmi  order  of 
M^  Jnatke  Bockley,  dated  Jan. 
28, 1903  March  13 

S3    Kopp  BoMnwald    appl.   of  Deft,  from 

order  of  Mr.  Jnetlce  Bockley, 
dated  March  6, 1903       March  17 

33    In  the  Matter  of  the  RegleterMl  Trade  Mark,  No. 


/In  re  Parkin 


107,351  In  Cam  23  of  A  ft  A. 
Orooipto-i  ft  Co.  It  and  in  ths 
Matter  of  the  Patents,  Derigna  ft 
Trade  Mark  Acts,  1883  to  1888 
appl.  of  A.  Onndsge  and  on. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Jnatioe  Swiufen 
Eady,  dated  March  6, 1992 

March  18 


. .  /  Id  re  Th3  Estate  of  G.  N.  Greenwood,  dee. 

*-*{  Goodbart  Woolhesd     appi.  «f  Pttfl:  fim 


^  iFlaher  Parkin    appl.  of  deft.  D.  E.  Parker 

Sia  Infiuit)    from  cider  of  Mr. 
ostice  Kekewlcb,  dated  Jan.  99, 
1902  March  19 

25    Blckmve  Dimmer  (Lirerpool  D.B.)   appl.  of 

Deft,  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Farwell.  dated  March  11,  1903 

March  S4 
».  fin  n  Alexander's  Tmats 

**  lAlezander         Shoter    appl.  of  Defta.  G.  S.  Shnter 
ir.ftom 


"{SW^*'-- 


order  of  Mr.  Jostioe 
Kekewich,  dated  Jan.  SS,  1903 

March  24 


Braisbyfton.  appl.  of  Deft.  Annte 
Todd  tnm  order  of  Mr.  Jnstloe 
BodUqy,  dated  Fe^  34, 1903 

March  36 

38  In  re  Lettera  Pilent.  No.  6,88}  of  1897  and  In  re 
Tbe  PMenta,  ftc.  Acta,  1883  to 
1888  appL  of  Petnr.  J.  CrosOeld 
ft  Sons  and  anr.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bnckky,  dated  March  7, 
1903  (produce  order)      March  37 

S9    Stags  The  Medway  (Upmr)  Navlgatkm 

Co.  appL  of  PlUf.  from  onler  of 
Mr.  Justice  Swinfen  Eady,  dated 
March  14, 1902  March  27 

^  )  In  re  BeviUe^  dec 

^(bevlUe  Bevtlle  ft  ora.     appL   of   Defta. 

from  order  of  Mr.  Jnstloe  Bock- 
ley, dated  March  11, 1902 

April  10 

31  In  re  a  Omtract  between  Tbe  School  Board  for 
London  and  S.  G.  Footer,  and 
In  ra  The  Yendor  and  Pnrchaoer 
Act,  1874  appL  of  The  School 
Board  ftxm  onler  of  Mr.  Justice 
Kekewich,  dated  March  36, 1902 
April  14 

«4  lInreBnwn,dec 

^.OiAionl  Jones  appL  of  Deft.  M.  E.  Wrif^t 

Ihmi  order  of  Mr.  Justice  Bynie^ 
dated  March  18, 1903       April  14 

33  In  re  Ilighett  ft  Bird's  Contract  and  Y.  ft  P.  Act, 
1874    appL  of  W.  HfglMtt  tnm 


34    I'as'on 


96  Foy,  Morgan  ft  Co. «.  Kempf  appl.  of  Deft,  tnm 
order  of  Mr.  Juatlce  Joyoe,  dated 
Feb.  8, 1903  (produce  order) 

April  33 

37  McConnell  Wright  M»pL  of  Deft,  tram  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
April  33, 1903  April  SS 

83    Bart  (Siariier   appl.  of  Deft,  fkom  order 

of  Mr.  Jnrtlce  Swinfen  Ea4y, 
dated  Jan.  39, 1902  April  26 

g^  ( In  re  Robert  Allen,  dee. 

*  tDow's  Legal  Representative  v.  Cassaigna  MpL  of 
Deft  from  order  of  Mr.  Jostke 
Bockley,  dated  March  18, 1903 

April  28 

40  Thf  Reason  Mcnufiictnrinq  Co.  Id.  «.  Ernest  F.  Moy 

Id.  appl.  of  Defta.  from  order  of 
Mr.  Justico  Byrne,  dated  AprU 
23, 1903  (prodooe  order) 

Aprfl29 

41  Bond  ft  ore.        Barrow  Hematite  Steel  Go.  U.  appl. 

of  Pltffs.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Farwell,  dated  Jan.  18,  1903 
(produce  order)  April  30 

.»f  In  re  R.  W.  Brook,  dec. 

^i  Dixon  Brook  appl.  of  The  Pndnoe  Broken 

Co.  M.  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Joyo%  dated  Feb.  SS,  1903 

Mayl 

43  Broome  Speak  ft  on.   appL  of  Deft.  Shep- 

heard  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bock^y,  dated  AprU  SO,  1903 
(produce  order)  May  1 

44  Carfrae  Blount   appl.  ofPltff.  fimn  order  of 

Mr.  Justice  Kekewich,  dated 
April  8, 1903  May  2 


Justice   Swinfen 
Eady,  dated  March  19, 1902 

April  15 
Iitead    appl.  of  PUfll  tnm.  order  of 
Mr.  Juatioe  Joyo^  dated  March 
34, 1983  AplU  16 

96  The  fun  *<  ilan  \  ft  Suath  Shielda  Water  On. «.  Fem- 
brtoo  appl.  of  DefL  ftxun  order 
of  Mr.  Jnstloe  Swinftn  Eady, 
dated  Feb.  36, 1903  AprU  18 


44    Broome 


47    King 


48   Broome 


.^f  In  re  A.  Evans  Lloyd,  dec. 
**l  Kellett  


eider  of  Mr.  Justice  Jeyte,  ditii 
April  19, 1902  (piodcce  orter) 

Speak  appLof  Dcft.fi«ia«te«l 
Mr.  Justice  B«±ky,  dUsd  A|d 
30, 1903  (produce  order)    E^r  i 

Santley  appl.  of  Dsft.  tnm  QNa 
of  Mr.  Jusdoe  Kekeirfcb,  ftM 
Feb.  31^  19u3  H^j] 

Speak  ft  ora.  uipl.  of  Deit  Clqtti 
from  order  of  Mr.  Jmtka  Backl« 
dated  April  39,  1993  (pndai 
Older)  ILj) 


60    Defrles 


61    Avery  , 


Meek  (Maacbeitor  D.R.)  •pfLi 
Dfit  fh«n  order  of  Mr.  Joethi 
Swlofbn  Eady,  date!  MsiA  U| 
1903  Ibfl 

BcllMd  aroL  of  Deft,  fhm  iNi 
of  Mr.  Juatioe  Buckloy,  ftMl 
Feb.  7,  1903  iM 

Lewia  appL  of  Deft,  tnm  «r*ri| 
jStke  Joyce,  datei  M 


63    Zombeok 


Mr. .    . 

4. 1902  (prndooe  oi^)     JM 

March  19»  1903  Vbfli 

.,  j  In  n  Rtcbard  Roberts^  dec  \ 

^i  Roberta  Pany    appl.  of  Pit£  fhm 

Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  datel 
16,  1903  MV 

64  Deeoer  Davis  (Uveipwl  Diririd  Bcf' 

appL  of  W.  B.  Divi*  torn 
oT  Mr.  Jubtlce  Fanrall, 
May  10,  1903  (piodnoe4idir) 

65  Tbe  Dake  of  Portland  «.  TIm  North  Eirinl 

Co.  ^(pL  of  Pltff.  trm  ««ri 
Mr  Joadoa  Swbfrn  Bi^r.  M 
AprU  30,  1903  JIajj 

Dompi  ft  anr.  appl  dVULm 
order  «f  Mr.  Jrniki  JUtm 
dated  May  39^  1902        W 

Graham  sdspl.  of  I1t£  ftvn  ni 
of  Mr.  Jnstloe  ByiM,drtriMa| 

1902  Ikfi 
58    The  Cap'tal  ft  Coontiea  Bank  Id.  «.  BlifldnAg 

appL  of  Pltlb.  tnm  «rte<f  Ml 
Juatlce  Kekawicb,  dsiti  Ivl 

1903  J>f 
69    Ths  Carpenten'  Co.  v.  Tha  Dnpan*  Ool  m^ 

PItflk  fkom  Older  cf  Mr.  i«l 
Joyce,  dated  April  lfl»  im 

60    Jareii  Ctementu    wpLflfDift.fhn«i 

of  Mr.  JosUoe  Bjm,  M 
May  31,  1993  J«* 

-,  jInreHargrAvee,deo.  ,_^  _ 

*^  tH*rgrave>  Hargraves     appL  cf  FWt  M 

Older  of  Mr.  Joi 
April  19, 1903 


58    Henneray 


67    >Vhite  . 


omsr  of  M^Jastloe  J«m^ 


OS  Devooport  Coipn.  •.  Toner  ft  Son  appl  rf  «■ 
flrom  owlsr  of  Mr.Jo^la^J* 
dated  March  36, 1901      J«i 

63  K.  S.  Van  Praagh  v.  J.  W.  Eviridn  iffL 
Deft,  fkom  order  cf  Mr.  M 
Kekewich,  <kled  May  1.1  W 

84  Danlop  Pbenmatic  Tjn  Oo-  ^  ^Pt2 
Rnbbw  Co.  kL  appl.  rf  » 
tnm  Older  of  Mr.  Jii^^ 
wich,  <tated  Jane  IX  iMQ 
AcUooa  oonmUdriod  ^  «« 
dated  AprU  39^  IW)  I«J 
order  ^"^ 

83  InreI>alton'aTrusUftInroThaTkmlsei«JjM 
appL  of  B«P»^„fr«,*i 
Mr.  Justice  FanrdI,  *; 
June  3, 1903         ^      J^ 

66  Terry  Davloa   appL  of  PWt  f™"! 

^  of  Mr.Tnstlce  Kskewld^^ 

May  38, 1903       ,^. Jjffi 

67  The  BirmlnglMtm  Porumatic  Tjn  S7~«*^ 

The  ReUance  Tjn^  fS 
Defta.  from  onl»  rf  Jfr Jj* 
l^raetdsl«iMsit*l^lM^g 

68  Saundera  ""»  Lm»*«  J2**?!J1^^ 

Jd.  appL  of  Mflff  2 
of  Mr.TitIm  Kitaw**^ 
AprilS9blMi  ^.^    /JSl 

69  In  re  The  Companleb'  Act%  ^^^"Sh'SSi 

^be  Sooth  AinytanJJJj; 

Older  of  Mr.  J*»*  '5SIB 

dated  May  6»  U82         t^Ifl 

».   The  J«,.h  ™«^*^  *P-.^^^ 
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Jnrtka  Kekewkfa,  dited  Jnoe  aoy 
IMS  Jooe  10 

n  lotteMattvflfaMOomiMiilw'Acla,  1862  to  1890, 
and  In  the  Matter  of  The  Topical 
TUnea  Oow  Id.  mpfkl.  of  The 
Mtmr  of  Life  Go.  than  order  of 
Mr.  JnaUoe  Buckle/,  dated  Jnne 
19, 1902  jQDe  28 

tt  llfliiaD  Dock  Cob «.  The  Asricaltnnl  Oncaniihig 
JLgMqr  Id.  appL  of  Pltff.  I>o^ 
Co.  finm  enkr  of  Mr.  Jnalioe 
Xekewkh.  datad  Juie  2a;  1909 

|.(]aNOo|)|MB,dac.  Jnnett 

"(iMd  Dincle    appl.  of  PlUt  from  enter 

of  Mr.  Jartke  Joyces  dated  Mcj 
lOp  1902  June  85 

ll  Tb«FlKU^KIectrieLightOow]d.«.TheFbicfal^ 
Urban  DIaUicI  Ooundl  appL  of 
Pliffk  fton  order  of  Mr.  Jortloe 
FarweU.  dated  March  18, 190X 

Jane  80 

I  OlMMi|aiidiire  Ouial  NaTigatkn  v.  The  Rhymoaj 
Bj.  Co.  and  The  Great  Weatera 
By.  Go.  appL  of  Pltlb.  ftom 
Older  of  Mr.  Jnatice  Kekewich, 
dated  Jolj  1, 1902  J«]y  s 

^  Jiiei  Walke  h  on.    eppL  of  Deft,  ftom 

order  of  Mr.  Jortloe  Bnub,  dated 
April  80. 1908  Jvl^j  8 


(b  relboBBM  TwA*  Tract,  dec 
f  Itaipmi  &  oca.  «.  Ooodri^ 


KhnJa 


bM4a 


CkMidri^Ke  appL  of  Daft,  firant 
order  of  Mr.  JobHoo  Joyce,  dated 
June  SO,  1902  Jvj^  4 

Jan  JaMi^i}  Settlement  and  Trvata 

Jemier  appi.  of  Dt/tu  finm  order  of 
Mr.  Jnatioe  Byrne,  dated  Feh.  84, 
1908  JnWfi 

KjlMMu  ^ 

iMcnivith  fc  on.  «.  Man  It  ore.  iqppl.  of  Deft, 
Geovge  C.  Man,  fkom  order  of  Mr. 
Jwtloe  8 wlnfen  Bady .  dated  Mardi 
4>  1902  (prodnce  order)  July  10 
Marah  k  enr.  appL  of  Deffai.  Rem 
order  of  Mr.  Jnrtloe  BncUey, 
^.,  dated  March  19, 1902        July  10 

piten.         BleB    appl.  of  Pltif..  I.  B.  BiflB,ftem 
onler  of  Mr.  Jnatt  re  Bock^ey,  dated 
Jnly  9, 1903  (proince  order) 
m,^  July  11 

'  Wright  Berry    appl.  of  Pltff.  finom  order  of 

Mr.  Jnstloe  ByrM^  dated  Jane  % 
fc.^  1902  July  18 

f  Wirct-trr  Royal  Porcelain  Co.  Id.  «.  Locke  *  Go.  U. 
appL  of  Delta,  from  order  of  Mr. 
JoBtJce  B}'roe.  dated  Jvlj  %  1903 
-.  (prodnoe  order)  July  10 

litiw  Matter  of  The  Companieo' Act^  1803  to  1890 
and  In  The  Matter  of  The  Northern 
Tranevaal  Landa  Co.  hL  appl.  of 
Henry  Samnal  tram  order  of  Mr. 
JaB*iee   Buckley,  dated  July  8, 

^  l9«3rpn)duoe  order)         July  IT 

ikop  de  Wexele  appL  of  Pltff  ftom  order 

of    Mr.     Jnrtioe   Jqyc.v    dated 
June  17, 1908  July  22 

-^nH.Wili»ut,dec 

WT»  k  anr.  «.  Witanott  k  on.  appl.  of  Pltflh. 
from  order  of  Mr.  Juadoe  Farwell, 
dated    June  10,   1902  (prodnce 

:  enler)  July  88 

Ik  AttoTDey-Oeii.  e.  The  Oxted  Canal  Nayiffation 
ml.  of  PHff.  from  order  ^  Mr. 
Juatloe  Kekewlob,  dated  June  4, 
1903  Jnly  83 

mm%  CanMnter  appl.  of  Pltff.  firoin  order 

of  Mr.  jQrtloe  Kekewlch,  dated 
Jnne  IT,  1903  (prodnce  order) 

July  83 
K6<«l|rg,dec. 

k  on.  e.  Blcock  k  era.  appL  of  Attomey- 
Oen.  from  order  of  Mr.  Juatioe 
Ferwell,  dated  March  88,  1908 

1^  (prodnce  order)  July  38 

Tte  Tilt  Cove  Cepper  Go.  U.  «.  The  Gtoe  Gmer 
Co,  Id.    appl.  of  Dells,  from  older 
of  Mr.   Justtoe  Swtaifen   Bndy, 
!  _  dated  Jnly  4, 1903  JulyJS 


1W  Aeetjlene  lUnminatlng  Go.  U.  *  anr.  «.  The 
Qiflke  ElecUo  Chemical  k  Power 
Go.  U.  &  ore.  appL  of  Phflb. 
fram  order  of  Mr.  Jnatice  Bnckl^, 
dated  April  14. 1903         Jidy  36 

Cin«  Thora  k  UoJdle  Acetylene  Go.  U. 

k  anr.  appt  of  PltlBk  fknm  order 
of  Mr.  Jnalioe  Buckley,  dated 
April  14, 1903  July  85 

ft«R.AppW,y,d;c. 

I Jalkar  k  anr.   Ijever  k  anr.  and 

*«Ut«r  NUbH  k  on.    appl.  of  Pltff*.  W. 


B.  Welker  and  H.  Charlee  Nbbet 
k  on.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jnatice 
I^yne,  dated  Jnly  1, 1908 

Jnly  36 

94  Hasgie  k  anr.  Allan  k  on.  appl.  of  Defta.  from 
order  of  Mr.  Jnatke  Kekewich, 
dated  Jnne  0, 1903  Auguat  1 

96  In  the  Matter  of  the  Gompaniea'  Acta,  1803  to  1890 
and  In  the  State  of  Wyoming 
Qyndfcate  Id.  appL  of  M^|or 
Graham  k  H.  Welter  from  order 
of  Mr.  Juatloe  Buckley,  dated 
Jnlj  38, 1903  (prodnoe  order) 

Auguat  2 


•7 


\i 


of  Delta,  from 
Juattoe  Joyce,  dated 
August  7 


t  In  re  Drax,.dee. 

CSevUe  k  on.  Drax  It  ore.    appL 
crder  of  Mr.  Jml 
Jane  6, 1903 
la  re  Dcax,  dec 

"  ^  ime  appl.  of  PltJb.  from  order  of 
Mr.  Juatlce  Joyce,  dated  June  5. 
1903  Auguat? 
98  In  the  Matter  of  the  Cak»t  Park  and  other  Settled 
Bataiee  hi  the  County  of  Berks., 
and  In  the  Matter  of  the  Settled 
Land  Acts.  1803  to  1890  appL 
of  H.  B.  Bkgnre  from  order  of 
Mr.  Juatlce  Joy<  


99    Bolton 


100  Footer 


The 


foyce,  dated  July  30, 

1803  Angnato 

Speak    eppL  of  Deft,  from  order  of 

Mr.  Juatioe  Byrne,  dated  July  6, 

1902  (prodnceiorder)  Auguat  8 
^  Mutual  Beaerve  Fund  Life 
Asaoc  appl.  of  Delta,  fnn 
order  of  Mr.  Justce  Kekewkh. 
dated  July  84,  1903,  and  crom 
notloe  of  appeal  hy  Pltff.,  dated 
Aug.  IS,  1903  (proteee  order) 

Auguat  11 
101  Angus  k  Go.  Id.  v.  W.  Gibhs  Id.  appl.  oT Delta, 
from  order  of  Mr.  Jnatke  Keke- 
wloh,  dated  Auguat  1, 1903  (pro- 
dnoe order)  Angnat  IS 
bepman  appL  of  Deft,  from 
order  of  Mr.  Juatloe  Kekewlch, 
dated  Ang.  8.  1908  (produce 
erder}                          Auguat  U 

103  In  re  The  Gompaniea'  Acts,  1808  to  1890  and  In  n 

The  north  Weat  Argentine  By. 
Co.  M.  appl.  of  Gondola  Central 
By.  Co.  Id.  from  oivier  of  Mr. 
Juatioe  Biickky,  dated  May  0, 

1903  Attgost  14 

104  Waidrsper        GIbba    appl.  of  Pltff.  IKm  order  of 

Mr.  Jnatfee  Kekewlch,  dated  July 
SO,  1903  Auguat  14 


108  Qokke  It  anr.    Ghepman 


106 


106/ 


1071 


In  le  Batten 

.Farmer  Batten    appl.  of  Deft.  A«  8.  Scott 

from  oidar  of  Mr.  Juatlce  Farwell, 
dated  Jnly  19,  1903       Auguat  16 

( In  re  Baklwin 

iBuabfortfa  BaUwhi  and  ore.  appL  of  Deft. 
J.  H.  L.  Baldwin  fram  order  of 
Mr.  Juatioe  FarweU,  dated  July 
17, 1903  (prodnoe  order) 

August  18 

(InreBakiwIn 

iBnahforth  fiaUwtai  It  ors.  appl.  of  Delia.  P.  6. 
Baklwin  k  ors.  from  order  of  Mr. 
Justice  FarweU,  dated  July  17, 
1908  Angnat  18 


,^  ( In  re  Davia 
^^{Davla 


109  Monteflore 


110  Watto 


Ang. 
Ill  In  re  Henry  Seaman  an* 


Davts  k  ore.  appl.  of  Pl.lllk  from 
order  of  Mr.  J  nsilce  Farwell,  dated 
April  17,  1903  August  23 

QnedalU  appL  of  The  Beveralonaiy 
Internet  Hoc  from  onler  of  Mr. 
Jnstioe  Bryne^  dated  Ai«.  13, 
1903  (produce  order)     Augnet  36 

BncknaU  appL  «f  Deft,  fkom  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Byrne,  dated 
1903  Augwt  26 

Settled  U 


Dd  In  re  The  i 


Aota  appL  of  The  Traatees  from 
onler  of  Mr.  Justice  FarweU, 
dated  July  8, 1903        August  39 

113  Maunier  Maunder   appl.  ef  Deft.  Aram  order 

of  Mr.  JuaUce  Joyce,  dated 
July  84, 1903  8eptemb3r  16 

lis  Fovtin  Sowerbntta    appl.  of  PUff.   from 

order  of  Mr.  Jn.tloe  Joyces  dated 
May  8.  1903  September  26 

114  Gcrpn.  of  Hove  v.  Brightcsi  Intercepting  k  Sewen 

Board  appL  of  Pltff.  from  order 
of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewlch,  dated 
July  9, 1903  Octobers 

116  Dooghty  Lumaganda   Beefs  Co.      appL   of 

Pltff.  from  order  of  Mr.  Jnatkse 
Buckley,  dated  July  11.  1903 

Octob.TU 


From  the  Chancery,  Prelate,  and  Divorce 
Divisions, 


Intbblooutobt  List. 


i8oa. 


1    AlflnSEors.        Hewlett  k  an.     appL  of  Defts- 

from  order  of  Mr.  Joatkse  Joyoe^ 

_    ^^  dated  June  17.  I90i         Auguat  1 

3  Wuolfe  The  Automatic  Picture  Gallery  M. 

appL  of  Defta.  (by  leay«)  from 
order  of  Mr.  Juattoe  Kekewfch. 
datei  July  1, 1908  July  30 

.  ( In  re  Lawley,  dec. 

''iZaiaer  La^lQr    eppl.   of    Bxecntora  of 

O.  F.  Bsrkina,  dec  ftun  order 
of  Mr.  Juatloe  Jcyte,  dated  July 
88. 1903  AngHt  13 

4  In  the  Matter  of  The  Gompaniea  Acta.  1868  to  189k 

and  In  re  Th3  Matter  of  Bedford 
It  Go.  k  Bright  Id.  (hi  llqnkkr 
tfc»)  u>pl.  of  p.  M.  St^venaun 
"     Komero'  ' 


rofMr.Jv 

dated  August  6,  1908  (piodnoe 

eider)  AngoetlS 

6    In  the  Matter  of  The  Oonvaniea  Acta.  1868  to  1890 

and  In  re  The  Matter  of  The 

CoKpesatioo  of  British  Invn»ton 

M.   appl.  of  B.  Boaler  in  peraou 

nn  order  of  Mr.  Jwtioe  Buckley. 

itedJttlySS^  1908  (in  thie  Liat. 

J  eidir)  Angnat  16 

.  fDlToiee 

*  is.  I^lee  F.  I^ke    appL  of  applt.  tenh 

Lyiea  from  order  of  Mr.  Jvtke 
Bamea,  dated  Ai«.  8, 1903 

September  10 


I\nm  the  ProbaU  smd  Divons  Division, 

Obbbbal  Lut. 

1901. 


,  (DiTone 
MM.F.AU|y 


W.H.Ah4y    appLcfPeinr.  from 
ofdar   off  The  PkealdcBt.  daf 
March 


Jaa.  14, 1991 


3a 


1802 


\A.W.LigMboi|y«.O.Weat6E«n.    appl.  of  Deft, 
from  order  of  The  Pi  eaident,  dated 


(Divoroe 
i  Everett 


April  18»  1903 


Jnly  83^ 


BtfRtt  erae.  Thompaon  appl.  of 
BcapL  from  order  of  The  freai- 
dent,  dated  June  3, 1903 

AngnstlS 

!  Probate 
In  re  the  Brtate  of  Wmiam  Qreen.  deo. 
Green  It  on.      MitcheUfton.  appl.  of  Daftd.  fram 
order    of   the   PreaUent.    datei 
Jttlty  86, 1908  August  81 


,  jDlToroe 

^  1h.  - 


1802. 


Nbw  Tbial. 


J.  M.  FtaMon  It  F.  Baumann  appln. 
of  H.  PInaon  for  Jodgt.  or  new 
trial,  dated  April  86,  lOOi.  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Barnes 
and  special  Jury,  Mk&dlceez 

May  16 


Ihm  (he  Oouniy  FaUUine  Court  </ 


ObKBBAL  LiffT. 


1002. 


1    Fatdder 


Bwhton  Id.    appl.  of  Defta.  fro« 
order  of  The  vIce-Chanoellur  of 


the  Gounty  PaleUne  of  Lancaater. 
dated  May  13. 1908  Jnly  U 

rin  re  Joaeph  T^Tia,  dea 

OxeU  Oreatorex    appL  of  Deft,  from  order' 

of  The  VWChaaoeUor  of  the 
County  Paktine  of  Lancaater. 
dated  AprU  88, 1968         Jvl^  3i 

•  I  In  re  Joeeph  TmTiL  dec 

^|S.Os«U  J.  R.  Orejtorax  k  ore.    appl.  of 

Delts.  fram  onlsr  of  The  Vice- 
ChanoaUur  of  the  i  onoty  Palaaae 
of  Lancaster,  ditad  April  38^  1993 
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c  lA  le  UMxpjtA  BagfuOI.  dec. 

*  iChadwIck  It  Mir.  v.  Emil  de  Jong  k  on.    appl.  of 

defla.  fimll  de  Jong  &  £.  H.  £mil 

de  Joog  finom  order  of  The  Vlce- 

Chanoellor  of  the  Conntj  FnUUne 

of  Lancaster,  dated  Jane  16,  IMS 

Angoetia 

S    The  Urban  IHetrict  GoonoU  of  Stretford  «.  Tlae 

llanohester    South    Jnoction    k 

Altrlneham  Ry.  Go.     appl.   of 

Delta,  from  order  of  the  Vlce- 

ChanoeUor  of  the  County  Palatine 

of  Lancaster,  dated  Aug.  1, 1902 

August  11 


11    Spooner  It  anr. 


Dram  ihe  King's  Bench  Division. 
(In  Banhmptoy.) 

l  In  ieTheDeMon(ezpte.TheDeb4on>No.a57of 
1902  ftcm.  s  reoelTlng  order  made 
bj  Mr.  Begistnur  LlnUater,  dated 
Sith  April,  1902 

S  la  10  A  Debtor  (ezi*to.  The  Debtor)^  No.  MS  of 
1902  fhan  a  receiving  order  made 
Iqr  Mr.  BeglBfcrarBnwgham,  dated 
2nd  Jnly,  1902 

3  ]Bio]Melil»a(ente.TheDebtar).NaMSofl901 
from  an  order  made  hj  Mr.  Begls- 
tmr  GlIEud,  dated  1st  Jnlj,  1902, 
fffuslng  to  fix  a  date  on  which  to 
bear  an  appln.  to  reecind  the 


4   InxoADebtorC 


▼IngOrder 
'eipte.  The  Debtor)^ 
from  an  order  made  by  Mr.  Begls- 


p  No.  aS4  of  1902 


6   In  re  A  Debtor 


tnr  LlnkUter,  dated  6th  Angoat, 
19U2,  refoslng  to  rescind  a  receiv- 
ing order 

(expte.  The  Debtor)  No.  Y99  of 
1902  ttom  a  reoelving  order  made 
by  Mr.  BcgtetnurHope^  dated 
14th  August*  1902,  and  Item  his 
order  of  27  th  August.  1902,  dls- 
misrfng  the  Debtor's  appln.  to 
resdnd  the  said  ReodTing  Order 


lirom  the  King's  Bench  Division. 


Fob  Hbabiho. 
Final  Lm. 


1801. 


I   MmM 


a   MitoheU 


A    Handle 


The  Liverpool,  St.  Heleps  k  South 
Lanouhire  By.  Go.  appl.  of 
Delta,  from  Judgt  of  The  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  dated  June  24, 1901, 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

July  17 

Blofaaid  Evans  k  Co.  id.  appl.  of 
Dflfts.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bucknlll,  dated  July  26,  1901, 
without  a  Jury  August  2 

3  MeditensBMii  k  New  York  Steam  Ship  Co.  «. 
Maokay  appL  of  Plttb.  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  JusUce  BuckniU, 
dated  July  6, 1901,  with  a  special 
Jury,  Manchester  August  3 

Wolverhampton  Bace  Course  and 
,  DuQstall  Park  Club  Co.  Id.  appl. 
of  Pliff.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Darirag,  dated  July  24,  1901, 
without  a  Jury,  Stafford 

August  8 

5  H.  F.  Tan  Laun  k  Co.  v.  Baring  Bros.  Id.    appl. 

of  Pltfb.   from  Judgt.    of   Mr. 
Jofitico    Bigham,  dated  July  3, 
1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 
October  9 

6  The  Major,  kc  of  Truro  v.  Kemp  appL  of  Pltflb. 
from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wills, 
dated  August  6, 1901     October  23 

Jame«  UUi  k  Sons    appl.  of  Defte. 

irum  Judgt.  of  Mr.  JobUoo  Wills, 

dated  Auff.  6.  1901.  without   a 

Jury,  Middlesex        November  14 

8     George  Ouates    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 

^  of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley,  dated  Nov. 

7, 1901,  without  a  Juiy,  Middlesex 

November  21 

•    Trustee  of  G.  Mellor,  a  bankrupt  v.  Maas    appl.  of 

Deft  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 

Wright,    dated    Nov.    8.    1901, 

without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

November  23 

10    Sykea  Cutis  k  ora.    appl.  of  G.  Murray 

3rd  party)  from  judgt.  of  Mr. 


f    Ward  Bros. 


Justice   BkUey,  dated  Nov.  19, 

1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

November  26 

Day    sppl.  of  Deft  from  Judgt  of 

Mr.  JustJoe  Wright,  dsted  Nov. 


12    Holt 


13    Simon 


14    Cooke 


15    ZimUer  It  anr.  Abrahams 


16 


21, 1901.  without  a  Jury,  MiJdle- 
sex  November  28 

Wren  appl.  of  E.  Holt,  Pltff., 
from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justioe  Wills, 
dated  ,  1901,  Dis- 

trict Beglstiy,  Blackburn 

November  27 

HllUm  (trading,  Iec.)  appl.  of 
Deft,  from  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Justioe 
CbanneU,  dated  Nov.  16,  1901, 
without  a  Jury.  Jllddlesex 

November  30 

Payne  appL  of  Deft,  fkom  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Wzigh^  dated 
Nov.  21.  1901,  without  a  Jury, 
Middlesex  November  80 

Lbrahams  appL  of  Pltflb.  ifiram 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Darling, 
dated  Nov.  28,  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex         December  4 

Haudslay  appL  of  Deft,  fkom 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Bucknlll, 
dated  Nov.  26.  1901,  without  a 
Jury.  Middlesex         December  6 

Bennett  k  Co.  appL  of  Defta. 
from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Big- 
ham,  dated  Nov.  29,  1901,  with- 
out a  Juiy.  MUdleaex 

December  6 

Greig  appl.  of  Pltff.  firom  Judgt  of 
Mr.  Justioe  Darling,  dated  Nov. 
29, 1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middle- 
sex December  6 
In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Lord  Moetyn  and 
F.  H.  Fttastmmons  ap^  of  Lord 
Mostyn  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright  (special  esse),  dated  Nov. 
27, 1901  December  11 
20  Harris  It  Co.  «.  Davis  ft  Co.  Id.  It  snr.  appl.  of 
Pltflte.  from  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright,  dated  Dec  6, 1901,  with- 
out a  Juiy,  Middlesex 

December  18 


17    Philip 


18    Wllcock 


19 


21    Wyatt 


28    Hanfrtaengl 


23    Green 


The  London  County  ConncU  appL 
of  Defta.  ftum  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tioe Wright,  dated  Dec  9, 1901, 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

December  16 

The  British  Mutosoope  k  Bk«raph 
Co.  Id.  appl.  <X  Phff.  from  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Jnstioe  PhUlimore,  dsted 
Dec  4,  1901,  with  a  common 
Jury,  Middlesex        December  19 

LydiJl  k  anr.    ap0.  of  Pltff.  from 

Judgt   of  Mr.  Justioe  Darling, 

dated  Nov.  29,  1901.  without  a 

Juiy,  Middlesex  (security  ordered) 

December  20 

Veale  appl.  of  Deft,  firom  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justioe  Lawrence,  dated  Dec. 
18,  1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middle- 
sex December  28 

Prust  appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt  of 
Mr.  Justice  Walton,  dated  Dec. 
10,  1901,  with  a  common  Jury, 
Middlesex  December  30 

WoodhouM  appL  of  Deft,  from 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Walton* 
dated  Dec  21,  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex         December  31 

1802. 

27  The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  of  England  «.  The 

North  Eastern  By.  Co.  appl.  of 
Defis.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  JusUce 
Wright,  dated  Dec.  10,  1901, 
wlttiout  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

January  8 

28  PhiUips&ors.   Williams  appL  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 

of  Mr.  Justice  Walton,  dated  Dec 
21,  1901,  without  a  Jury,  Middle- 
Bex  January  3 

29  Granville  k  Co.  Firth    appl.  of  Deft,  firom  Judgt. 
of  Mr.  Justice  Ridley,  dated  Dec. 


24    Hay 


26    HawDt 


26    Surtees 


30    Moul 


12,  1901, 
Leeds 


with  a  common  Jury, 
January  3 


Conmet  Theatre  Id.    appl.  of  Pltff. 
from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright, 


33    CoUlns 


84    Fryer 


85    Marie  Orr 


Mr.  Jiutic^  Gianthani,^ted  Dee 
18, 1901,  without  a  Jury,  Uek  ' 
JmauTt 
Saxby  sppL  of  Deft,  from  Jodgt  «r 
Mr.  Justice  Brace,  dstad  Dec  Ml 
1901,  without  a  Joiy,  Hiddkiex 


36 


The  Chorch  Agency  Id.  A  L 
Mpl.  of  Defta.  fhau  Jadgt  cfife 
Justioe  Walton.  dateOar.  a 
1901,  with  a  common  Jury,  liUfl^ 
tex  JamniTll 

BUke  appl.ofDeft.froiBjnkL« 
The  Lord  Chief  Justke  BedJ» 
tioes  Dirling  ami  QiaoneO,  diM 
Dec  19, 1901  JsBBnyU 


In  re  An  Axbttiatlon  between  Todd,  Bfrksloa  iTCbb 
Torth  Eartem  I 


and  The  North  Eartem  Rj.  Ck 
appL  of  Todd,  Birlotim  k  (k 
from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jarili 
Wright  (iipedal  Gsse\  di3 
Dec  %  1901  JaawrQ 

37  Countess  Essarto  v.  Whinney   appL  of  FlUL  fin 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Jmtloe  WrigM 
dated  Jan.  18.  19B^  viUnSl 
Jury,  Middlesex         JasssiTd 

38  The  Attentey-Gen.  (Informant)  V.  The  Hon.  HsH 

John  Baron  Montagu  (Aim 
SidU)  appl.  orDeftflina* 
Mr.  Jnstioe  fUlUoHnk  Hi 
Jan.  16,  1901  Jnsrri 

39  Wakefield  Corpn.  «.  Cooke  k  ors.   sppL  flflMH 

trcm.  Judgt  of  The  Lori  Oli 

Jnsttoe  and  Jostbes  Stall^ 

Channell.  dated  Dec  li,  INI    i 

JsBvryi 

40  The  Mayor  It  ore.  of  the  Borough  of  SoalhiulDsi 

Lord    appL  orDcft.taB|rii 
of   Mr.   JusUce  Wi^  . 
Jsn.  16,    190%  irlthost  a 
MlridlfMHiT  JiBHrri 

41  The  British  Oil  Cake  Mills  Id.  (Appelkatiji 

Conmin.    of    Jbottd    Sc 
(Respts.)  (JZrniws  Ob)  i 
of  Appits.   tnm  onler  tf 
Justioe  Philllmon^  dsM  Jte 
1902  Jan 

42  Cheveiton  Brown  v.  Brooke    appL  of  M. 

Judgt    of  Mr.  JoBtki  S  ^ 
dated  Dec.  17.  IMi,  ilMl 


dated  Dec.  10,  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  January  3 

31  Randt  Gold  Mining  Co.  Id.  «.  The  New  Balkis 

Etstellng  Id.  appl.  of  Defts.  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Bucknlll, 
dated  Dec.  20,  1901,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  January  8 

32  Kennedy  Davis    appl.  of  Dt  ft.  from  judgt.  of 


43 


44 


46 


jury,  Middlesex       'Mn^ 

In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Hacqnoil  k  Ob.  ai 

Gueret  Id.    appL  of  Mb.  ft 

Judgt    of  Mr.  Jastles  Vri^ 

dated  Jan.  29, 1902     Kbn 

F.  Harrison  k  Co.  v.  John  PeteEsos  k  on. 

.     Footer   and   MoGofna  a  h 

Peterson  k  on.   (ooessHii 

appl.  of  Defts.  ftoa  Jolgtcfl 

Justioe  Bigham,  dated  Jn. 

1902 


Mexican  Boearlo  Mining  Cc  Id.  v.  Eenssdr  i( 

of  Defts.  firom  JndgL  of  K. 

Uce   PhilUoMR.  (fttfed  Fdi 

1902.  without  a  Jmy.  XUdM 

Fetna 

46  Simpson  Teignmouth  k  Shaldon  BtU^ 

appL  of  Deft.  Co^  famji 
of  Mr.  Jnstice  Wrigbt.  A 
Not.  25,  1901,  witiioDt  t  Jl 
Middlesex  Feki« 

47  The  Colour  Printing  Syndicate  Id.  «^  Tbefifltfft 

Press  k  Engineerlag  Cb. 
appL  of  Pltib.  from  jadgt 
Mr.  Justice  WrigH  dsted  J 
30, 1902,  without  a  Joiy.  Mfi 
sex  Febrasil 

.-  /Eempthome  k  anr.  v.  Hankej  k  anr. 

*^  iSame  Same  (ccnsoUdated)  appLoTAl 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Josdoe  A|k 
dated  Jan.  28,  IIOS;  wUsi 
Juiy,  Middlesex        Fttm^ 

49  The  General  losce.  Go.  Id.  of  Triesk  v.  Ihe  N(fl 

Stramshlp  Insoe.  Assoc  sffi 
riifiii.  from  Jodgt  of  Mr.  M 
Walton,  dated  Dec  IT,  IW. 
out  a  Jury,  MIddksez  (sec 
ordered)  Felicaiw 

50  UisuU  Bright  Steam^p  Cc  Id.  v.  B.  P.  M 

and  Co.  k  anr.  sppL  of  111 
firom  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jintloo  Bii| 
dated  Jan.  13,  1991^  villMt 
juiT,  Lancaster  (Jadgron^ 
In  London)  *'*"M 

61  Zeregofc  Co.  &  ors.  •.Ur^uU  Bright  SbttBMpC 
Id.  appl.  of  Defts.  ftttsMt; 
Mr.JutloeEidJer.dstsd;tfl 


CJedgti^renial 


1902,  without  a  jBiy,  J 
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riBirt,  BettoB  k  Go.  «.  James  Fisher  It  Sons  k  The 
Wert  Hartlepool  Steam  NaWga- 
tioa  Co.  Id.  CM  parties)  wpU 
of  Pltflik  from  Jndgt.  of  Jlr. 
Jntioe  BIghAm,  dated  Feb.  10, 
194n,  wlthoat  a  Jarj,  Ifkldlesex 
Febniarj  19 

Siypar,  AJazander  ft  Go.  v.  McLeod  &  anr.    appl. 

of    Derts.   from  Jndgt   of    Mr. 

Justice  Bigfaam,  d^ted  Feb.  3, 

1902,  without  a  Jury,  Mlddlftiex 

Ftbmuj  19 

bkon  Lewis   appL  of  PltfT.  ftxn  Judgt. 

of  Mr.  Jnrtfoe  Wright,  dated  Jan. 
24,  1903,  wlthoat  a  Jury,  Mkldl»- 
■ex  February  21 

HMth.  Ada  MmmI  (a  married  woman)  o.  Wheeler, 
Percy  York  appL  of  Pltff.  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  WAltou, 
dated  Feb.  10,  1902  gaiy  dis- 
charged) Febniary  28 

Iha  West  HarUepool  Steam  Navigation  Go.  ll  o. 
Tagart,  Beaton  ft  Go.  appL  of 
PltlEi.  Ikom  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justioe 
Walton,  dated  Feb.  24,  1902, 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

February  28. 

IbDoumll  The  Great  Western  Ry.  Go.    appl. 

of  Defts.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tioe Kennedy,  dated  Feb.  20, 1902, 
with  a  special  Jury.  Haverford- 
west (frir.  con.  in  London) 

Tbe  AttociMy-GeB.  «.  The  Rev.  Arthur  Newton 
Johueon  (Rtvenue  Side)  appl. 
of  Inftirmant  firom  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Jnstloe  Philllmora,  dated  Jan.  15, 
1902  March  5 

Jotm  Klikifood  v.  Ganoll  ft  Cutler  appL  of  Defts. 
fhjm  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Wright^  dated  Nov.  29, 1901 

March  6 
i  Boi>alsr  ft  Sons  «.  Minor  of  Life  Go.  Id.  and  The 
Topical  Ttanes  Go.  kL  (Srd  party) 
appL  of  Sid  party  fkom  Judgt.  of 
Mr.  Justice  Ktanedy,  dated 
March  4,  1902,  without  a  Jury, 
Middlesex  March  11 

Steiger  ft  ors.  appL  of  Defts.  fhmi 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Jartke  Jelf,  dated 
Feb.  26, 1902  March  12 

The  Midland  Ry.  Go.  appl.  of 
iXefts.  Iwm  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bigham,  dated  March  8,  1902, 
«nd  a  special  Jury,  Nottingham 

)  Arthur  Andersen  «.  Thomas  Rayner    appL  of  Deft 

tnm  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  WUIs, 

dated  Feb.  26,  1902,  wlthoat  a 

Jury,  Liverpool  March  15 

Lambert    appl.  of  Deft  from  Judgt. 

of  The  Locd  Chief  Jostloe  and 

Juatioes  Darling  and  Ghannell, 

dated  March  4,  1902       March  18 

Bedmoud     appl.    of   Pltff.    from 

Judgt   of  Mr.   Justice  Darling, 

dated  Jan.  18,  1902,  without  a 

^  .  Jury,  Middlesex  March  19 

litvid  Mac  Iver  ft  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Tate  Steamers  Id. 

appl.  of   Defts.   from  Judgt.  of 

Mr.     Justice    Kennedy,     datel 

March  1,  1902,  without  a  Jury, 

Middlesex  March  23 

*»  The    Urban    District    Council    of 

Newbiggin  (^Orown  Side)   appl. 

of  Proaecutors  from  Judgt.  of  The 

Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Justices 

Darling    and    Ghannell,    dated 

March  II,  1902  March  24 

Moore    appl.  of  N.  E.  Barnes  from 

Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justioe  Fhlllimore, 

dated  March  19,  1902,  without  a 

I ,-    ,  Jury,  Mlddlebex  April  2 

!  The  Umlon  ft  India  Docks  Co. «.  The  North  London 

Ry.  Co.     appl.  of  Pltib.  trom 

Judgt   of   Mr.   Justice   Wright, 

dated  March  21,  1902,  without  a 

^    ,  Jury,  Middie»ex  April  6 

ioe  U>iidon  ft  India  Docks  Co.  and  Tbe  Mansion 

House  RaUway  ft  Canal  Traffic  v. 

The  Midland  Ky.  Go.  ft  The  Qreat 

Eastern  Ry.  Co.  (Railway  and 

Caoal  Commission)    appl.  of  Tbe 

London  and  India  Docks  Co.  from 

oruer  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright,  Sir 

F.    Feel   ft   Viscount    Cobham, 

dated  March  26,  1902 

'^-woey  Oudlff  Pure  Ice,  &c.  Co.    appl.  of 

DeflB.  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Jn&Uce 


T6    Young  ft  anr. 


76    Down 


11    Barraud 


Walton,  dated  March  25,  1903, 
wl.h  a  special  Jury,  Cardiff 

Apra  10 

12    Baldwin  Moren  ft  Flowers    appL  of  Defts. 

from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Bruoe, 

dated  March  26,  1902,  without  a 

Jury,  Middlesex  April  10 

T3    Lund  Sunderland    Shipbuilding    Go.   Id. 

appL  of  Defca.  £rom  Jo&t  of  Mr. 

Justice  Bruce,  dated  March  26, 

1902,  wlthoat  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

AprU14 

74    Charles  Webster  (1999)  Id.  v.  Chapman   appL  of 

Pltib.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 

Wright,   dated   March   7,    1902, 

without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

April  16 

Balsterftors.    appl.  of  Pltfli!.  from 

Judgt  of  Mr.   Jntioe   Wright, 

dated  April  10,  1902,  wltiiout  a 

Jury,  Middlesex  April  16 

Trelaver  China  Clay  ft  China  Stone 

Go.    appL  of  Defts.  fhxn  Judgt 

of  Mr.  Justice  Kennedy,  dated 

March  29, 1902,  Gaidiff   AprillO 

Watkins   appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt 

of  Mr.  Justice  Lavranoe,  dated 

March   20,  1902,  with  a  special 

Jury,  Lseds  April  21 

78  The  Gas  Light  ft  Coke  Go.  kl.  «.  The  6mnon 
Brewery  Co.  appl.  of  Pitflh.  from 
Judgt  of  The  Lord  Chief  Justice 
and  Justices  Darling  ft  Ghannell, 
dated  AprU  10, 1902        April  22 

79  Angler  Line  (1887)  Id.  v.C.T.Bowring  ft  Go.  U. 
(three  actions  consolidated)  appl. 
of  Delta,  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bigham,  dated  Feb.  8, 
1902,  witiioot  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

April  23 

80  Spillers  ft  Bakers  Id.  v.  Henxy  Tiwithim  ft  Sons 
appl.  of  Ddto.  ttaai  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bigham,  dated  April  8, 
1902,  witiumt  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

April24 

81  Securities  Insoe.  Go.  Id.  v.  Elliott  appl.  of  Dsft, 
from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wright, 
dated  April  19,  1902,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  April  24 

82  Wilcock  ft  anr.  v.  The  British  Mutoecope,  ftc  Co. 
Id.  and  anr.  (The  Brltiah  Muto- 
scope,  fto.  Co.  Id.,  Srd  Partied) 


Uaderhlll 


.Koilglit 


Buoes 


»pl.  of  Pltfb.  firam  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Justioe  DarUng,  dated  Jan.  26, 
1902,  with  aoommon  Juiy,  MkkUe- 
sex  April  24 

83  Investors  ft  Oontract  Agenor  M.  v.  Gartwright 

Sppl.  of  Pltib.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
ustice  Wright,  dated  AprU  16, 
1902,  wittioutajaiy,  Middlesex 
April  26 

84  Jukes,  Coulson,  Stokes  ft  Co.  v.  Newton   appl.  of 

Deft,  from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bigham,  dated  April  18,  1902. 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

April  28 

85  Maskelyne  ft  Gooke  v.  Smith  (Deft.)  and  John 

Arthur  Palmer  and  Smith  Bios., 
dmts.  (interpleader  issue)  appl. 
of  Pltffs.  from  Judgment  of  I  be 
Lord  Chief  Justioe  and  Justices 
Darilng  ftClianneil,  dated  AprU  8, 
1902  AprU  29 

86  Hunter  Titchfleld  Bank  Id.    appl.  oTDeftu. 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justioe  Law- 
ranee,    dated    April    24,    1902, 
with  a  oonounon  Jury;  Middlesex 
April  30 

87  Boz9on  The    Urban    District    CouncU    of 

Altrincbam  appl.  of  Pltff.  from 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  WiUs,  dated 
March  6,  1902,  without  a  Jury, 
Manchester  May  6 

88  Psimer  Birmingham  Manufacturing  Co.  Id. 

appL  of  Defts.  from  Judgt  of 
Mr.  Justice  Jelf,  dated  April  26, 
1902,  with  a  common  Jury,  Middle- 
sex May  7 

89  Pearae  Fagaa    appl.  of  Deft,  from  Judgt 

of  Mr.  Justice  Ghannell,  dated 
AprU  24,  1902,  without  a  Jury, 
Middlesex  May  9 

AA  /In  le  an  Arbitration 

^  \The  Rural  District  Council  of  Qodstone  «.  The  Urban 
District  Council  of  Caterham  appl. 
of  Caterham  District  CouncU  from 
Judgt  of  Mr.  Justioe  Wright, 
dated  AprU  29, 1902  (special  case) 
M«ylO 

91    Smith  Kynnersley  ft  ors.    appl.  of  Defts. 


from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Wri^t. 

dated  AprU  80, 1902  (special  case) 

May  10 

92  The  London  County  Council  ( Applts.)  v.  The  Mayoi^, 

Aldermen  ft  ConnciUorB  of  the 
Met  Borough  of  Wandawoith 
(Reapfes.)  appl.  of  AppUs.  than 
Judgt  of  tiie  Lord  Chief  Justioe 
and  Justices  DarUng  ft  Ghannell, 
dated  April  23, 1902  May  10 

93  Davidson  Hooydonk  ft  Go.  Id.    appL  offltff. 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justioe  Wri^t» 
dated  April  17,  1909,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  May  Ifr 

91    PoweU  Ricks  (Lewis  ft  Price.  Srd  parties) 

appl.  of  J.  H.  Price  from  Jiidgt  of 
Mr.  Justice  Wright,  diited  May  9, 
1902  May  16 

95  Lomer  ft  Rennie  v.  Legar    appL  of  PltiEs.  from 

Judgt  of  Mr.  Justioe  Bigham, 
dateJ  May  13.  1902,  without  a 
Jury,  Middlesex  May  28 

96  New  Grappler  Pneumatic  T^re  Go.  Id.  v.  North 

Cheshire  Rubber  Go.  Id.  appl. 
of  PltfBt  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
Justioe  Ridley,  datad  May  6, 
1902,  without  a  Jury  Ma724 

The  Mayor,  Aldermen  ft  Gonndllort 
of  the  Met  Borough  of  Fulbam 

3»pl.  of  Defts.  from  Judgt  of 
r.  Justice  Wright,  dated  May 
6,  1902,  Without  a  Jury,  Middle- 
aex  May  28 

Preston    appL  of  Deft,  from  Judgt 
of   Mr.  Justice    Wrlgh^  dated 
May  13,  1909,  without  a  Jury, 
'    MlddlrnioT  May  30 

London,  Ci^  ft  Midland  Bank  Id. 
appl.  of  Pltff.  from  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Kennedy,  dsted  May  I6r 
1902,  witii  a  special  Jury,  Middle- 
eex  and  cross  notice  by  Deft. 
Bank,  dated  June  17, 1902 

May30 

100  J.  ft  J.  MoConoeU  Id.  «.  Hurdle    appl.  of  PitSk 

.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justioe  Law- 
rano%  dated  May  16, 1903,  with- 
out  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

MaySO 

101  In  re  An  Arbitration  between  The  City  ft  Soutii 

London  Ry.  Co.  ft  The  Rector 
ft  Ghurchwardena  of  the  United 
Pariahea  of  St  Mary  M'oolnoth 
and  St  Mary  Wooldiurch  Haw. 
appL  of  The  Ci^  ft  South  London 
Uj.  Go.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice  Wright  (special  case), 
dated  May  4, 1902  June  2 

102  Fanahaw  ft  anr.  «.  PhUUps  ft  anr.  appl.  of  Defts. 
fhan  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justioe  PhUU- 
norob  dated  March  6, 1902,  with- 
out a  Jury,  Middlesex         June  2 

Hess    appL  of  PltiBk  from 

of  Mr.  Justioe  Grantham 

(in  Chambers),  dated  May   16, 

1902  June  6 

Sharp    appL  of  Deft,  (in  person) 

from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justice  PhUU- 

more,  dated  June  4, 1902;  without 

ajury,  Midalesex  June  6 

106  Anapa  Liquid  Fuel  Go.  Id.  o.  Parkea  and  anr. 


97    Silles 


98    Rose 


99    Field 


103  Bottomley  ft  on.  «. 


lOlOdeU 


106  MiUer 


appL  of  Defts.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 

Justice  Bigham,  dated  May  12, 

1902,  without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

June  6 

Law  Accident  Insce.  Soc.  Id.    a^. 


of  Pltff.  from  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Bigham,  dated   AprU   16,   1902, 
without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

June  IS 

107  Newton  Ferguson    appl.  of  Pltff.  (in  person) 

from  Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justioe  Rldl^yr 

.    dated  April  26,  1902,  wittiout  a 

Jury,  Middlesex  June  12 

108  Lawford  UiUericay   Rural   District    CouncU 

.  appL  of  Pliff.  from  Judgt.  of  Mr. 
Justice  DtfUng,  dated  AprU  14, 
1902,  without  a  Jury,  Middksvc 
June  16 

109  Langrish  Watts    appL  of  Deft,  from  Judgt. 

or  Mr.  Justice  Bruce,  dated  June 

10, 1902,  without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 

June  17 

110  The  Law  Guarantee  Trust  Soc  Id.  «.  Bowen  ft  anr. 

uppL  of  Defts.  from  Judgt  pC  Mr. 
Justioe  ChanneU,  dated  May  6, 
1902,  without  a  Jury,  Middlesex 
June  18 

111  Forrester  The  MetropoUtan  Ry.Go.    i^.  of 

Pltff.   from  Jn^gt  of  The  Lord 

2X4, 


Digitized  by 


C^oogle 


268 


THE  WEEKLY  NOTES- 


[Oct.  25, 1902. 


Chief  Justice,  dated  Mcy  18,  IMX 
and  a  epeclal  Jury,  Middkeez 

June  18 
113  Atlautlc  nteLfc  Fnel  Co.  Id.  v.  Darand    appl.  of 
Deft  fnm  Jadgt.  of  Mr.  Justice 
Keuiedy,  dated  March  SI,  IMS, 
witboQt  a  Jury  June  19 

lit  ABgell,  OB  Uhalf  of  himself,  &c.  v.  Merchant 
Marine  Imoe.  Co.  appl.  of  Pltlb. 
tttm  Jndgt.  of  Mr.  Jnslioe  Big- 
ham,  dated  May  t,  IMM,  wiihont 
a  Jury,  Middlesex  June  30 

Mape  appL  of  Deft,  ttam  Jndgt. 
of  The  Lord  Chief  JnsUce  and 
JoiUoeB  DarUsg  and  CbaoMll, 
dated  Jnoe  SI,  IMS  Joly  1 

LttnoUe  appL  of  PItff.  ftxnn  Jndgt 
of  Mr.  JnsUoe  Wills,  dated 
June  10,  1901^  wHh  a  spedal 
Jwy,  Middlesex  (two  Acttais  oon- 
soUdated  by  order)  July  8 

MetropoUtaa  Borough  of  IsUngtoii 
appl.  of  ntff.  finm  Jndgt  of  llr. 
Jvatke  Wright  dated  AprU  9, 
190^  wtthovtajoiy,  Middx. 

Julys 

AgricQltaral  HoUUngi  (Bnglaiid)  Act,  1883  to 

ISOO 


114  Torklagtun 


US  Ajlwanl 


US  Procter 


•  llnreAgr 
lit] 

t  n  re  an 


lis  Qlblan 


appl.  of  Deft  fhun  iodgt 
.    Jnrtloe    Rldl^,    dated 


Arbitralkm  between  J.  Manlie  (Tenant) 
and  Geeige  D.  Faber  h  on. 
(Landlocds)  appl.  of  Landlords 
Aram  Jndgt  of  Jndge  Qreenwell, 
dated  June  18^903  (qiedal  case), 
NewoaitleKiB-T>ne  Jnly  9 

Nattanal  Amalgamated  Labooiers' 
Unkm of  Great  Britain  h  Irel.nd 
appL  of  Pltft  fhxn  Jndgt  uf  Mr. 
jHtice  Walton,  dated  April  18. 
190S,withaJary,Caxdiir  Jnly  9 
119  Penry  Bcdman  -  -  ^  - 

ISO  Willing  Jnnr.  Id.  •.  BrickweU  It  Kerr  appi.  of 
Deft  Kerr  tnm  Judgt  of  Mr. 
Jnstioe  JeU;  dated  JvSj  T,  1903. 
witbont  a  Juy,  Middlesex 

Jnly  U 

121  Weill  The  Army  ft  Navy  Oo-operattve 

Soo.  U.  appl.  of  Defts.  fhan 
Jndgt  of  Mr.  Jwtke  Wrigh^ 
diKted  AprU  16,  1903,  wlthoot  a 
Jnry,  Middlesex  JnW  16 

132  Brown  It  Ooodnaa  «.  SlmpeoB   appl.  of  Deft  from 

Jndgt  of  Mr.  Jnstke  Kennedy, 
dated  Jnly  16, 1903,  with  a  spedal 
Jnry,  Huntingdon  Jnly  IT 

133  Brown,  Brongb  ft  Cow «.  National  Bank  of  India  Id. 

appl.  of  Defta.  txwn  Jndgt  of  Mr. 
JnOke  BIgbam,  dated  Jnne  17, 
1903,  withont  a  Jury.  Middlesex 
Jnly  18 
13*  Wanl  Bni   appL  of  Deft  tnm  Jndgt  of 

Mr.  Jnstioe  Lawranoab  dated 
Jnly  4,  1903,   without  a  Jury, 


125  Scoblelton. 


July  4,  II 
Middlesex 


Jnly  31 
1  Oonndlof 


The  becrelaiy  of  State  in 
India  appLofPltlllB.firamJttdgt. 
of  Mr.  Jortloe  PhUllmore,  daied 
June  16,  1903,  witbont  a  Jnry, 
Mkldleeex  July  33 

121  K.  1..  Browns  M.  C.  Fmtardo,  Snnrejor  of  Taxee 
(Jteeenne  Side)  appL  of  R^pt 
inm  Jndgt  ot  Mr.  Justke  PhilU- 
moN^  dated  Jnne  so,  1903 

JulySS 

127  IvalltDeer       Watney,  Combe  BeU  It  Co.  Id. 

appL  of  Pltflk.  from  Jndgt  of 

Mr.  Justke  Darling,  dated  May  9, 

1903,  witbont  a  Jniy,  Mkkilesex 

JulySS 

l'i8  Robert  L.  Hunter  (Suppliant)  v.  The  Ktaig(ffeMMue 
^Vle)  appl.  of  The  Attoney- 
Gen.  tw  tiie  Commrs.  of  Inland 
Bevenne  fkum  Jndgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  PhilUmoieb  dated  Jnne 
18, 1903  Jnly  23 

129  Sanderson  The  BIyth  Tbeatre  Co.   Id.   and 

Hope  appL  of  Defts.  Blytb 
Tbeatre  Co.  kl.  from  Jndgt.  of 
Mr.  Jnitke  Grintbam,  dated 
July  9,  1903.  with  a  spedal 
Jniy,  Kewcastle-on-T^ne 

July  34 

]  e  \d»mB  Cocrmbs    appL  of  Pltlf.  fnm  Jndgt 

of  Mr.  Jnitke  Channell,  dated 
June  II,  1909^  wlibont  a  Jury, 
MIddleeex  July  36 

131  leUngton  Borou^  CMmdl  v.  Tbe  London  SdMol 
*^  Bewti  eppL  of  PWft.  ttom  Jndgt. 


of  Mr.  Jnstke  Wright,  dated 
Jnne  11, 1903  (epedal  case) 

July  36 

132  Mc  L?an  The  Adamant  Stone  k  PsTing  Go. 

Id.  appl.  of  Pltir.  txon  Jodgt. 
of  Mr.  Jnstioe  PbUlimorsb  dated 
June  3,  1903,  without  a  Jnry, 
MIddleeex  JuIt  39 

133  Roberts  k  anr.  v.  James  Itanr.    appL  of  Defts.  from 

Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justice  Walton, 


134  Greaves 


dated  Jnly  11,  1903,  witbont  a 
Joxy,  WeUpool  (Judgment  In 
London)  Aunst  1 


Lill^ 


ef  Deft,  fhn 


igusti 
Jodgt- 


133  Hain  k  Sons 


of 'Mr.  Jnstko  Lawrancsb  dated 
Aug.  6, 1903  August  1 

GUUland  k  Sons  appl.  of  Defls. 
from  Judgt  of  Mr.  Justke  Big. 
bam,  dated  Aug.  6,  1903,  witb- 
ont a  Jmy,  MlrtdkaoT  Angut  8 
1S6  In  the  Matter  of  an  ArUtntion  between  theMan- 
Chester  Oanisgs  k  TVunwsy  Co. 
and  Tbe  Loni  Mi^yor,  te.  ef  the 
aty  of  Mancbostsr  k  on.  (Pur- 
chasing Antboritios)  appL  of 
tb)  Purcharing  Authorities  firem 
Judgt.  of  Mr.  Justice  Bigbsm 
(special  oue),  dited  Jnly  38, 
1903  Augusts 

137  Kdelsteia  Scbnler  k  on.    appl.  of  Pltff.  fkom 

Jndgt  of  Mr.  Jnttka  BIgtaam. 
dated  May  9,  190S,  withont  a 
Joy,  MkUksex  August  11 

138  Dovey  SlUott   9p6L  of  Deft  fhn  Jndgt 

of  Mr.  jMtke  Kennedy,  dated 
Aug.  6.  1903,  wUbont  a  Joiy, 


139  OUver 


Tbe  NantUns  Steam 


Angnstis 
Shipnlng  Co. 
kom  jndgt  of 


appl.  ef  Pltff.  fkom 
Mr.  Justice  Jelt  dated  Jnly  31, 
190S^  witbont  ajuiy,  Out&Uf 

August  13 

140  Cndman  Ward   appL  of  Deft  from  Jndgt  of 

Mr.  Justke  Jelf  (In  Chamben), 
dated  July  16, 1903       August  13 

141  The  Smeltittg  Co.  of  8o^  AnstnUa  Id.  v.  The 

Greater  Bonkler  PenoTemnoe 
GoM  Mtaiing  Co.  kL  appL  of 
Defts.  fhnnjndgt  of  Mr.  Jnstke 
Bigham,  dated  Aug.  1,  1903, 
without  a  Jury,  MkMx.  AngnsllZ 

143  Bathbone  Broe.  ft  Co.  v.  DavU  Maclver,  Sena  k 
Co.  kL  appL  of  Pltft.  tnim 
Jndgt  of  Mr.  Jnstke  WUls^  dated 
July  30,  190S,  witbont  a  Jnry, 
Liverpool  August  13 

143Kudakhl.  Kodak  Id.  v.  Bobeit  dark  (Surveyor 

of  Taxes)  AeesniM  8Ue   appl.  ef 
Bespt  fkum  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justke 
PhilUnMMra,  deled  June  19. 1903 
August  14 


144  De  Bathe 


Waring   appL  of  Pltft  ttom  Jndft 
of  Mr.  Justice  PhilUmora^  dated 


Aug.  7, 19J3  August  14 

145  Lewis,  Robins  It  Co.  «.  Sfgar   appl.  of  Deft  fhmi 

Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justke  Kennetly, 
deled  August  3,  1902;  without  a 
Jury,  M1<Mk>TT  August  14 

146  Glamorgan  Coal  Co.  M.  It  ors.  v.  Tbe  South  Wales 

Mfawn'  Kederatktt  kon,  appl. 
of  Pltlb.  from  Jndgt  of  Mr. 
Justke  Bl^bam,  dated  Aug.  T, 
1903,  and  a  spedal  Jury,  Mkidk- 
sex  Angnstis 

147  In  tbe  Matter  of  Rkbard  WUUam  WoUey  Huil^  a 

SoUcltorand  In  the  Matter  ef  tbe 
SolkltofB*  Act,  1888  appl.  of  tbe 
Solkitor  flxm  Jndgt  ef  Jnstkes 
Lawranoeb  Dwung  It  FbHUmon; 
dated  Aug.  8, 1903       August  90 

148  llford  Gas  Co.     Uftmi  Urban  Distriot  Oonndl  (John 

Jackson,  3rd  party)  eppL  of  Srd 
par^  fnm  Jndgt  of  Mr.  Justke 
Lawnnce,  datei  Aug.  il,  1903, 
without  a  Juxy,  Mfclffleeex 

August  tt 

149  Colwyn   Bay   k  Cdwyn   Urban  Dbtrlct  Coundl, 

Applts.  V.  Gonwcy  Rural  DIstrkt 
Oouidl,  Reaps.  appL  of  Applta. 
fhrni  JuJgT.  of  Mr.  Jnstioe  Big- 
bam,  dalel  Aug.  4, 190J 

AuguitSS 

160  Canliir  Channel  Diy  Docka  Co.  r.  E.  G.  T.  Agiua  Id. 

appl.  of  Defta.  finun  Jndgt  of  Mr. 
Justice  Bncknill,  datsd  Aug.  13. 
1903  Angus!  S5 

161  Butler  Keay    sppl.  of,  Deft  fnm  Jndgt 

of  Mr.  Jnrtloe  BncknUl.  dated 

Aug.  13. 190i  August  S5 

152  Thomas  Hudson,  Applt.  v.  F.  W.  Gribble,  Surveyor 


of  Taxei^  (fimamie  8idt\  Rapt 
appL  of  Apptt  from  JodRt  tf  Ur. 
Jnrtke  PhllUmon.  dsttd  Jose  U, 
1903  AupKft 

163  Robert  BeU,  Applt  «.  F.  W.  Gribble  (Snrvejvr  tf 
Taxes),  Reept  (Aswaac  Sik) 
appL  of  Beqit  fkemjndgt.  tf  Ih, 
Jnrtke  FbUltaMM^  dsM  Jmi 
19, 1902  Ahuis 

16A  Andri  Bkm,  snsd,  Ik.  appL  of  Deft,  fw 

Jndgt  of  Mr.  Joitke  PUUbu^ 
dated  Aug.  6^  1992,  mMkM  a 
Jury,  Miidleeex  Aagm  » i 


BcDiy  a]»l.  of  Fltif.  ften  )i4gL 
of  Mr.  /uatke  Darttag.  dsteli^ 
11, 1909^  witbont  a  |iiy,]fU^; 


It  anr.  v.  AngM)rienlal  Gnit  Ri 
CKtnring   Col    kL  Qbm,  M\ 

dated  Aug.  6,  19n, 


165  Kz^ 


166  Dnqn 


167  London  k  Globe    nnanoe    Coipn.   Id.  *.  B^i 

MonlgAeryandGoc&en.     " 
of  Pltflt  from     - 
fbkf  Ji  .     , 

June  16.  1903,  and  ipedtf  jm, 
London  Ucpimtel 

168  LIveqiool   Mutual    Marine  Jmot.   Asmc  H  fc 

UzieUinndOowld.  npLofML 
flrom  Jndgt  ef  Mr.  Jmtfoi  Wil^ 
dated  AngmS  6,  wllhait  a  Jqt 
Ltverpoot  flnlaltar} 

169  Tbe  Smeltiog  Co.  of  AnstnUn  U.  v. Tht  6nn 


ndCocften.  irL 
I  Judgt  of  the  Ul 
of  &«tod,«UBl 


Co.  Id.  nppL  of  Pltft.  ta 
Jndgt  of  Ar.  Jmlkt  Bl^ii^ 
dated  Aug.  1, 
Juxy,  MIdSassB 


160  W.  J.  lUycock  *  aoui  kL  «.  HsUv  «L  tf 
Deft  from  JnlgL  cf  RLJnlk» 
Darling  datedJu|j  I,  imiift- 


161  Piice 


out  a  Jniy,  jSkUx:  OMfbrU 

Jenkins    i»pL  of  PtfL  fiwja^ 

01  Mr.  Jnotke  Jelf;  dsisiJnifll 


1903,  wtthont  a  Jn7,  Orifri^ 

163  Forrestt  ft  Son  hL  v.  Shame's  Zambsri  MECk 
M.  appLofPltlEi.fraiM^tf 
Mr.  Justke  WUI^  dusd Jri^t 
1903,  wltlmtt  a  Jdiy,  MIMh 


163 


164 


Hayward  k  anr.  v.  Leonard  Dillon  mL  tf  M. 
from  Jodgt.  of  Mr.  J»ltaU>- 
lancct.  dated  Aim.  IS,  lNl.«ft- 
y.  Mkkle 


out  a  Jury. 


OMimlirll 


.Hiyward  k  anr.  e.  Helen  Dulton 
fkom    Jndgt    of 
Lawnnoeb  dated  Aug.  1%  vm 
withont  n  Jniy.  MklittMK^ 

165  Abram  Coal  Co.  U.  v.  Tbe  GresI  Central  l|.> 


(RaUway  nod  Cual  Owwlidn; 
appL  of  Dafls.  ft«B  J»li|^^|^ 
Justke  Wrmbt,  tar  fTm  a< 


JuetkeWngbt,  _^  ^  ^ 
y  iBcount  Oobhsm,  drttd  1«  Ik 
1903  Ssplinkrii 

166  Acken,  Wbltl^  ft  Co.  kL  *.  The  GicetUattil^- 

Oo.  (Bailway  *  CmI  0» 
mlflskn)  appL  of  Deftk  fim 
Judgt  of  lCi!T^stkB  WMSk 
F.  Peel  and  Vleoount  Ootkn, 
dated  Aug.  36, 1993^^_^^ 

167  Mi^or,  kc.  of  Northampton  n.  XUsn  an^rfW 

from  Jndgt  of  Mr.  JmdoiBlikm 
(spedal  GM><tMdAq^iUI> 

168  H«ydon  k  anr.  «.  Caitwrigbt  It  Soes   sflM 

PMb.  ftum  Jndgt  cf  ]fr*J«^ 
Bncknill.  deed  July  *»  Jm 

From  the  Probate,  Divorce,  and  AdmMn 
Division, 

Fob  Hi  a  BIB  0. 

Fdial  Idsr. 

WUkNaMealAatetaon. 

(GmnJ  DndMM  Oi8n-l90S~Poli»  SM-UU-^-' 

1  <  ifasf  (LlTcipooi)  _^  ^ 

<  Rkhud  Coneliue  It  Coi  «.  Ownea  «f  Fimck  SUf 
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or  YeflBel  Grand  DooheHa  0  Iga 
(dAmaffe  to  cargo)  appL  of  Delta, 
fram  )iidgt-   of  The  Prral'loiik, 
dated  April  SO.  1902  Haj  39 


J  (Guibridgfr-1902 


of  Defb. 


iThe  ComnlieloiMfa  Ibr  ezecotlDg  the  office  •  f 
Lord  High  Admiral  of  the  Unlti^ 
Ktagdom  of  Qraat  Britain  and 
Irewid  V.  The  Great  Eaatem 
By.  Co.  (damagB)  aopL  of  the 
PlifEk  ftxn  Jodgt  of  The  Preat- 
dent,  dated  Jime  17, 1902 

June  35 
Folio  15« 
Same  (damags)     appl. 
firom  Jodgt   of  The 
dated  Jime  17. 1903  Jnlv  21 

.(OniflIeru-1993— FoUoatOkSl  (Cooaolichited) 
'tWilHui  FnuBce  Fenwlck  h  Go.  Id.,  Ownem  of 
Steamthip  Poplar  «.  OMrn^ra  of 
Steamship  CocdiUens  (damage) 
appL  of  DeAa.  fhim  Jodgt.  of 
Mr.  Jnatioe  Banea,  dated  Jane  5, 
1902  Jnae  25 

WUhmi  NatUictd  Ajtaemn. 
FoTAL  Lurr. 

1802. 

.  |Dnriali-l901— FoUo  406 

']1lMDowlaia8leam8hipGo,ld.«.Biiddl(Co.    appl. 

of   Pltflk  ftxn  Jndgt.   of  the 

Divisional  Couti  dated  Dra.  17, 

1001  JanoaiT  14 

|(CveBonito-l903~FoUoe»4ft78  (Cooeolidated) 

rOeim  of  Stoanoblp  British  Prince  «.  Ownera  of 

Rteamship  Oajo  Bonito   appl.  of 

Defka.  fhnu  Jodgt  of  Mr.  Josttce 

,  dated  Jane  19, 1902 

JolylO 


Fnm  (he  King's  Bench  Division. 

Kkw  Tbial  Papeb. 

1802. 

'  ^  Harris  appln.  of  Deft,  for  Jodgt  or 

new  trial  on  appeal  ftom  verdict 
h  Jndgt,  dated  Jan.  19,  1902,  at 
trial  before  The  Lovd  Chief  Jna- 
tioe and  a  special  Jory,  Mkldleaex 
,  ^  (restored)  Febrotry  7 

'  0«^riey  De   Nevers     appln.  of  Dtft   for 

Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
tnm  verdict  k  Jndgt,  dated 
March  17,  1902,  at  trial  befure 
Mr.  Justice  Grantham  and  oora- 
moD  Jory,  London  April  3 

MtagrsTe  Beotley    apptn.  of  PttflT.  for  Jodgt 

or  new  tnal  on  appL  from  verdict 
k  Jndgt,  dated  March  18.  1902, 
at  trial  befne  Mr.  Jnelice  Law- 
ranoe  and  special  Jory,  Leeda 

April  8 

H«l«y  Smith  &  ors.    apphi.  of  Pltff.  for 

Jodgt.  or  new  toial  on  appl.  tmax 

verdict  ft  Jodgt,  dated  March  2*2, 

1002,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Jostice 

Lawnuooe  and  a  special  Jory,  Lee  Is 

April  10 

nuele  k  on.     The  Scottish  Imperial  Insoe.  Co. 

appln.  of  DOIs.  for  Jndgt  or  new 

trial  on  appL   fhsn  verdict   k 

Jodgt.,  dated   April  4,   1902,  at 

trial  before  Mr.  Jostice  Kennedy 

and  a  special  Jory,  CardifT 

_  April  17 

B!>ke  Hltchoook,  Williams  li  Go.    appla. 

of  Pltif.  for  Jndgt  or  new  trial  on 

appl.  ilrom   verdict  and  Jodgt., 

dated  April  9, 1902,  at  trial  before 

Mr.  Jnstlce  Kidley,  and  aapedal 

Jory,  Mlddleeex  AprU  18 

<^^  Thomas  Tilling  Id.  appln.  of  Defts. 

for  Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 

from    verdict    k  Jndgt.,   dated 

April   16,  1902,  at  trial  before 

Mr.  Jostice  Bidley  k  a  special 

Jory,  Middlesex  April  2i 

AttcnKy-Oen.  The  Gss  Light  ft  Coke  Co.  (Aeeenus 

Side)   sppbi.  of  DellB.  for  Jndgt. 

or  new  trial  on  appl.  ftom  verdict 

ft  Jodgt,  dated  April  16, 1902,  at 

,  trialbelkirs  Mr.  Jnstioe  Rldl^ 

f  '  and  a  special  Jory,  Middlesex 

L.^  ApriH4 

fiUaaoa  S.J.TrUeryftCou  appln.  of  Defts. 


10    Boll 


11    Ewens 


12    Wlckham 


13    Stuart 


14 


16 


Ryland 


.Same 


for  Jodgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
Ih»m  verdict  and  Jndgt.,  d^ted 
April  21.  1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Justice  Phllllmore  ft  a 
oomsson  Jory,  Middleaex 

April  28 

The  Msyor,  ftc  of  Shoredltch 
appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jwlgt  or  new 
t  lal  on  appL  from  verdict  and 
Jodgt.,  datel  Jan.  29,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jostice  PbiUl- 
mors  ft  a  commoo  Jory,  Ml«ldlesex 
(stay  granted  peodipg  appeal) 

April  38 

Watkins  appln.  of  Deft  for  Jo'lgt. 
or  new  trial  on  appL  firom  verdict 
ft  Jodgt,  dated  April  14,  1902, 
at  trial  befoie  Mr.  Jostles  Phl'U- 
more  ft  a  common  Jory,  Middle(>ex 
April  28 

Chester,  Broome  ft  Grlffith«8  appln. 
of  Pltff.  for  Jodgt  or  new  trUI  on 
appL  fhmi  verdict  ft  Jodgt.  dated 
April  15, 1902,  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Jofetioe  Lawrence  ft  a  Bpedal  Jo*  r. 
Mlddleeex  April  29 

Freeman  appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jodgt 
or  new  trial  on  appL  fkmn  venll(« 
ft  Jodgt.,  dated  April  14, 1901,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jostice  Bidley  ft  a 
special  Jory,  Mlddleeex       Mav  3 

Jackson  appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jodgt 
or  new  trial  on  appL  tnm  verdict 
ft  Jndg^M,  dated  AprU  80.  I9n2,  at 
trial  befivre  Mr.  Justice  Brace  and  a 
apedal  Jury,  Middlesex       May  7 

Brodle  appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jndgt  or 
new  trial  on  appU  firom  verdict  ft 
Jodgt,  dated  April  30.  1901,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jnstioe  Brace  and 
.  specUI  Jury,  Mlddleeex  (consoli- 
dated)     May  7 


17    Eftstey 


18     Lloyd 


16  Frost  ft  anr.  Soloman  appln.  of  Pltfb.  for  JiidRt 
or  new  trial  on  appL  fIrom  verdict 
ft  Judgt.,  dated  May  5,  lOOi,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Joetice  Brace  and 
a  upecial  Jory,  Middlesex 

Msy7 
Wood  sppln.  of  Phfl:  for  Jodftt  or 
new  trial  on  appl.  firom  verdict  ft 
Jodgt,  dated  May  1,  1902,  at  trial 
before  Mr.  Jostice  Grantham  and  a 
special  Jiiy,  Middlesex  May  9 
WoolUnd  Broa.  appln.  of  Defti. 
fur  Jodgt.  or  rew  trial  on  appl. 
f^  m  verdict  ft  Jndgt,  dated  May 
3, 1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Brace  and  a  epecUl  Jory,  Middle- 
sex May  13 

19  Mo:  el  Bros,  ft  Co.  U.  v.  The  Earl  ft  Countees  cf 
Westmoreland  appln.  of  the  Earl 
for  Jndgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl 
ttam  verdict  ft  Judgt,  dated  May 
9,  1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
PhiUimore  and  a  conunon  Jory, 
Middlesex  May  16 

Junes  appln.  of  Deft  for  Jndgt.  or 
new  tnal  on  appl.  from  verdict 
ft  Judgt.,  dated  May  7,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Justice  PhilU 
more  ft  a  common  Jury,  Middl«  eex 
May  16 


30    Goff 


/lollios 


Same 


23    St3ne 


24    fialtey 


26    Hamlyn 


ft  anr.  appln.  of  Defts.  fur 
Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appl.  fh>m 
verdict  ft  Jndgt.,  dated  May  9, 
1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Justice 
Brace  and  special  Jury,  Middlesex 
May  16 

Same  appln.  of  Deft  Norman  for 
Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appL  from 
venilct  ft  Jodgt..  dated  U»j  9, 
1902,  at  trial  befbre  Mr.  Jostice 
Brace  and  a  special  Jury,  Middle- 
sex May  20 

Brewls  appln.  of  Deft  for  Jodgt 
or  new  trial  on  appL  f^om  veidict 
ft  Jndgt,  dated  Msy  2,  1902.  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Joetloe  Grantham 
aud  a  special  Jory,  Middleaex 

May  22 

Thorston  ft  Co.  Id.  appln.  of  Defts. 
fur  Jndgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
inm  venilct  ft  Jndgt.,  dated  Msy  9, 
1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Jnailce 
Philllmore  and  a  otmoioo  Jory, 
Middlesex  May  22 

John  HooBton  ft  Co.  appln.  of  Defta. 
for  Judgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
fVom  verdict  and  Judgt.,  dated 
May  16, 1902,  at  trial  before  Mr. 


26    Steeger 


Jostice   Kennedy  and  a  special 
Jory,  London  May  2:t 

Heiderg'itt  appln.  of  Pltff.  for 
Judgt  or  new  trial  on  appl.  from 
verdict  ft  Jndgt,  dated  May  16. 
1902,  at  trial  iMlbre  Mr.  JnsUce 


Kennedy  and 
Middlesex 


27    Holland  ft  Son)  v.  Summon    sppln.  of  DefC  for 
Jndgt  or  new  trial  on 
verdict  ft  Jndgt,  date 
1902.  at  trial  befon  Mr.  Justice 


M«j2ff 

Mt  for 

appl.  from 
dated  May  7, 
n  Mr.  Justice 
PhiUimore  and  a  comtnon  Jury, 
Middlesex  (lecnrity  ordered) 

May  27 

28  Beltram  Tlie  Ma  vor.  Aldermen  ft  ClUasns  of 

the  City  of  Liverpool  appln.  of 
Defte.  for  Jodgt  or  now  trial  on 
appl.  tttm  verdict  ft  Jndgt.,  dated 
Miiy  9,  1902.  at  trial  before  Mr. 
Justice  Wills  and  a  spedal  Jury. 
Liverpool  May  29 

29  Colyer  ft  Golyer  v.  WlUouithby   apphL  of  Bobect 

DIeksee  (Troetee  In  Bankraptcy. 
by  order)  Ibr  Jodgt.  or  new  trial 
on  appL  Ihim  verdict  ft  Jodgt.. 
dated  Ml  28,  1902,  at  trial  be- 
fore BCr.  Jnstioe  Gmntbam  and  a 
special  Jmy,  Middlesex  June  & 
Hammond  ft  Co.  Id.  appln.  of  Defts. 
Ibr  Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 


30    Fox 


fhNn  verdict  and  Jodgt,  dai 
May  16,  1902,  at  trkl  befon  Mr. 
Jtistlce  Brace  and  a  apedal  Jury. 
Middlesex  June  9 

SI  llford  Gas  Co.  The  I>foid  Urbsn  District  Oouncil 
(J.  Jscksoo,  Srd  party)  appln. 
of  Delta,  aa  against  Srd  party  fbr 
Jodgt.  or  new  trial  on  appL  fkum 
verdict  ft  Judgt,  dated  June  5, 
1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Joetlce 
Lawnnoe  and  a  spedal  Jury, 
Middleaex  June  12 

82  The  CulnmboB  Co.  Id.  v.  Laboocbers  ft  anr. 
of  PItffa.  for  Jndgt  or  new 
appl.  tnm  verdict  ft  Jodgt,  dated 
Jane  7,  1902,  at  trial  b?fors  Mr. 
Justice  Lawxanoo  sod  a  special 
Jury,  Mlddlenx  June  14 

S3  Reynolds  (trading,  ftc.)  «.  W.  Ashl^  ft  Son  Id.  ft 
J.  A.  HoUandi  appln.  of  Pltff. 
as  sgsfaNt  W.  Ashby  and  Son  Id. 
for  Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
tnm  verdict  ft  Jodgt ,  dated  June  7, 
1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Joetloe 


Lawrence 
Mlddleeex 


J»ry. 
June  IT 


34  Booth's  Distillery  Id.  v.  Jscobs  ft  anr.  »phi.  of 
Deft.  B.  H.  Jaouba  for  jidgt.  or 
new  irial  on  appL  fhnn  verdict  a 


appL  from 
;  June  14, 


1909^   St 


35    liC  Meesorier 


36    Fuller 


37    C'oloin&n 


38    Joues 


Jndgt., 

trUl  before  Mr.  Justtoe  Graothani 

and  a  spedal  Jory,  Middkwex 

June  17 

Van  Cuyleoburg  appln.  of  Defr. 
for  Judgt  or  new  trial  on  anpl. 
from  verdict  ft  Jodgt,  dated  June 
11,  1902,  at  trial  befbre  Mr. 
Justice  Grsntham  and  a  eoecial 
Jury,  Middlesex  (secnrity  ordsrsd  i 
Jane  19 

Dewing  ft  Co.  appln.  of  Phff.  for 
Judgt.  or  new  trial  on  anpL  fir^  ni 
verdict  and  Jndgt.,  dated  June  9. 
1902.  at  trial  befiMtt  Mr.  Jnsticfi 
Grantham  and  a  spedsl  Jorv. 
Mlddleeex  Jone  it 

W.  S.  Jones  ft  Sons  appln.  of  P>i  fl . 
for  Jodgt  or  new  trial  on  api-U 
from  verdict  and  Jodgt,  dat.*i 
June  17,  1902,  at  trial  before  V.r. 
Justice  Bruce  and  a  oomm  •• 
Jury,  Middlesex  Jane  i.'k 

Lavlngt  n  appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jnd|  t . 
or  new  trial  on  appL  tnm  veidh  t 
I  June  16.  1902,  •( 


ftjodgt,  dated  ^ 

trial  before  Mr.  Justice  Grantham 

and  a  special  Jury,  Middlesex 

June  ru 

39  The  Mercantile  Agency  Co.  Id.  v.  Croochsr  ft  anr. 

appln.  or  W.  F.  Croncher,  a 
Deft,  for  Jndgt  or  new  trial  <ii 
appl.  tnm  verdict  and  Jodp  . 
dated  June  24,  1902;  at  in  I 
before  Mr.  Justice  Wills  and  a 
common  Jury,  Middlesex    Joly  i 

40  Clarke  The  Army  ft  Navy  Co-opemtti" 
Id.     appln.   of  Defta.   l.-r 


Jodgt,  or  new  trial  on  appL  fro.i 
t,  <kted  Jm 


Digitiz^^'*^"*^*^' 
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41    Samuel 


42    Reiner  ft  Co. 


43    TbriDg 


44    Wrigll 


4B 


4«    HodMKi 


47    Gohibowski 


48    Hjdgson 


49    HarrU 


ftO    Akcd 


5L    Walk«r 


62    Howell 


Judgt  <x 
vordlct 


1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Jiifltke 
WiUa  and  a  spedal  Joij.  Middle- 
■ex  July  5 

Enstoii  ft  Newton  appln.  of  Lord 
Saiton  fbr  Jndgt.  or  new  trial  on 
appL  tnm  verdict  and  Jndgt., 
dated  July  4, 1902,  at  trial  bafora 
Mr.  JuBtloe  BkUey  and  a  spedal 
JuTT.  Middlesex  July  6 

The  Begents  Eetalei  Go.  Id.  appln. 
of  DeftB.  for  Jndgt.  or  new  trial 
on  appL  from  yerdlct  and  Jndgt., 
dated  Jane  24, 1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Jnstke  Grantbam  and  a 
•pedal  JQ17,  MUdl-aez  July  1 
Lncaa  M»pln.  of  Deft  for  Jndgt  or 
new  trial  on  appL  from  venOct  k 
Jndgt.,  dated  June  19.  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jottioe  Jelf  and 
a  oommoB  Jukj',  Middlesex 

Jnl^S 
LefeTer  appln.  of  Deft,  for  JndiKt. 
or  new  trial  on  §pDh  from  renKkct 
k  Jndgt,  dated  Jnly  2,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jnttlce  Walton 
and  a  common  Jmy,  Mkkllceex 

Jnly  8 

MacBaofron.    appln.  of  Drlts.  for 

Jndgt  or  new  tnal  on  appl.  ftom 

verdict  k  Jndgt,  dated  Jnne  30, 

1902,  at  trialbefom  Mr.  Jnstioe 

RkUipy  and  a  spedal  Jmy,  London 

July  11 

City  It  West  End  Properties  M. 

appln.  of  Defts.  for  Jndgt  or  new 

trial  on  appl.   ftxm   verdict  k 

Jndgt.,  dated  Jnly  3, 1902,  at  trial 

before  Mr.  Jnstioe  Jelf,  with  a 

Jmy,  MUdlseex  Jaly  14 

London  k  Sonth  Western  Bank  M. 

appln.  of  PltfT.  for  Jndgt  or  new 

trial  on  appl.  ttom   verdict  k 

Jndgt,  dated  July  8, 1902,  at  trial 

before  Mr.  Jnstice  Wills  and  a 

f  pedal  Jmy,  Middlesex  (secmity 

ordered)  July  16 

Varlow  k  an.    appln.  of  Pltff.  for 

,  or  new  trial  on  appl.  from 

Jt  A  Jndgt.,  dated  Jnly  3, 

1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Jnstice 
Lawrance  and  a  special  Jmy,  Lin> 
coin  Jnly  21 

Bentley,  Taylor  k  anr.  appln.  of 
Pltif.  fur  Jndgt  or  new  trial  on 
appl.  firom  verdict  and  Jndgt, 
dated  Jnly  9,  1902,  at  trial 
before  Mr.  Jnstioe  Wills  and  a 
special  Jvy,  Middlesex  Jnly  22 
Dreyftas  appln.  of  Pltff.  for  Jndgt 
or  new  trial  on  appL  from  ver- 
dict k  Jndgt.,  dated  Jnly  10, 
1902,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Jnstice 
Ridley  and  a  special  Jnry,  Mid- 
dlesex July  29 
London  United  Tramways  kL 
appln.  of  Defts.  for  Jndgt  or 
new  trial  on  appL  from  verdk:t 
and  Jndgt.,  dated  July  19,  1902, 
at  trial  before  Mr.  Jnaifoe  Dar- 
ling and  a  qiedal  Jmy,  Mkkile- 
sex  Jnly  29 
Same  appln.  of  Defts.  for  Jndgt. 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  fhan  verdict 
k  Jndgt,  dated  Jnly  1,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jnsuioe  Omitham 
and  a  spedal  Jnry,  Mfckllesex 
(time  extended  by  leave  cf 
Gonrt  of  Appeal)  Jniy  29 
£S  Bell  &  Wife  Ctek  k  Son  apphi.  of  Pltlfo.  for 
Jndgt.  or  new  trial  on  appl. 
ftom  verdict  k  Jadgt,  dated 
July  17,  1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Jnstice  Darling  and  a  special 
Jnry,  Middlesex  Jnly  30 
51  Cdlinn  Cooper  appln.  of  Deft  for  Jndgt 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  firom  verdict 
k  Jndgt.,  dated  Jnly  17,  1902, 
at  trUl  before  Mr.  Jnstice  Philli- 
moce  and  a  special  Jnry,  Maid- 
stone AngnstS 
rS  Oamliam  Balnea  appln.  of  Deft,  for  Jiadgt 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  from 
veitlict  k  Jndgt.  dated  Jnly  30, 
1902,  at  trial  MRBre  Mr.  Justice 
Darling  and  a  oonunon  Jnry, 
Middlesex  Angnrt  6 
ce  Rolerts&anr.  TheQoitdiordSlectridty  Supply  Co. 
Id.  apphi.  of  Defts.  for  Jndgt.  or 
new  trial  on  appL  fh>m  verdict  k 
Jndgt.,  dated  Jnly  24,  1902,  at 


5?    Hallft 


Beanmoot 


trial  before  Mr.  Justice  FhilU- 
morob  and  a  special  Jmy,  Gnlld- 
focd  AngnstT 

Midgley  spphi.  of  Pltff.  for  Jndgt 
or  new  trial  on  appL  from  venOct 
k  Jndgt.,  dated  Jnly  21,  1902,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  JnsUce  Darling 
and  a  special  Joy,  MkUksex 

Angnsto 

Mayor,  kc  of  Hnddersfleld  appUi. 
of  Defti.  for  Jndgt  or  new  trial 
on  appl.  firam  venUot  k  Jndgt., 
dated  Jnly  80, 1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  JnstliDe  OFsntham,  without  a 
Jnry,  Leeds  Angnst  8 

Peipstnal  Investment  Bnikiing  80c  «.  Council  of 
the  Borough  of  C«mberwell  appln. 
of  Pltib.  for  Jndgt  or  new  trial 
on  appl.  from  verdict  and  Jndgt., 
dated  July  81, 1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Jmtlce  Darling       Angost  8 

Bell    apphk.  of  Pltff.  for.  Jndgt  or 
.  r-r- ^-iT«rdlct& 


w  trial  on  appL  fh>m  1 


Judgt,  dated  July  18, 
before  Mr.  Justice  CI 


1902,  at  trial 


n   Gladley 


•a    Hand 


03    JohnHughea 


64    Williams 


M    Allison 


ss-; 


a  spedal  Jnry,  Nottingham 

August  19 

Gnat  Kastem  Ry.  Co.  appln.  of 
Defts.  for  Jndgt.  or  new  trial  on 
appL  from  verdict  and  Jndgt., 
dated  Aug.  1, 1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Justice  Lawrance  and  a 
spedal  Jury.  MMdlt  sex 

August  12 

BnllockftSwinddls  ^pln.ofDeft 
Bullock  for  Jndgt  or  new  trial 
on  ap^.  ttom  verdict  and  Jndgt, 
dated  July  26, 1902,  at  trial  before 
Mr.  Justice  Ridley  and  spedal 
Jnry.  Cheater  August  14 

The  Lord  Mayor,  AMermen  k 
Cltlaens  of  the  City  of  Leeds 
.  of  Defis.  for  Jndgt.  or  new 
on  appl.  from  verdict  k 
Jndgt,  dated  Aug.  2,  190S,  at 
trial  before  Mr.  Jnstice  Grantham 
and  special  Jmy,  Leeds 

^^  August  14 

Williams  appl.  of  Deft  for  Jndgt 
or  new  trial  on  appl.  ftom  verdict 
&  Jndgt.  dated  July  29^  1902,  at 
trial  befora  Mr.  Juatioe  Jelf  and 
common  Jury,  Middlesex 

August  19 

The  Imperial  and  Fordgn  Invest- 
mente  Corpn.  Id.  appln.  of  Defts. 
fbr  Judgt  or  new  trial  on  appL 
from  verdict  k  Jndgt,  dated  Aug. 
4. 1903,  at  trial  before  Mr.  Jnstice 
Grantbam  and  spedal  Jmy, 
August  26 


JUDGHZNT  BbSBBYED. 

From  the  King's  Bench  DivMon. 

Inteblooutobt  List. 

Read  The  Friendly  Sodely  of  Opentive 

Stonemasons  and  ors.  ap|d.  of 
Delta.,  otht-r  than  R.  S.  Sannders, 
from  order  or  The  Lord  Chief 
Jnstice  and  Justices  Dariing  k 
Channell,  dated  May  3, 1902 

Co.a.v.  August  6) 
(Heard  before  The  Master  of  the 
kdls,  Stirling  and  Coams-Hardy, 
L.JJ.) 


IVvm  the  King's  Bench  Division. 

Inteblooutobt  Libt. 

1802. 

1  Owles  Foster  k  Taylor  r  Assignee)  appL 

of  Deft  from  order  of  Mr.  Justice 

BnckniU,  dated  May  1,1902   part 

heard  s.a  (pending  trial  of  issues) 

Mi^8 

2  Gerson  Simpoon   appl.  of  Max  Oppenhdm, 

3Td  party,  from  order  of  Mr.  Jua- 
tice  Jdf,  dated  Jnly  17, 1902 

July  30 

3  Fedrette  The  Portland  Urban  District  Council 


.  of  DeAs.  frm  cite  tf  Ml 


4    Bex 


•   Wlnetanky 


8   Tonklnsoa 


9    Oppenhelmer 


1902 
The  Archbishop  of  Cintiibiny'qii 
of  A.  W.  Cobham  fhm  ate* 
The  Lord  Chief  Jmtke.  M 
June  16, 1902  JsM 

Donlop  Pneumatic  Tyn  Co.  kL  «.  Hnbbof  • 

ftc.  Trie  Syndicate  Id.  ml 
Deft  Co.  firomorderef  ]lr.M 
Jdf.  dated  Jnliy  16, 1902 

Kendall&anr.  »pLofDdta!ft 
order  of  Mr.  Juitke  Bod 
dated  Aug.  f ,  1902  Ami 
7  The  T^mtee  of  the  Properiy  of  Chsrin  Bri^ 
Bankrent  «.  Norton,  Bm^  I 
ton  ft  Oo.  ap]^  <AWLt 
Oder  of  Mr.  Jntfoe  Becfei 
dated  Aug.  6, 1902      Asnl 

SteoierliorB.  mLofFttfl 
order  of  Mr.  Jostke  Bs^ 
dated  Jnly  30. 1902 

Margofuski  k  by 
Maneonski  v.  OppehheiBff  *< 
appL  of  Daft,  in  sdion  taB« 
of   Mr.  Jmtlce  BodalD,  k 


10    Atlocney-Gen., 


Aug.  1, 1902  Aval 

.,  on  the  lelatkin  of  the  SUM 
Rural 


11    Morgan,  John 


Rural  Dietrkt  Couadl  il  Qm 
„_  of  Deft,  ftom  Older  tfl 
nstfoe*  Bncknill.  <tated  Ass^ 

1902  Asfri 

Blias  H.  Davies  fc  ear.  anL 

Defta.  firam  order  of  Xr.  J« 

Jdi;dated  Angnit8,19n«l 

out  a  jnry,  Cardiff 


In  re  The  Workmen's  OompeMotit^ 


UOL 


(Fbom  Coobtt  O00XT8.) 
,  ilntheMatlar.te. 

Rerai.  from  awaiu  «  V" 
Court  (DenbigM>h«bVi^ 
dated  Oct  3.  1941  (i»tt^ 
County  Conrt)  0*te 

1900 

,  jIn  the  Matter,  *c  .  ^     ..«. 

'  iMartha  Losh,  Applicant «.  Rkhaid  *nmk^ 
Reeptn.  (Ctnwn  Adt)  iHi 
Applkmit  finaa  award  of  Q| 
Court  (Laocashtaek  8^  <■ 
Widn«s\  dated  Jan.  It,  1 


Widn«s\ 

(restored  June  21,  I90a) 


.  (In  the  Matter,  te. 
'iThomaa  N<    ~ 


1901 


AppUoant  v.  OeoigB 
-aspi  iOrvwm  «*)  •! 
Applicant  from  awaid  «i 
Omit  (Dmfaim,  Bv 
dated  Oct  11,  iMl  j[) 
to  Coontj  Oonit) 


.( In  the  Mailer,  &c  ^  .     .    , 

*  lAlexander  Lee  Isaacson  k  Annie  Le^y 

hfo  wifo^  Anplicsnti  «.  I^ 
Grand,  ClapiUHn  Junoll«.>i 

SSTweslmtasierX  drtedr*B 


1901  (a.*,  until  •ftg^v 
WcatmlMter  Oounly  Oonit) 


,  (In  the  Matter.  Ice. 


tSmithers^ 


Court  (Snmj,  Ald««t> « 
May28»l902  J"« 


^(  In  the  Matter,*©.  ,^^^^  m,  om. 

•  tHarriwn,  Applicant  v,  Onth^rte  k»n, 


dbunty  Court  (Durtm  Drt 
ton)k  dated  June  19, 19«  ^^ 


{w( 
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of  BmptM.  (as  tmbuik  tod  Ftoty) 
from  AWBitl  of  Oomutj  Ooaii 
(DerbTBtalr^  Deiby  And  Long 
Etloii>  dated  Juw  19, 1902 

Si.f    I    0 

(jDtbeHttter.ftc 

ilftirtoB.  Applicant  v.  Kicklen,  Bespt     i 
Rcq>t.   fh>m    award  of 
Oomt  (Doiaetdiiro^  WlmborooX 
datod  July  4, 1902  Jolj  28 

JIotlM  Matter,  Ac 

)  J«bn  Baes  Applkui  v.  Tbe  Penifkeber  KavleHtioa 
Colliery  Go.  Id.,  BaapCa.    «|»pU  of 
AppUcant  tram  award  of 
Goort  (Qlamorganahlre,  M< 
Aah)y  dated  Jol^  1, 1902 

Jal7  28 
Matter,  Ac. 
F]7no,    AppUcant  v.  Pimbo    Lane  Coai; 
BrtcicaiidTUeOo.,BeBp«a.  a^pl. 


riBibe 
iBobert 


of  Applicant  from  award  of  Ooantj 
Goart  (Lancashire,  LlTerpool> 
dated  July  10, 1902  Jaly  31 

,,  (In  tha  Matter,  Ac. 

^^  t  John  PUnt,i  AppUcant  v.  Tbe  OldnaUGolUery  Co., 
Beapto.  appl.  of  AppUcant  from 
award  of  Gouaty  Gout  (  Varoeater- 
ahlre^  Stoubrtdcpe)^  daitai  July  14, 
1992  AogwtS 


^,  (In  the  Matter,  Ac. 


[H.  J.  Brick,  Applicant  «.  Thomas  Wella^  Bespt. 
appl.  of  Beept.  tnm  award  of 
Covnty  Gonrt  (GloooaatsBdiireb 
GkraoesterX  dated  July  22. 1902 

Al«lBtll 

,.  (In  the  Matter,  Aa 

^'lAtUnaon,  AppUeant  «.  Lamb,  Beipt.  appl.  of 
Beept.  from  award  of  Goonty 
Gout  (Tork9bftra^  Todmocdai% 
dated  Ang  1, 1902        Angnst  18 


, .  (In  the  Matter,  Ac. 

^*  tBorr,  Applicant «.  W.  Whiteky  M.,  Bespls.  tppl. 
of  Applicant  fkon  fttnod  of 
Goonty  Gout  (Middlesex,  Mtty« 
lebone)  dated  Aog.  V,  1992 

..  (In  the  Matter,  Ac. 

^^  IWUliam  Barklam  (an  inflmi  of  John  Binldsn, 
hb  fUber  and  Boct  Wma% 
AppUoant  v.  The  Bothsnposd 
lion  A  Sleel  0>.  Id.,  BmdIb. 
appl.  of  Bespts.  tnm  tkwtn  off 
Ooqn^Gonn(Yflctabto^Bslbsr 
ham),  dated  SepCw  l^iwfel 

,A  (In  the  Matter,  Ac. 

^*  tSmith,  AppUcant  v.  KorthantoB  OoDieiy  Oo.  M.; 

Beapts.    amUoffAppdBMftfraii 

award  of  fXnnty  Ooort  Jidgs 

[(Deibyabira,     Attslo^    Mm 

September  22,  I9t2      Oelober  19 


^.^.— The  alwYe  List  ocmtains  Chanoery,  Palatine,  and  King's  Bench  Final  and  Interlocutory  Appeals  set  down  to 

October  15th,  1902. 


1^ 


8UMMABT  OF  AFPEADSL 


1.  From  the  Chancery  Division  ,  •        •  •        ••        •  •        . .        •  • 

2.  From  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Division 

3.  From  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Division  (New  Trial) 

4.  From  the  Oonnty  Palatine  Goort  of  Lancaster       

5.  From  the  King's  Bench  Division 

6.  From  the  Probate,  Divorce  and  Admiralty  Division  (Adminlty) 

7.  From  the  King's  Bench  Division  Sitting  in  Bankmptoy  •• 

8.  New  Trial  Paper  

Q  /Id  re  The  Wcxrkmen's  Oompensation  Act  \ 
^'iFromOoDntyOoort  /  

Totals    •• 


(knend 

Interlocutory. 

TaIaI 

List. 

115 

•  • 

6 

•  • 

121 

4 

•  • 

— > 

•  • 

4 

1 

•  • 

— 

•  • 

1 

nnal. 

5 

•  • 

^^ 

•  • 

5 

168 

•  • 

11 

•  • 

179 

6 

•  • 

— 

•  • 

6 

5 

•  • 

— 

•  • 

5 

65 

•  • 

— 

•  • 

65 

16 


ass 


17 


16 


402 


HIGH    COURT   OF   JUSTICE. 

OHANOERY    DIVISION. 


MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 


NOTICES  RELATING  TO  THE  CHANCERY  CAUSE  LIST. 
Motions,  Petitions,  and  Short  Oaoses  will  be  taken  on  the  days  stated  in  the  Michaelmas  Sittings  Fiipev. 
.  Jciricn  KzKBWiOH  will  take  his  Business  as  annonnced  in  the  Michaelmas  Sittings  Paper. 

L  JumcB  Btrhb  will  take  his  Business  as  annonnced  la  the  Midhaelmas  Sittings  Papdr.    Oompanlea  (Winding  Up)  Business  will 
bo  taken  by  Mr.  Justice  Btbks  on  Tuesdays  during  the  Sittings. 

.  JusnoB  Fabwell. — ^Except  when  other  Business  is  advertised  la  the  Daily  Cause  List,  Mr.  Justice  FabwsUi  will  take  Actions 
with  Witnesses  daily  throughout  the  Sittings. 

.  JvbTicK  BucKiET.— Except  when  other  Business  is  in  the  Daily  Oause  List,  Mr.  JusUce  Buckuet  will  sit  for  the  disposal  of  His 
Lnrdship's  Witness  List  daily  throughout  the  Sittinga,  to  the  exclusion  of  other  business. 

Vs.  Justice  Jotoe. — Except  when  other  Business  is  annonnced  in  the  Daily  Cause  List,  Mr.  Justice  JoToi  will  take  Aetiofis*with 
Witnesses  daily  throughout  the  Sittings. 

JcmcB  SwiHFBir  Eadt  will  take  his  Busuiess  as  announced  in  the  Michaelmas  Sittinga  Paper.    Mr.  Justice  SwiBrrsir  Badt  will 
take  Liverpool  and  Manchester  Business  as  follows:^* 

L    Motions,  Short  Causes,  Petitions  and  Adjourned  Summonses  on  every  other  Saturday,  oommenoing  with  Saturday, 
November  Ist. 

2.    Snmmonset  in  Chambers  will  be  taken  on  ever/  other  Saturday,  commenoing  with  Saturday,  November  1st. 
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8wnmfm$m  h^ore  fk&  Jud^  in  CS!^m(ers.— Jostioes  Kbkewicu,  Btbxb,  and  Swivfen  Eadt  will  sit  in  Conrt  the  whole  ^j  on  efery 
Monday  during  the  Sittings  to  hear  Ghamfaer  SammonBee. 

Stmmummt  Adjourned  into  Cowrt  will  be  taken  as  follows .-—Hr.  Jostioe  Kkkbwioh,  as  stated  in  the'Dailj  Oanse  List;  Mr.  Justice 
Btbnb,  with  Non- Witness  Actions;   Mr.  Justice  Swinfbx  Eady,  with  Non- Witness  Actions. 

SPECIAL  NOTICE  WITH  BEFERENCE  TO  THE  CHANCERY   WITNESS  LISTS. 


Doling  the  Michaelmas  Sittings  the  Judges  wiU  sit  for  the  disposal  of  Witness  Actions  as  follows : — 

Mr.  Justice  Kekbwich  wHl  take  his  retained  Witness  List  and  any  other  Oases  with  Witnesses  which  it  is  conTenient  far  Mr 
Justice  Kekkwioh  to  try  on  days  to  be  announced  in  the  Daily  Oanse  List. 

Mr.  Justioe  Btbns  will  take  his  retained  Witness  Action  as  announced,  above. 

Mr.  Justice  Fabwell  will  take  his  Witness  Actions  as  announced  above. 

Mr.  Justice  Bucklbt  will  take  his  Witness  Acticms  as  announced  aboye. 

Mr.  Justice  Jotcb  will  take  his  Witness  Actions  ss  announced  aboye. 

Mr.  Justice  Swinfeit  Eady  will  take  his  retained  Witness  Actions  on  days  to  be  announced  in  the  Daily  Cause  List. 


CHANCERY  CAUSES  FOR  TRIAL  OR  HEARING,  tei  down  to  October  15<A,  1902. 


Bef oze  Mr.  Justice  Eikiwioh. 

Retained  by  Order. 

AonoNB  roB  Tbial. 

CWOh  WiimMei.) 


Nlc^iUngftla 
AJoott 

HftTWOOd 


JervolM 
6    Pvarcs 


Bmolds    action  pt.hd. 

Lenoy    action 

OyaiiB    aotkm  pt.  hd.  (s.o.  gene- 

laUy) 
Iiuni  l>«mbroke   action 
WhitCaker bright    aotkm 
Tarbott  &  Qoentln    action 
The  MlUon  k  Aakam   Hematite  Inm  Co.  Id.  v. 
Hanlaon,AinBlieaECo.ld.  actkm 
AtUnaon  Haveron    action 

Qood  Victoria     Vaeetarian     Restaunnt 

actkn  (not  before  Dec.  l) 
(InreBeachey 

(Uealon  Beacb^    actkn  ft  motn.  for  Jodgt. 

11    Dntton  Dntton    actkm  &  noUce  dated  J  oly 

26,  1902 


(InreGaxdner 
(Earle 


,.  (InreHarria 

^  I  Smart  Harris    a4Jd. 

I  in  re  Skimier 

(Cook  Skinner   a^Jd.  inmna. 

in  le  Bootli  k  Settled  Land  Acta,  18Sa  to  1890 
a^Jd.  anmna. 

(In  re  Jackson 

I  Beck  with  Jackaon    a4Jd.iamn8.  4 

(In  re  Hnbbaxd 

(Sonthern  Hnbbaid   a4Jd.  anmna. 


2Q  tin  re  Sharp 


Welsh  Sharp    ai^  anmna. 

In  re  MoOonneU 

MoOonneli    adjd.  anmna. 


jInreBobeitB 

tRobeita 

ilnreMaraCon 

(Toynbee 
fiethell 
«.  ( In  re  Jackaon 
"ijobaon 


Causis  roB  TxuL. 

CWithoul  WUnessei.) 

In  ra  The  Companies'  Acts,  1862  to  1900  and  In  re 
The    Anglo-Dutch    Explontkm 
Co.  Id.    motion  entered  In  Non- 
WitneaaLlst. 
2  Leveritt  BydeU   motn.  for  jndgt. 


AOJOUBHXD  SUICMONBIB. 

Sdwards    a4)d.  anmns.  with  wit- 


fin  re  Hancocks 

(Hancocks  Hancocks    adjd.  snmns. 

)  In  re  Diesehkirir 
tDieseklorff        Sharp    adJd. 
jInreH.C.  Smith 
(Jonea  Smhh    a4Jd.  1 

6    In  re  Manning's  Patent,  ftc.    adJd  e 
(In  re  Bobeils 
^In  re  Gates 
<  Roberta  Gates    a^Jd.  smnns. 

In  re  ScrlTen  b  Settled  Land  Acta    a4jd.  sumns. 

In  n  Ashton's  Settled  Estates  ft  Settled  Land  Acts 
s4Jd.  snmns. 


flnieCattley 

tcutley 
,A  iln  reMnllen 
^®i  Mullen 

(In  re  Harris 

1  Smart 


Jones    a4jd.  sumns. 

Mullen   adJd.  snmns. 

Harris    a4Jd.  snmns. 


In  re  Plews  ft  Samuel  and  V^.  ft  P.  Act,  1874    a4Jd. 


jlnn  Roberts 

\  Roberts  Lax    a<yd.  sumos. 

in  re  No.  S,  Park  Street,  Plymouth,  &c.    a(\jd. 


Roberta   a4)d.  aumns. 

American  Board,  ftc.    a4)d. 
Sayill   adJd.  sumns. 

Stony    a<Ud.  anmns. 


FUBTHSB  OoVSmEBATIOSS. 


Duke 

Marthi 
.  ( In  re  Heaps 
'{Heaps 


Duke  f^.  COD.  a4Jd.<h)m  Chambers 
Wlnby    for.  can. 

Heaps    tar.  con.  ft  snmns.  to  vary 


Before  Mr.  Jnstioe  Bnun. 

Retained  by  Order. 

Cause  vob  Tual. 
(With  Witnesses,) 


(In  re  Gray 
tGray 


Gray    actkm    pt.  hd.  (s.o.) 


Cause  fob  Tblil. 

CWitkout  Witnesses  and  Adjourned 
Summonses,') 
The  Eaton  Saxon  Brewery  Go. 


The  Company 

llie  Company    motn.   for  Judgt. 
(s.o.  nniil  farther  order) 

Calthoipe  ft  ore.    adJd.  sumns. 


^Dalby 
(Dale 

« In  re  Webb 

{Edes 

i  In  re  Wood 

IMaberftanr.     Nichols    a^Jd.  sumns. 

I  In  re  Cobbokl'a  Eatate 

)Cobbold  Lawton    atUd.  sumns. 

an  re  PhlUlpe^  dec. 

(Biiatowe  Bromwich    adJd.  fiomna. 

Iln  re  Knott 

(Reynolds  Howard    a4Jd.  sunms. 

( in  re  Beckham's  Estates 

^Tonng  Beckham   a^Jd.  anmns. 


g  (In  re  Boiseas'  Settlement 

'  (BuigSBB  Moon  ft  anr.    a^Sd.  aam-;a. 

(.  I  in  re  Siknt 

'iTownaend  Lowe   a4id.aumna. 

,  A  3  In  re  Clapham'e  Settlement 
^^iLangford  Jones  Mny    adjd.  anmns. 

,,  1  In  re  Hooper,  dec 
"t  Hooper  Warner   a^Jd.  anmna. 

12    In  re  Hammond  Spenoer's  Settled  KataSea 


■4jd. 


IS 


jih  re  Mavchkness  of  Thomond 


tstndey  Kekewteh    adUd.  1 

, .  Jin  re  Wilkinson 

^*  t^ATliartaii  ft  ors.  ».  Wottiiepd  ft  ore. 
(restored) 


»gd.  snauB. 


, .  C  In.re  Bayl/a  SetUenieni 
"i  Abbott  "    •- 


tInreTopham 


Bayly 
Smith 


a4)d. 
a4Jd. 


-11 

(In  re  Gee 
IT  -{in  re  Homer 

(Davia  Dnvia    aitjd.  somna. 

..ilnreLeTet^deo. 
"tPtvker  LoTctt   adJd.  snmns. 

19    In  re  Waterfaouse  ft  Dmoe's  Contract  ft  V. 

Act,  1874    ai^d.  1 
M  jlnnVenn 

^iLindon  Ingram   adjd.snn 

in  re  Small 

Small  ft  ore.    a4)d 
in  re  A.  C.  Rendle's  Settlement 

RendJeaodanr.    a4)d.  1 


ft  P. 


^^{wiUI 
ooilnrei 


"tuii^ 


Attoney-Gen.    a<Ud.  1 


..  i  In  re  W.  Byland,  dec 
'*tB«P«  _.  ^    .^7i?»*   ^ 


( In  re  HUi's  Settled  Trusts  ft  in  re  O.  A.  HOI 


Tdnpler    adUi.  snnna. 
In  re  B.  Macqnire,  dec. 


^{Newinaa 


M  i  in  re  David  Roberts,  dec, 

"  iPowell 

na  Jin  re  Brawn 

M  jTn  re  Kent 
"iKent 
,^  I  In  re  Pigeon 

^"iSuigfly  Pigeon   a^d. 

In  re  S.  F.  A.  Roe,  Bart. 


Macqoire    84Jd. 
lertSfdec. 
Roberta    a4Jd. 

Geoi^    a'jd 

Kent   adJL 


^^iThomaa  Pollock 


82 


(In  xe  Wedekind 


tMoraaby  Wedekind 


,  jInreOox'eEetate 


aOJd. 
adJd. 


34    Nicholas 


Tookay   adJd.  anmna. 
Ridley    point  of  Uw  (set 
order) 


*T 


«.  C  In  ra  Smith 

'^iwUkina  Smith    ad>l. 


3$    In  re  Thomley  ft  Hawkins'  Cootra.t    a*^, 


I  In  re  Salmon 
^' f  Salmon  Salmon   ac^d.  anmns. 

8S    Wtekenden  ft  ore.  «.  The  WlUonghby 
Syndlcate  ft  ora.    aojd. 
39    Nelson  ft  Cbw      QAl    a^jd.  snmoa. 


^Q  ( In  re  Armitage 
^^{Ranlall 


twu< 

I  in  le  Lynn,  dec. 


Nettleton    a^fd.  sttmoa. 
Wilson    adJd. 
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fi  In  re  KomD  k   Burfs  Conknct  &   Vsndor  k 
Pnrchuen'     Act,     1874      t4Jd. 


i 


[    '» 


In  re  Phillipe,  dec 
breUwli,  dec 

In  re  Settled  Land  Act,  1883  to  18M 
.  JoMB  Jenkins    a^Jd.  mmns. 

(iBreOaraer 
"  i.^iMD  Qaxner   adjd.  ramnfl. 

lis  re  Brindlej.  dec. 

RariiBon  Brindley    a^jd.  Btunna. 

^(InreSmythies 
* )  WeTinan  Smythtoe    a^.  sainns. 

47  GoBlt  Ccaks    adjd.  sniniis. 

t  In  re  ThflDUB  Bowe,  dec. 
"iJajco  Rowe    adjd.  bhiudb. 

1$  Inn  Leiner'e  appln.  for  tbe  Registration  of  a  Trade 
Mark,  No.  237,987,  and  In  re 
Opposttkii  No.  8,316  by  Fritb, 
Sands  k  Co.  and  -In  re  Patents, 
Designs  k  Trade  Marks  Acts, 
1883  to  1888  motion  (by  order) 
M  In  rp  Barkm's  Contract  k  Y.  &  P.  Act,  1874    adJd. 


(In  re  a.  M.  Harvey,  dec. 
(flarr^  Hanr^    a4|d. 

MtaoaUaneons  Secnritlee  Co.  v.  Norton  adjd.  snmns. 
j  In  re  Thompson 

jThompscm         Tbompson    adJd.  snmns. 
iln  re  Armstrong,  df  c. 
TRilne  Soott    a4Jd.  sumns. 

(In  re  Haven 

'bi  i»  Wall  &  SetUed  Und  Acts 
{Tockfr  Pole    s^Jd.  ^omns. 

In  re  Hay,  dec 

KoT  Pearson    adJd.  sumns. 

Qkaapm  NaTlgsticn  Co.  Id.  «.  Nixon's  Naviga- 
tion Co.  Id.    adJd.  snmns. 

Uallett  Mnsgnve    adJd.  snmns. 

In  re  Gibson 

Gibra  aibeon    ac^d. 


I 


OOMPAXIES  ( Windimg  up). 

Petitions. 

1  Scbofield,   fiagemp  k  Oongbty  Id.   (petn.  of  H, 

Farbr—s-o.    flnom    Ang.    6    to 

Oct.  28) 
I  Jevel  Development  Syndicate  Id.  (petn.  of  Bartle 

C.  A.  Frere,  Bart.,  and  ois.— s.o. 

Arum  Ang.  20  to  Oct.  28) 

3  Xittaoal  Guardian  Absc.  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  S.  A. 

Bradley  and   ors. — s.o.  for   evi- 
dence, Sep.  8) 

4  Incandescent  Trwt  Id.  (petn.  of  Winifred  Mnndler 

— S.O.  from  Oct.  I  to  Oct.  28) 
i  Formtt  k  Son   id.  (jm^.   of  Sharrer's   Zambesi 
Traffic  Co.  id.— «.o.  pending  ap- 
peal, Sep.  17) 
«  Br.tiBh  Flower  Traction  k  Lighting  Co.  id.  (petn  of 
L.  Hnimen— s.o.  fhim  Sep.  24  to 
Nov.  18) 
)  (devices  Id.  (petn  of  F.  H.  Armstrong  k  anr.  (s.o. 
nritil  after  trial  of  action,  Oct.  16) 


8  X<mtefioi«  Loan  Co.  1.1.  (petn.  of  North  London 
Finance  Co.  kL  and  Its  Liqui- 
dator) 

t  Bectrfc  Lamp  Regenerating  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of 
Th  mas  Dott) 

M  t'rniDer  Navigation  Collieries  Id.  (petn.  of  Craven 
DDd  Speeding  Bros.) 

Kl  ii'tfs  Paper  Works  Id.  (petn.  of  Associated  Port- 
land Cemmt  Manufacturers, 
19(  0,  Id.) 

IS  Uarrfai  Rifle  Magaiinc  Id.  (petn.  of  W.  P.  Thomp- 
son kCo.) 

0  InvcMors'  k  Contract  Agency  Id.  (petn.  of  0. 
Gurlitt) 

H  Sacctromotlon  Corpn.  Id.  (petn.  of  E.  N.  B.  Donis- 
tborpe  and  anr.) 

»  VleUa  Copper  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  C.  R.  Parker) 

U  Esglfeh  Canadian  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  W.  E.  Pearson) 

17  Kfw  Burlington  Truy  Laundry  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of 
A.  J.  Keiuish) 

tt  Umetcier,  Johnston  k  O).  Id.  (petn.  of  H.  A. 
Trower) 

U  ShOUto  Steamship  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  W.  A.  St.  A. 
Angove) 

B  W  oodraffStemmship  Co.  Id.  (same) 

n   Pcn-y-lan  Steamship  Co.  Ul.  (i>ame) 

»  Conmt>a  Waterworks  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  F.  J. 
Kuight) 

n  Electrio  Ll.!htiDg  Boards  (British  Manufacturing 
Co.)  Id.  (petn.  of  De  Grelle 
Haudret  Ik  Co.  k  ors.) 


Tudor  Hotel  0>.  Id.  (petn.  of  H.  L.  Savory  k  0>.) 
Caledonian    Engineering    Co.    Id.   (petn.   of  W. 

Monlngton) 
Shepherd  k  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  John  Bobertson  It 

Son  11.) 
Ibe  Investment  Tmst  Id.  (petn.  of  IsMore  Wyler) 
Cambrian  Coke  Co.  Id.  (petn.  of  Company) 
Celvlool  Co.  Id.  (Bergtheil  k  Yoong) 


Petition  (to  sanction  Schome  of  Arrange- 
ment) under  Joint  Stock  Gompaniefl' 
Arrangement  Act,  1870. 

1  Cooper,  {Cooper  k  Johnson  Id.  (petn.  of  Company 
A  Its  Liquidator— S.O.  from  Oct  8 
to  Oct.  28) 


Motion. 


House  k  Co.  Id.  (for  leave  to  issue  writ  of  att«ch- 
ment) 


GOUBT  BUMMONSKS. 

1  United  AMcan   Lands  Id.  (for  declaration  as  to 

shares  held  by  H.  A.  Grosskopf) 

2  Acme  Insurance  Co.    Id.  (for  balance  trder--^ 

Croix  Case) 

3  Edward  J.  Stout  Id.  (on  claim  of  Woodroffb) 
A    W.  W.  Duncan  k  Co.  id.  (for  dlaoovery) 

6  Mercantile  Lighterage  Co.  Id.  (for  removal  of  Liqui- 
dator—w  itneases) 

6  Hiram  Maxim  Lamp  Co.  Id.  (for  balance  order— 
witnesses) 


Befoie  Mr.  Jnstioe  Fabwsll. 
BeMned  hy  Order. 

Motions. 

Jones  Qrey 

Grey  Jones 

(In  re  Boostead 
IMylins  Bonstead 

Law  Accident  Insoe.  Soc  Id.  «.  General  Accident 

Insoe.  CorpD.  Id. 
WeldBlnndeU   Wolseley 
6    CroBoe  Markes 


Petition. 

1    Bhymney  Iron  Co.  and  Rhymney  k  Aber  Valleys 
Gas  and  Water  Co. 


Levy 

(In  re  Roper 

tRalkes 
,  i  In  re  Work 
^{Tate 


Adjourned  Summonses. 
Stogden 

Roper 


Work 


Causes  fob  Trial. 


Othen 


10 


North 

Hope 

Allan 

.Anderson 

Arkle 

Annlaon 

W.  Appleby 

J.  T.  Appleby 

E.  B.  Atkinson 

G.  A.  Atkinson 

W.  Atkinson 

Austin 

Bduks 

Barnard 

Beale 

Beckingbam 

Bell 

Biuksi 


International  Tfa  Co.'s   Stores  U. 
action (a.0.  till  pleadings  deli versd, 
Lockrtt    action  without  pleadings 
Smee    acUon 
Keswick    action 
t>ame    action 
Same    action 
Same    action 
Same    action 
Same    action 
Same    action 
Same    action 
Same    action 
Same    nctlou 
Same    action 
Same    action 
Same    action 
Same    action' 
Same    action 
Same    action 


Brewis 

Bam 

CaldweU 

Campbell 

Oarr 

Catchside 

Ceeari 

demons 

Close 

Codling 

Greagh 

Crawford 

C.  B.  Crowe 

E.  F.  Crowe 

(Jurley 

Dftin 

J.  D.  Dixon 

K.M.  Dixon 

Dodds 

Ihmford 

Dnnmore 

B.  Seles 

H.  Eeles 


46 


60 


TO 


86 


•0 


Same 


Same 
Keswick  aition 
Same  action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 

action 
action 
actim 
action 
action 
action 


Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 

Same 
Bills  Same 

EUfcitt  Same 

Farmer  Sam<» 

Featherstonhangh  v.  Same    aollon 
W.  F.  Fenwick  v.  Same    action 
G.  B.  Fenwick  Same    action 
R.  C.  Fenwick  Same    action 
J.  Fenwiok        Same    action 
Flndlay  Same    action 

Fisher  Same 

A.  C.  Fletcher    Same 
J.  R.  Fletcher    Same 


Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same    action 


Foster 

Gill 

Gilchrist 

GlentOQ 

Green 

G.  Grey 

J.  Grey 

Gnlstan 

Hensell 

Holmes 

Howett 

J.  Hunter 

J.  Hunter 

£.  Hunter 

Hutton 

Hadley 

Hall 

Hannay 

Hare 

Harrison 

Harper 

HasaU 

J.  W.  Hend 

H.  M.  Henderson  d.  Sam« 


action 
ad  ion 
action 


action 
action 
action 


Same 

action 

Same 

actk>n 

Same 

action 

Same 

action 

Same 

action 

Same 

action 

Same 

acttob 

Same 

actkn 

Same 

action 

Same 

action 

Same 

acUon 

Same 

action 

Same 

action 

Same 

action 

Same 

action 

m  V.  Same    action 

JobsoD 

Ireland 

King 

Kinnear 

C.  LiddeU 

A.  S.  Lidden 

Lambton 

Macfarlane 

Machlll 

Martin 

MendelEon 

Middlemiss 

Meston 

MUbnm 

Millar 
96    A.  MUler 

H.  MUler 

H.  R.  MiUer 

Mitton 

Morgan 
100  S.  Morrison 

M.  Morrison 

Mott 

Mountain 

Mulr 
106  Murray 

Noble 

Patterson 

Percy 

G.  P.  tts 
110  E.  Potts 

Pybnm 

I^beson 

Ramsay 

Rayne 
115  Beid 

Redpatb 

Richardson 

Ripley,  M. 

Blpley.  R. 


Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 


Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Some 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
Same 
S.ime 
Same 
Same 


action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
act«on 
action 
action 
action 
Keswick  action 
Same  action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
a(ilon 
action 
action 
aitiou 
action 
act!  n 
acti<n 
action 
action 
action 
actton 
action 
action 
action 
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lao  Rldont,  ▲.  0. 

Same 

action 

RigUnd 
RIdmit.  G. 

Same 
Same 

action 
action 

Robertson 

Same 

action 

Robins 

SUne 

action 

W  Rowell 

Same 

action 

R07 

Same 

action 

RnaseU 

Same 

acUon 

Rycroft,  T.  A. 

Same 

action 

Rycroft,  A. 

Same 

action 

180  Rlnnalrd 

Same 

action 

R.  Smith 

Same 

action 

W.  Smith 

Samt 

action 

T.  Smith 

Same 

action 

SnowbaU,  A.  T.  V.  Same    action 

18f  Snowball,  Q.  L.  v.  Same    action 

Stewart 

Same 

action 

Strachan 

Same 

action 

Swinn^ 

Same 

action 

Sykes 

Same 

action 

140  Taylor 

Same 

action 

ThompaoD 

Same 

action 

J.  W.  Thompaon  v.  Same    action 

G.  Thompson 

Same 

action 

Tornboll 

Same 

action 

146  Savage 

Same 

action 

Sdater 

Same 

action 

W.  M.  Scott 

Same 

actitin 

J.  D.  Scott 

Same 

action 

SiMon 

Sam<^ 

action 

160  Smart 

Same 

action 

W.  Smith 

Same 

action 

W.  H.  Smith 

Same 

action 

„  (In  re  Brown 
*  1  Brown 


Valentine  Same 

Vlokera  Same 

166  Watt  Same 

Wallace  Same 

Wancke  Same 

Weston  Same 

WeddeU  Same 

160  A.  F.  G.  Wilson  Sam** 

T.  F.  Wilson  Same 

G.  G.  Yoong  Same 

G.  Yonng  Same 

Dinning  Same 


action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
action 
iicilon 


166  Crltcbley 

Bonme 

Gordon 
Stepu^ 
Martin 
170  Harding  Cox 
PicUsB 
Smart 


action      (not      before 


action  &  motn. 


action 


Car^talrs 

Nov.  4) 
Swan  &  Edgar  Id. 

to  rectify 
Bees    action 
R.  Thomas  &  Co.  Id. 
Good    action 
Pearson    action 
Sntcllffe   action 

London   *   Provincial    Bank    Id. 
action  counter-claim  h  motn.  for 
JndgL 
London  &  Northern  Bank  Id.  v.  Bowden    action  and 
motn.  tar  Jndgt. 
j  In  re  Seabrook 

IHollomby  Seabrook    action 

L76  Goneervatoit  of  the  River  Thames  v.  Dennis    action 


Proeser 

JIn  re  Pratt 
tPratt 


Prosser     action  (pleadings   to    be 

deUvered) 
GrliBths    acUon  (Liverpool  D.R.) 
Palmer    action 


Brown    actlon(s.o.  till  after  Probate 

Action  dispot»ed  of) 
8    Adler    '  Joel    action  (sUyed  till    10   days 

after  retnm  of  oommlsslon) 
4    Sacfa  Cottrell    action  (stayed  until  return 

of  commlFsion) 
6    Grey  Hans    action 

6  Carr  Andei^on  St  anr.    action 

7  Everltt  Eveson    action 

8  The  Attorney-Gen.  &  Biay  v.  The  Mayor,  Burgesses 

.   of  the  Borough  of  Hastings  action 

9  Tomlinson  Fletcher    action 

10  Shadforth  k  ors.  v.  Brydon    action 

1 1  Alexander  &  aur.  v.  Alexander  k  ors.    action 

12  Boyoe  Paddington  Borough  Council  action 

15  Worcester  Royal  Porcelain  Co.  Id.  v.  James  Hadley 

and  Sons  Id.    action 
14    The  Duke  of  Northumberland  v.  Anderson  k  ors. 
action 

16  The  Attorney-Gen.  v.  The  Ashbome    Recreation 

(J  round    action 

16  Parkins  Automatics,  &c.  Co.  k  anr.    action 

17  Angler  Marshall    action 

18  1  King  Harris  &  Chate  ft  Marshall    action 
IB  I  King                   Harris  k  Cbate  Id.    action 

20    Raggett  &  ors.    Raggett    action 
31    Gould  I  Crompton    artlon 

'i2    Bradshaw  Bradshaw    action 

23  Forde  McCarthy    hctton 

24  Tussaud  StiflT   acUon 

26  Martyn  Smith    action 
36    Storey  Shipton    action 

27  In  the  Matter  of  G.  J.  Fowler,  a  Solr.    motion  (set 

down  by  order,  June  27,  1902) 

28  Watt  Arkell    action 
20    Nickalls              Moore    action 

30  The  Webb  Lamp  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Health  Filter  Go.  Id. 

action 

31  HanUng  Tetts    action 

82  Clarke  Williams    action 

83  Routh&ors.      Gabriel  Aon*,    action 

34  Fursdon  Liverton    action 

35  Wheatley  k  Bates  Id.  «.  Barrltt    action 

36  In  re  The  Companies  Acts,  1862  to  1890,  and  In  re 

The  AuKlo-Dutch  Exploration  Go. 
Id.  (expte.  Ellis^  motion  (in  Wit- 
ness List,  by  order) 

...  ( In  re  Manfleld 

'MRMch&ors. 

_  j  In  re  £.  A.  Lancaster,  dec. 

^^  I  Lancaster  k  anr.  v.  Hill  k  anr. 

88  The  NorthallertoD  Urban  District  CouncU  v.  J.  8. 
Barwlck    action 

.  A  ( In  re  H.  Petch,  dec 

*^>Petoh  Mallet    action  (s.o.) 

41  (Marshalls  Id.      Mason,  Wright  k  Co.  k  Lewis  k 
<{  Burrows  id.    action 

42  (Marshalls  Id.      Lynch  &  Co.  Id.    action 

43  Sutcliffe  AbboU    action 

44  J.  Grosfleld  k  Sous  Id.  r.  The  Manchester  Ship 

Canal  Co.    action 
46    A.  0.  R.  Gery    The  Regents  Eststes  Co.  Id.    action 

46  Bath  The  Standard  Land  Co.  id.    action 

47  Yixat  James  m    action 

48  The   British   Thompson    Houston  Co.  Id.  «.  The 

Mayor, 


71    Garten^ 


bankrupt  v.  T.  DriKoQ  k  ar. 
action 
Pragnell    actkn 


Before  Mr.  Jostioe  Jotob. 
Betained  by  Order. 

Motions. 

Singer  ManufMluring  Co.  «.  The  Britidi  Eupin 

Manufacturing  Co. 
Hemsley  k  on.  Annett  k  Arbitrution  Act,  18^ » 
3    Smith  Queen  Anne's  Chambers 


Manfleld  k  on.    action 


Pratt    adjd.  snmns.  ordered  to  come 
on  in  Witness  List 
180  Matter  Hehnore     action  (pleadings  to  be 

delivered^ 
Ashton  k  Co.  Id.  V.  Emanuel    action 
Emes-Thomas    Honnsell    action ' 
Northfleet  Coal  k  Ballast  Co.  Id.  v.  Ekman  Pulp  and 

Paper  Co.  Id.    action 
(In  re  Lawton 

(Lawton  Lawton    ailjd.  sumus.  to  come  on  as 

Witness  action 
186  Ingoldby  Ingoldby    action 

Dale,  Reynolds  k  Co.  v.  Trade  Papers,  &c.  Co.  Id. 
action  (pleadl'  gs  to  be  delivered) 
Douglas  Workington  k  District  Liberal  Club 

Id.    action 
The  Topical  Times  Co.  Id.  v.  The  Mirror  of  Life  Co. 

Id.    action 
Graves  Camithers    action 

190  Alcock's  Trustees.  Smith    action 


Before  Mr.  Justice  Buoklht. 

Oausbs  fob  Tbiaij. 

iWiih  Witnesses.) 
Ackerman         Smallpiccc    action  (s.o.) 


MyoT,  Ac.  of  tlie  City  of  Man< 
Chester    action 
Fox   k   ors.      action    (and    a4Jd. 
Eumns.  pt.  hd.)  to  come  on  with 
this  (by  order; 
Shaw    action 
Bumev    action 

inr.    V.    The    Woolwich    Equitable 
Building  Soc.    action 
68    Lee  V.  Aylesbury  Urban  District  Coundl    motion 

'nith  Witnesses  (by  order) 
64    Lord  l\)ltimore  v.  Oxenden    action 
66    Wright  k  Green  «.  Ransom,  Julius  k  Co.    action 

66  Jaeger  Mansions  Consolidated  Id.    action 

67  Rawiinaon  RawUnson  k  ors.    action 

68  Barlow  Harker    action 

59    Reynolds  Herbert  Smith  k  Co.    aotlcn 

CO    Hallam  Frewen  k  anr.    action 

61  Jonsenftanr.    Marshall  &  anr.    action 

62  Rose  V.  George  Dennis  Martin  and  Perry  k  Co. 
action  without  pleadings 

H.  Arkell  The  Mount   Stuart  Ship    Building. 

Graving   IX>cIe   and  Engineering 
Co.  Id.  (Canliff  D.U.)    action 

King  k  Wllkins  v.  Barber  k  Pryer    action 
66    Whetherley       West    action 

66  Piers  Read  k  anr.     action   (transferred 

from  K.B.  Div.) 

67  Brown  Co-Operative   Wholesale    Soc    Id. 

action 

68  The  Carl  Rosa  Opera  Co.  Id.  v.  Walther    action 

69  Merder  Mercler    action 

70  The   Trustee  of  the  property  of  H.  Wheatley,  a 


49    Gay 


60  Fleming 

61  Foster 

52    Buttimore   k 


63 


64 


PflTinON. 


1 ,  In  re  Frost,  dec. 


Adjourned  Suxmonbsb. 

i  In  re  Robert) 

I  Perceval  Roberta 

iln  re  Simmcm 
Dennlaon  Ormau 

)  In  re  FitigeraU 
tSuiman  Fitag-rald 

BrockMumk      Thompson  and  motkm 
.  i  In  re  The  Barrow-in-Fumesa  Tramwi^  Co. 
^  I  Richardson         Tbe  Barrow-in-Funieai  TiaiBv^ 
Co. 
Pender  Pender 

iln  re  Peddler's  Trusts 
^In  re  Hughes' Tracts 
(Coliett  Hughes  and  Petition 

i  In  re  Dewhurst 
iBastaUe  Dewhurst 

9    Fletcher  Marsh  and  Petition 


FUBTHXB  GoNflU>SBA'nOai. 
Losoombe  Elliott 


Caubbs  fob  Tbial. 

iWith  WitneneB.) 

Wilson  United  AlkaU  Co.  kL    actia  c» 

before  Dec  3) 
Mappln  Bros.     Liberty  k  Co.     action  pi.  hi 
Attorn^-Gen.   Birmingham,  Tame  *  Uea  Di«t 
Drainage  Board     action  (f 
Siitaugii,  1903) 
( In  re  New 

(New  New    action 

6    Wagra  Kamr  Diamond  Syndicate  Id.  v.  Miller 
Piet  G.  Pnlnjau  &  Sons  Id.    actia 

Brocklebank      Thompson    action  k  ooouttr-ciifei 
(not  uutU  7  days  after  proosfcn 
snmns.  disposed  of) 
Free  Tbe   County  of  Surr^  BecBial 

Power,  &c  Co.  Id.    sdks 
Huward  Baxtsr    action 

10    McDougall         Barreu    action 

Weingarten  Bros.  v.  C.  B^er  &  Co.    actioD 

Bolland  Smales    action 

The  Capital  k  Counties  Bank  Id.  v.  Wrl^  ii»il'- 

C— 600)    action 
Same  Same  (1901— C.—«16)   m 

16    Same  Same  i^l901~(.'.— J,477) 

Leigh  Essex,  Southey  k  Co.  M. 

Norihey  Sevenooks  Water  Co.    ad 

I  In  re  Seavers 
(Seavers  Seavers    action 

Nottingham  Joint  Slock  Bank  Id.  o.  Mmm  actia 
20    Thruiq^  White    action 

Friary  Holroyd  k  Healj's  Breweries  Id.  c  iVm 

action 
D.  A.  F>fe  k  Co.  Id.  v,  Roberts    action 
Wheatley  k  Bates  Id.  v.  Veeven    acCian 
JInreSoorgle 

iiicorgle  Riley    action 

26    Bridge  Lii»ter    action 

Lees  Harpur    action 

Duncan,  Glimoor  k  Co.  Id.  v.  Eatun   aottoa  «iib«i 
pleadings 
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Stafgeon  Falls  Pnlp  Co.  Id.  e.  I^dward  Lloyd  Action 

(pleadingB  to  be  deUvered) 
FoCti     -  Temple    action 

at  MicBae  Gnhem    action 

(Id  leThe  Hali&z  Breweries  Id. 
(Toje  Halifax  Breweries  Id.    action 

Chrk  Cbanbers    action 

LathbDxy  Wjkeham    action 

Watn^,  Combe,  Keid  tt  Go.  Id.  v.  Fryer    action 
SI  Pepptn  Telvextan    action 

eieel  Squibbe    action 

Ogdens  Id.         John  Yoimg  &  Sons  Id.    action 
Uyman  Heeale     Urban     Disfcrict    Coanctl 

action 
( In  re  M  endham 

{TQlett  Mendtaam    action 

M  Levi  Marriaa    action 

Brodie  Evans    action 

The  Sas  Ebb   PoblJahing  Go.  v.  Hontiey  Gordon 

action 
Wataon  McAilnm&  White    action 

Jay  Wilson    action 

Woodham  Ferdlnando   action 

«  Yoeng  Aahley  Gardens  Properties  Id.  action 


Before  Mr.  Justioe  Swintsn  Eadt. 
Betain^  by  Order. 


Oaubbs  fob  Tut  A!.. 

{Wiihotd  WUneatet  and  Adjourned 

BwnmonMB,^ 

( lu  re  Robinson 

>  Burrill  Boirill    a4Jd.  aomns. 

{InreCoxeos 
Miles  Wilson    a^Jd.  somns. 

V  In  re  Locke 

(Locke  Locke    a4)d.  aomns. 

In  re  J.  Ellis  (one,  &c.)  taxation    adjd.  somns. 
6    Brand  Sandground    adjd.  sumns. 


(In  re  Wright.  &c. 
"(In  1    "* ' 


III  re  Fowler 

SarerB 


3  Qollter 


Jennings     a^Jd.  sunns,  entered  in 

Witness  List,  by  order 
Wedd    action  with  witnesses 


Little   a4Jd.  somns. 
Brook    a4Jd.  somns. 


_„  re  The  Settied  Land  Acts,  1882  to  1890 
<Gold8oek  Wright    adjd.  somns. 

( In  re  Littie 
)  Fisher 
j  In  re  Brook 
t  Taylor 
)  In  re  Keating 
)  Baker  Wood    at^d. 

,g  i  In  re  Menyweather 

\  Merryweatber    Smith    a4jd.  somns. 

jIn  re  Tolson 

iTolaon 

Soothby 
(In  re  Qower 
(Breckon 
(In  re  Allan 
iHavelock 
(In  reTreweeke 

1  Stephens  Glasson    anjd.  somns. 

( In  re  Simpeon 

{Lockhart  Lockhait    adjd.  somns. 

(In  re  The  MldUnd  Assoc,  of  Glass  Flint  llaoo- 
•<  factorers 

(Stoart  Webb    a4}d.  somns. 

Capital  k  OoonUes  Bank  Id.  «.  Week  End  PobUsh- 
ing  Co.  Id.    action 


Blackbom    a4JJ. 
Sootnby    adjd.  somns. 

Scott    adjd. 


Havelock  Allan    a^Jd.  somns. 


16 


Headly    a^Jd.  somns. 
Dendy    a4Jd.  somns. 
Stobbart    a4Jd.  c 


Hodgson    a4Jd.sonms. 
Baron  Addlngton    wyd.  i 


(In  re] 

(Kershaw 
^  (InreKilUdk 
^'iKlUick 

CInreStobbart 

1  Barron 

(In re  Hodgson 

1  Scott 
Hobbard 

(InreTomUns 

(Forl^  Tomer    a^Jd.  sumns. 

^  ( In  re  Wodehooae 
'*°|Wodehoase        Wodehooae    adjd.  sonms. 

(In  re  Dean 

(Goodwin  Brooklehorst    a4Jd.  somns. 

i  In  re  Champney 

I  Walker  Walker    aiUd.  somns. 

In  re  Lomley  &  Lomley,  sous.,  Ac.    a4]d.  sou 

,T        TT  .    (doUvery  op  of  papers,  &c) 

(In  re  Hammenl^ 

(Heasman  Hammeraley    adjd.  somna. 

3«(InreStoel 
'^^Wappett  Robinson    a4Jd.  somns. 

( In  re  Jones 

(Livingstone       Jones    adUd.  somns. 
Paget  Groerenor    adijd.  somns. 

In  re  Sabow,  in&nto    a4Jd.  enmna. 
OwoTB  Davis    mote,  for  Judgt.  (short) 

86    In  re  Keok's  Settled  Estates    adjd.  somns. 

(In  re  Grist 

1  Raggett  Grist    a^Jd.  somns. 

jln  re  Poller 

(Greene  Poller    a4Jd.  somns. 

(In  re  Atcheson 

(Wood  Bttriok    a^Jd.  aomna. 

( In  re  Manners 

(Atanners  Soward    adjd.  somns. 

iln  re  Webster 

1  Webster  Webster   adjd.  somns. 

^.  ( In  re  Sidney 
•*  (Sidney  Sidney    action 


8UMMABY  OF  OHANOEBT  CAUSE  LIST. 

L— Mr.  JoBtioe  Kekewkje— rFitnen  JoeiofM H 

Non- Witness  Actions \\        \\        \\        \\        \\        \\        \\        2 

Adjourned  Sammonses                            . ,                    . .         . ,         , .         . .         , ,  . ,       25 

Further  OonsideratioDB . *         \\        \\        \\        \\        \\        3 

—  41 
2.— Mr.  JuatioeBYBra— TFf<neM  J<seion 1 

Adjourned  BnmmonBes !         \\         \\         ' '.         , '         \\         \\      59 

—  60 
3.— Mr.  Jostice  Fabwbll—  WUnm»  Aetunu          190 

Petition      . .         . .  '         ' '        ][  [        ][         ' '        1 

Adjourned  BommonseB     . .  . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         '  *         , ,  3 

Motions        *  *         * '         \\        '\        '[        '  "         g 

—  200 
^— Mi.  Justioe  BvoKUCY^  Witness  Actions          71 

—  71 
5.— Mr.  Justice  JoT(»—}FtitidM  Jdtums 46 

Petition        [[         \\         [[         [\         \[         [\        1 

Adjourned  Summonses .*.         .  '        9 

Further  Consideration 1 

Motions        . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  . ,         . .         . .        3 

—  60 
^--hLr,  Jus^oe  &ynsFEtf  Bady— Witness  Actians           2 

Causes  for  Trial  without  Witnesses  and  Adjourned  Summonses 41 

—  43 

Total  Causes  and  Matters  for  Hearing  in  the  Chancery  Division 475 


Companies  (  Winding  Up)  Matters  for  Hearing  be/ore  Mr,  Justice  Bybnb  and  Mr.  Justice  Buckley. 

FetiUonSy  Oompames  {Winding  up)         . .         . .         . .  29 

Petition  {Joint  Stock  Companies  Arrangement  Act,  1870)         1 

Motion           _  I 

Court  Summonses,  Companies  (  Winding  up)  and  Chancery  DiviHon            G 
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HIGH    COURT  OF    JUSTICE 


KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS.  1902. 


Dates. 

1902. 

October    .     . 


LoBD  Chut 

JUBTIOB. 


WiLLB  J.         G&ASTHAM  J.  '  LaWBANOB  J. 


Wbiobt  J. 


Bbuob  J.       KiHVKDT  J.        BidlitJ.  ' 


DiyislQiial 
Goiurt 


Dinsional 
Court 


Bankruptcy 


25 


SoQth  Easteinj 
Circuit       1 


Weatem 
Ciiouit 


NOVBMBBK 

.       8 

»• 

6 
10 

»♦ 

17 

DEOEMBEIt     . 

.     1 

- 

2 

- 

8 
6 
8 

NiBiPriuB    I 


Nisi  Prius 


Commercial 
List 


NinPrin 


Midland 
Circuit 


NiBiPriufl 


North  EaBtem 
Cirouit 


10 
12 
13 
16 

20 


End 


End 
NisiPriua 


End 

Nifli  PriuB 

Bankruptcy 

and  Railway  ^ 

and  Canal 

Commission  , 


I 


End 


Two  of  His  Majesty's  Judges,  yet  to  be  selected,  will  attend  the  November  and  December  Sessions  of  the  Central  Criminal  Coart 


HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 

KING'S   BENCH   DIVISION. 


CBOWN  PAPER. 


rOB   ABaUlfENT. 

London.      VeBtry   of    St.    James    and    St.    John, 

(lerkenwell  v.  Evans     Magistrates  caee    claim 

under  Metropolis  Management  Act,  1862. 
County  of  London.    Tho  King  v.  Special  Gommls- 

.sloaers  of  Inoomo  Tax    nisi  for   mandamus   to 

state  case  (expte.  Wilsim  ft  ors.). 
Bedfordshire.     The    King  v.    £aton    linj  Urban 

Diatrict  Council    nl»i  for  mandamus  to  provide 

sewers  (expte.  Local  Government  Board). 
Lancashire.     Onubkirk  Union  v.  Charlton  Union 

Quarter  SeFsions    special  case  under  12  ft  13  Vic, 

c.  46,  sec.  11,  settlement  of  pauper. 
Canterbury.    Fairbrass  v.  Mayor,  ftc,  of  Canterburr 

Magistrates  case    conviction  under  Public  Ilealth 

Act,  18T6. 
Merionethshire.     The  King  v.  W.  Davies,  Esq.  ft 

ord.,  JJ.,  ftc.    nisi  for  mandamus  to  hear,  ftc. 

application  fur  transfer  of  license  (expte.  Jones). 
Manchester.    Agnew  v.  Mayor,  ftc,  of  Manchester 

QtKiiter  c^essious   special  case    order  under  Local 

Acts. 


.  MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 

B  Essex.  Loach  v.  Wan»tead  School  Boanl  Magis- 
trates case  contribution  mid«r  Elementary  Edu- 
cation Act,  lb93. 

Met.  Pol.  Dist.  Brooks  v.  Mason  Magistrate's 
case  Infoimatlon  under  Intexicating  Liquors 
(Sale  to  Children)  Act,  1901. 

County  of  the  Town  of  Southampton.  Elliott,  ft 
anr.  v.  Kuasell  Magistrates  case  information 
under  Public  Health  Act,  1875. 

Lancashire.  Smith  v.  Yates  ft  ors.,  JJ.  of  Man- 
chester Quarter  Sessions  special  case  Appit.'s 
appl.    licensing 

Cardiflf.  Thomas  v.  Prltchard  Magistrates  case  in- 
formation under  Finance  Act,  1898. 

Glamorganshire.  Glamorganshire  Canal  Co.  v. 
Merthyr  Tydfil  Union  Quarter  Sessions  special 
case    under  12  ft  13  Vic,  c  46,  sec.  11. 

Durham.  Smith  v.  Moody  Quarter  Sessions 
special  case    Appit.'s  appl.    conviction. 

County  of  Southampton.  IJayles  v.  Sandown  Urban 
Dis^ct  Council  Magistrates  case  order  under 
Private  Streets  Works  Act.  1892. 

Met.  PoL  Dist.  McNair  v.  Cave  Mngislrates 
case  information  under  Sale  of  Food  ft  Drugs 
Act. 


1?    Sonderland.    Mayor,  ftc.  of  Sunderland  v.  W^gM- 

man    Magistrates  case    information  andirStls  if 

Food  ft  Dmits  Act. 
18    Blackpool.    Mayor,  ftc  of  Blackpool «.  neldtaift 

OT8.    Magistrates  cise    information  onde-  Pridb 
'  Health  (ftiUding  in  Streets)  Act,  1888. 

I  19    County  of  London.    The  King  v.  HewleU  ft  sax., 

nisi  for  certiorari  for  SherilTs  inqulsilkiD  Qoftt. 

Lond<Ki  Schod  Board). 
20    Met.  Pol.  Diet.    Gas  Ught  ft  Cdtt  Ool  sl  Loate 
!  CV>nnty  Council     Magiatrates  case     taSuHiui'm 

under  Gas  Light  ft  Coke  Go.  Acts. 
I  21    Cardiir.      McKensde   «.    Spear     MagisbalM  am 
I  infinmatlon  under  Licensing  Acte. 

22    Poole.     Wedderbum  v.   Hains     Magisbvta  «m 

information    under    Weights  ft  MestBore*  A(^ 
I  1878. 

;  23    Devonshire.    Harvey  v.  Anning    Magistratee  am 
I  order  in  bastardy. 

I  24    Plymooth.    Gnardians  of  the  Poor  of  Plywnlii  r. 

Gibbs    Magistrates  case   appln.  fcrcntribrtM 
I  •  towards  relief. 

'  26    Yorkshire,  W.  B.    Mitchell  s.  Crawshaw    Msg* 

trates    case      information    under    lntoxioit*| 

Liquor  (Sale  to  Children)  Act,  I99J. 
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BmamJ. 

DABUvaJ. 

Gbahbxll  J. 

PbzlumobiJ. 

Waltoh  J. 

Jelf  J. 

Datbs. 

190S. 

1 

Chambers 

Divisional 
Court 

•• 

•• 

Central 

Criminal  Court 

(October  22) 

OCTOBiEB       •       • 
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Two  of  His  Majesty's  Judges,  yet  to  bo  selected,  will  attend  the  Noyember  and  December  Sessions  of  the  Central  Criminal  Court. 


I  MeL  FoL  Dirt.    HlUa  if.  Davias    ICagbtratei  caaa 
^     oaBplt|]itiiiite3ll8yia.c.4Y. 
r  BlTmbikliain.    Wells  o.  Dowling    ICagiatrmtaa  oase 
'  ->  ladeoant  AdvarfclMiiiaiKlB  Act, 


I  OQu^orSoathamptoQ. 
tnlBscaw  tnfor      ' 
»  ContjorLoDdim. 


Plamblaf  o.  Lock  Kagls- 
andar  Highway  Act,  1864. 
I V.  West  SoHez  Coanty 
Maslitrilaa  ease    tafbrmation  under 
FectOlHia  k  Fcadlag  Slaib  Aol»  1898. 
I  Warentocahire.   Oooka  Jl  anr.  «.  KMh  Magtatratas 
.CM  niteal  of  dUtrenwanantflyr  poor  rate. 
TorkdiK  W.  R.      Wart    Riding  of  Yorkahira 
RlTcnBoanlo.Biieban  Gaunt  ft  Sons  appl.  from 
gottter  BaBsioaa  nndar  W.  B.  Yorka  Rlv^efB  Ad, 
I8M,  lafwalng  ocdar  of  JJ. 

fttmnndaoB  v.  Longton  Oorpn.    Ifads- 
ue   order  for  pajmant  nnder  Longton  Q«B 

HnmplMrr  V.  YooBg  MagfatrOea  caaa 
latemrtion  nndar  Pnl>lie  Health  Aot,  18TB. 

wnnUhire.  Tromana «.  Hodkinaon  Magistrates 
can  inlonnatlon  nndar  16  k  lY  Vic,  c.  119 
(Brtking). 

Qkmlinhlre.  Tha  King  «.  Jf.  of  tha  Tawkea- 
Wtty  DlTtslan  of  Olonoestanhlre  nisi  tar  man- 
vm  to  hear,  ftc  appL  again*  rata  (azpta. 


OMMMilre.  ThaKing«.JJ.orthaTawkaa1niiy 
praoaofOloaoeBlecahire    nM  for  nundamna  to 

-  w,  te.  appl.  attinat  nta  (ezpta.  CUffoni). 

TgrlnUi^  W.  R.  Dodworth  Urban  Dtotrict  Gooncll 
v-Ibbotaon  k  or.  Magistrates  case  oltfecUona 
Qwlsr  rrlrate  Strsela  Worka  Act,  1892. 


38  Met  PoL  Diet    Boots  Cash  Chemisis  o.  OowUng 

Magistrates  caaa   infi>rmition  nndar  Sale  of  Food 
k  Drags  Act,  1876. 

39  Yorkshire,  E.  R.    Findley  «.  Haas    Magiatratas 

case    information  nndar  Sale  of  Food  k  Drngs 
Act,  1876. 

40  Yorkshire^  E.  R.    Findley  v.  Pickering    Same. 

41  Comberland.    PoaUethwaite's  EskettMinlng  Co.  o. 

Oreiaeera  of  Salter  k  Eakett    Magistrates  case 
distress  warrant  for  rates. 
48    Middlesex.     Hudson  «.  Bridge     Maglstmtas  case 
information  nnder  Sale  of  Food  k  Drngs  Act. 

43  Tenterden.     Beala  v.   Mayor,   ko.  of  Tenterden 

Magistrateecase  infonnation  nndsr  Public  Health 
Act,  1876. 

44  OonntJ  of  London.    Tha  King  «.  JJ.  of  tha  Oonnty 

of  London    nisi  for  mandamns  to  JJ.  to  hear,  8m. 

appl.  flrom  order  reftising  license  (ezpte.  Reed). 
46    Derbyshire.    Oook  o.  Glarebroagh    Magistrates  case 

Information  under  Salmon  Fislwrles  Act,  1878,  ko, 
46    Met.  Pol.  Dist    Grow  o.  Davia     Maglabates  case 

London  Building  Act»  1894. 
4t    County  of  London.    Tha  King  v.  HUlar    nisi  for 

cartionurl  for  SherilTa  inqnintlon   (expte.  London 

County  ConndlV. 

48  Met.  PoL  Dist.    London  School  Board  a.  Fulham 

Borough  Council    Magirtratas  case    Information 
under  the  Metropolis,  sc  Management  Ad,  1885, 

800.83. 

49  Lancashire.     Maiigenaon  v.  Ttlddey     Magistrates 

case    information  under  Public  Health  Act,  1876. 

50  Met.  PoL  Diet.     Ellis  a.  London  Connty  Conncil 

Maglstrstas    case     information    nnlar    London 
Building  Act,  1898. 


SI    Ci|y  of  London.    Kyffln  v.  Simmons    Magistrates 

case    Inforoiation  under  Hanltiry  Bye-law. 
63    8am9.    Same  v.  Same   same. 

63  Same.    Sime  e.  Same    same. 

64  Lancaahlrs.     Lawrence    «.   0*Hari     Ma^iitrAte':* 

case     Informatloa  unJer  3$  k   Si  Vic,  c.  9i, 
sea  3 
66  '-w    In  tha  Matter  of  a  Solr.  (expt?.  The  In- 

corporated Law  Soc)  motion  to  strike  Sulicitor 
off  the  roll. 

66  Lancashlra.    The  London,  Edinburgh  k  01a»gm 

Assoc.  Co.  Id.  V.  Partington  Magistrate's  case 
order  under  IndnstrUl  Assce.  Companies  Act, 
1896. 

67  Mn.  PoL  Diet     Ooodchild  v.  Matthews     Magis- 

trates case  information  under  Lon  ion  Baililin; 
Act,  1894. 

68  Met.  POL  Dist.    Turreli  v.  Page    Magistrates  case 

information  under  16  k  17  Vic,  c.  119,  sec.  8. 

69  Gaidlif.      Maoey  a.  McKeozle      Magtstratei   case 

information  nnder  Intoxicating  Llqaors  (Sale  to 
Children)  Ad^  1901. 

60  Met.  Pol.  Dist.    Farmer  a.  Glyn  Jones    Magistrates 

case  information  under  62  Qco.  III.,  c.  150, 
sec  3. 

61  Camanronshire.    Tha  King  v.  Robsrti,  Eiq.  Jtanr., 

JJ.,  Ac  nisi  for  oartiomrl  for  orJer  of  Jj.  (expte. 
Erans}  grantel  in  Gh  imbers. 

63  Rent.     Qiay  «.  Holiing^worth     Magistrates  cass 

infonaatlon  nnder  24  «  35  Ylc,  c  96. 
68    Oldham.    Fielding  a.  Tamer    Magizrtrates  cass    ii- 
formatlon  nnder  (j^amtng  Uooses  Act,  1851. 

64  Olamorganahlra.    Dix  v.  Davis     Bfi^^istratet  ciss 

infonastlon  nnder  11  Jt  IS  Yic.^  43. 
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won  ABOXJMIHT. 

1    MotheidU  o.  Bldbr    motkm  by  Deft,  to 

set  &Me  award  of  Special  Referee. 
Ik  SvBoex,  Brighton.    Cane  o.  WUlett  k  Wife   Cknm^ 

Court    Defts.'  appl.  from  Judge  MaitlneaiL 
a    LoQdoB.     Hammosd    «.    Coatee     Mayor'e    Court 

Deft.'B  appl.  from  Common  Seijeant. 
3    Mlddtoerx.  aerkenwell.    H.  MoneU  Id.  v.  BetH 

HCo.  M.    CtoontyOoart    Defli.' appl.  from  Judge 


4    WarwkkBhixeb  BlrmiDgham.    Jonee  «.  Whittlesey 
Comity  Court    Pltff.TappL  from  Jndge  Whtta- 


6  Snesez,  Brighton.  Hewitt  «.  Hewitt  Comity 
Court    Dtfit.'a  appl.  from  Jmlge  MartiDean. 

6  Sunrey,  Croydon.    Feroy  o.  White    Coonty  Court 

Pltff.'a  appl.  from  Jndge  RumelL 

7  Warwii^ahiW,  Birmlsgham.    WUkineon  v.  Smith 

k  anr.  County  Court  Defts.'  appl.  finom  Judge 
Whitehome. 

8  Dcrl^jehire,  Derby.     Allen  v.   Badford     County 

Court    Delt'e  iqypL  ftom  Judge  Smyly. 

•  Laocaahiieb  BlackpooL  Bukock  «.  St.  Anne's 
Master  Buihtara*  Fedenlion  k  on.  County  Omrt 
PUll.'s  appl.  from  J  itlfff  Coventry. 

1«    In  re  an  Arbitntion  between  The  Lords 

CommisBloDfn  ef  the  Admlialty  and  the  Great 
Western  k  other  Bye.  motkn  Ij  Railway  Oom- 
peniee  to  set  aside  ArUtrator's  award. 

11  Yorkshlreb  Dewsbuiy.    West  Biding  of  Yoritshlre 

RlTers  Board  v.  Ihe  Yorkshire  Indigo^  kc 
Dytn  Id.  County  Court.  Defts.'  appl.  firom 
Judge  Gadman. 

12  Northumberland,  Moipeth.     Hodgson  «.  Cowpen 

Urban  District  Council  CouLty  Court  Pltff.'s 
appL  from  Judge  Qreenweli. 

13  Hlddleeex,  Bronpton.    Graoey  «.  Inglis    County 

Court    Pltir.'B  appL  from  Judge  StoDor 

14  Sussex,    Brighton.     Risle  «.   Levett    k  Brown 

County  Court    PltflT/s  appl.  fhnm  Judge  Haiti- 


IB    London.    Foster «.  Cottam    Mayor's  Court    Deft.'s 

appL  finom. 
16    In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Hart  and 

The  London  k  South  Counties  Press  Id.    special 

case  sUted  by  Arbitrator. 
If    CoTbigton  t>.  Metropolitan  District  Ry.  Co. 

in  Chambers   Clmt.'B  appL  from  Ridley  J. 

18  Yorkehlre,  Bradfani.     Wllley  v.  Rendell  k  ors. 

County  Court    Defts. '  appl.  from  Judge  Bompaa. 

19  Lancashire,  Salford.    Grant  «.  Faulkner   County 

Court    PItff.'8  appl.  from  Judge  Perry. 

20  Norfolk,   Norwich.     Ketterer  o.  Pearoe     Cdunty 

Court    Deft.'s  appL  firom  Judge  Willia. 

21  Bedfordshire,  LdRhton-Buxsard.    Prentice  v.  AJd- 

burough  k  Morin  County  Court  Deft.  Morins 
appl.  from  Judge  Marten. 

22  Same.    Sayell  o.  Same    wem^^. 

23  Yorkshir^   Middlesborough.     Smith  v.   Lasenby 

County  ^Court  PltflC's  appi.  from  Judge  Tem- 
plar. 

34  Berkshire,  WfaMisor.  Britten  «.  Stow  County 
Court   Deft.'s  appl.  ftom  Jndge  Marten. 

26  Middleeez,  Marylebone.  Porter  (trading,  kc)  v. 
WillianM  County  Court  DdL's  appL  from 
Judge. 

26  Warwlckehlre,  Birmingham.     Cramner  o.  Malin 

Covnty  Court    Deft.'s  appL  from  Judge. 

27  Surrey,    Lambeth.     RlbtMns    v.    Day     County 

Cowt   Day's  appL  fh>m  Judge  Emden. 

28  Middlesex,  Westminster.    Isaaosoo  k  anr.  o.  New 

Grand  (Clapham  Junction)  M.  County  Court 
Pltlb.'  a]^  from  Judge  WoodlUl  (crosi-appL  by 
Defts.). 
26  Lancashire,  Buml«y.  Beer  u.  Fndential  Assoe. 
Co.  County  Court  Defts.'  appl.  from  Judge 
Bompes. 

30    Jones  (trading,  kc.)  v.  Jones  Bros,  motion 

by  Defla.  to  set  aside  report  of  Of&dai  Referee. 

31  Cambridgeahire,  Newmarket.    Egan  e.  Lewiaon  k 

on.    County  Court     Defts.'  appl.  from  Judge 

Sboitt. 
33    Yorkshire,  Sheffield.    Biay  v.  Sheffield  United  Gas 

LigbtCo.   County  Court  Pltff.'sappLfiram  Judge 

Waddy. 
33    London.    Robertfon  v.  Geneanal  Incandescent  Co.  kU 
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64 


66 


6T 


61 


63 


66 


67 


68 


Same. 


Same. 


Same. 
Same. 


Mayor's  Court  Deft».'  appl.  flmn  Assistant  Judge 

Jackson. 
Middlesex,  Westminster.     Peter  Robinson  Id.  «. 

Bates    County  Court   Deft's  appl.  Aram  Judge 

Wood&ll. 
GkmoeaterBhlxe^  BristoL  Radfiifd  k  anr.  u.  Saunders 

County  Court    Deft.'s  appl.  tnm.  Judge  Austin. 
Lancaahire,  Liverpool.    Daviee   «.    Luoas   k  Co. 

County  Court    Defts.'  appl.  from  Judge  Shand. 
London.    Smith  o.  Gold  Coast  k  Ashanti  Expkirers 

Mayor's   Court     Pltff.'s    appL    fh>m    Common 

Qlamorgansbire,    Neath.     Bevan    v.    Pontardawe 
Collierlfis  Co.    County  Court    Defts.'  appl.  tnm 
Jndge. 
Same.    Bdwards «.  Same   ssme. 
J.  Davles  v.  Same   same. 
Morfcan  «.  Same    eame. 
W.  Williams  V.  Same 
£.  Evans  v.  Same 
Francis  v.  Same   r 
Jenkina  v.  Same 
W.  J.  Evans  o.  Same 
B.  Williams  «.  Same 
J.  Enms  V.  Sams 
Hopkins  «.  Same 
Mike  V.  Same   as 
D.  T.  Davies  «.  Same 
Phillipev.Si 
Hampehlr^  Southampton.     Higglna  v. 
Line   County  Court   Defta.'  appl.    frum  Judge 
Gye. 
Yorkshire,  Huddersfleld.     Beaumont  «.  Senior  k 
Bull     County  Court     Deft   Bull's  appL  from 
Judge  Cadman. 
Middlesex,  Bow.    Foster  u.  London  School  Board 

County  Court    Defts.' appl.  from  Judge  Frsndi. 
London.    Tumbnll  (carrying  on  bu>iness,  kc)  «. 
CrelghtoD,  Reid  k  Co.     City  of  London  Court 
PltlL's  appl.  from  Judge  Lumley  Smith. 
Northumberland,  North  Shields.    Engllah  v.  Mayor. 
kc  of  I^nemouth    County  Court    Delts.'  appL 
fhnn  Judge  Greenwell. 
Middlesex,  ClerkenwelL  Qyde  Makers' Co-operative 
Supply  Co.  V.  Sims    County  Court    DefL^s  appl. 
from  Judge  Edge. 
Mlddleeex,  Brompton.    Culverwell  e.  Luah  County 

Court    Deft.'s  appl.  from  Judge  Slonor. 
Staffordshire,  Hanley.    Hadgett  k  anr.  «.  Fenton 
County  Court    Deft  David  Hadgttt's  appl.  from 
Judge  Mulholland. 

Eahelby  v.  Graham  k  aur.     motion  by 

Pltir.  to  tet  aside  order  of  Official  Referee  k  Judgt 
thereon 

Leiceeterahlre,  Lutterworth.  Swinfen  «.  Marvin 
rYoong,  3rd  P«rty)    County  Court    Deft.'s  appl. 

Cheshire^  Birkenhead.  Wlrral  Rural  District  Coun- 
cil V.  Gaiter  County  Court  Pltfis.'  appl.  ftom 
Judge  Rowlanda. 

Surrey,  Epeom.  Bitten  o.  George  k  anr.  County 
Court    Defts.' appl.  than  Deputy  Judge  Batten. 

In  re  an  Arbitration  between  The  Illbrd 

Gas  Co.  and  The  Illinrd  Urban  District  Conndl 
mction  l^  District  Council  to  set  aside  Arbitrator's 
award. 

Derbyshire^  Chesterfield.     Chesterfield  Rural  DIs- 

t  let  Council  «.  Klllamarah  Brick  Co.     County 

Court    PltfEB.' appL  fin>m  Judge  Smyly. 
Surr^,  Southwark.     Dnon  «.  South  Eastern  k 

Chatham  Ry.    County  Court    PltflT's  appl.  than 

Judge  Addison. 
London.    Pearae  «.  Townend  k  Co.    Mayor's  Court 

PUir.'8  appl.  from  Common  Seijeant. 
Berkehire,    Abingdon.     Slmpklnson  v.  Dxysdale 

County  Court     Pltfi.'s  appl.  ttom  J:idge  Pitt 

Lewis. 
Mlddleeex,  Westminster.    Connor  «.  Mowlem  ft  Co. 

County  Court    Pltflf.'s  appL  firom  Judge  WoodfklL 
Lancashire,  Liverpool.    Cardiff  SS.  Co.  e.  Jamie- 
County  Court     Pltfb/  i^L  from  Judge 


76    Gknoestenhire,   Bristol.    Stone  kOn.:  BUad 
By.COb    County  Court   Defts.' ^pL  fhm  Judge 


76  HampehJTB,  Portanouth.    &nsr  «.  A4yt  Obbo^ 

Court    PltfC's  appL  from  Judge  Gje. 

77    Inthe  Matterof  theAxbltntlaBAd,ltt|. 

and  In  re  an  Aibitnatkn  betwem  BrowB,8aa  k 
Btanfleld  and  Bovril  Id.  motion  by  BonllU.  to 
aet  aside  award  by  ArUtrafcor. 

78  Middlesex,  Bloomsbuxy.  McEachen  ft  Os.  e.  Mjn 

Mineral  Water  Co.  County  Court  Plftfb.'  iffL 
firom  Deputy  Judge  Pitt  Lewis. 

79  Monmouthshire,  Chepstow.    Didc  «.  Cone  k  m. 

County  Court   Anpk's  appl.  from  JudgtOMs. 

80  Nottlnghamshfane,  Nottingham.    Temple  Pm  U. 

n.Binka  County  Court  Deft'sappLfraaJadlp 

Maaterman. 
ai    Glamorganshire,    Swansea.      Pearoe   v.  BuaKi 

United  Breweries    County  Court    Dafla.'  i|fL 

fkom  Judge  Williams. 
83    London.    Oarr  o.  William  Griffitha  ft  Go.  C8|tf 

London  Court    Defts.'  appL  turn  Judge  Loikr 

Smith. 

83  Gloncesterahire,  Stroud.  WbUeyr.Mendt  Omtf 

Court   PltfT'sappLftum  Judge  Bnieott 

84  iJussex,  Haslings.    Bankea «.  Jarvis  CoonljOiut 

Deft's  appL  tnm.  Judge  Martincsn. 
86    Laneaahirr,    Preston.      Head   «.    BSBilh  k  on. 
County    Court     Defts.'     appeal    fkom  Jadge 
Coventry. 

86  LancMhire,  Colne  ft  Preslon.     Shaw  «.  fltnta^ 

County  Court    PltfC's  appL  from  Ju4iBBoBML 

87  Glamoigaaahire,  Swansea.     In  ths  Matte  or  te 

Cempabies  Acts,  1863  to  1863,  snd  In  n  Qto 
wera  and  Tyrtef  CoUleriea  Cc  U.  Oo^f 
Court  The  Foxhole  Cdllleriea  M.  ft  on.  4|l 
firom  Judge  Gwilym  Wllliama. 

Holman  «.  Carr.'U  ft  Frost    (»j  * 


London  Court    PHIL'S  appL  from  Judp  1*4 

Smith. 
Turner  v.  Yoilc  Union   motion  bj  Fliit 

aet  aside  order  of  Official  Referee. 
Staflbrdahire,  Longton.     Bamea  «.  Oops  Om^ 

Court   Deft's  appl.  ftom  Judge  MuIhoUiBi 


SPECIAL  CASES  AND  POINTS  OF 
LAW. 

IX>B  HBABING. 

1    In  re  an  Arbitration  betvreen  The  Naatihi8S.p! 

and  Hie  Padflo  Export  Lumber  Go-off 

Onm.  U.S.  A.  (Be  SS.  Almond  Bmcfa)  a«i 

snlject  to  specbd  case, 
a    In  re  an  Arbitation  between  Melcalfeft  sat.  i 

Hockl^  (trading,  ftc)  i  award  aoltfect  t»  911 

8  In  re  an  Arbitration  between  Newman  k  Ihk 
Co.  and  The  British  and  Sorth  AmricaaaLI 
award  suhlect  to  sperlal  case. 

4  In  re  an  AiUtratlon  between  wmianiB4nr.i 
The  Lancashire  ft  Yorkshire  Acddcnk  1mm 
Co.    award  subject  to  apedal  case. 


MOTION  FOB  JUDGMENT. 

VOB  HEARING. 
Baynes  o.  Setoa  ft  anr. 


72 


Korrls  ft  Sons  «.  Chapman     motion  by 

Deft  to  set  aside  Official  Beferee's  report. 

73  Mlddleeex,  ClerkenweU.    Blakeley  «.  MuUerft  Co. 

County  Court    PltfT.'sappl  from  Judge  Edge. 

74  Middlesex,    Westminster.      Ihe  Lontkin  Sectrio 

Supply  Corpn.  Id.  v.  Greenbeiv  ft  I^t    County 
Court    Pltfis.' appL  fhmk  Judge  WoodfiOL 


upon- 


RBYENUE  PAPEB. 

EKGLIBH  iKFOBXATIOir. 

'•Gen.  n.  The  Mayor,  ftc  of  N( 
"—left  anr. 

Cabs  Stated. 


H.H.  The  Nisam's  Guaranteed  Slate  Ry..O»;  ^ 
Applte.  and  Aptborpe  (Surreyur  of  Tu»h  ■• 

PsrmOV  UKDBB  FZNAVOB  Aot,  l®i 
Be  Herbert  Ernest  Matlbew  Da^lei^  dec 
MotloMfbr  Attachment    ;   .    •   7. 


DIVISIONAL  LIST.— SUMMABT. 

Crown  Paper       64 

Civil  Paper           91 

Special  Cases        4 

Beyenue  Paper •        ..  10 

'f°%ig1fized6^(S)Ogle 
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HIGH    COURT    OF   JUSTICE. 

KING'S  BENCH   DIVISION. 


MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 


Fbidat,  Ootobbb  24th. 


The  following  Courts  will  sit  untU  Saturday,  Ist  November,  for  the  Trial  of  the  following  classes  of  Actions:— 
THBEE  OOUBTS  for  Middlbskz  Special  Juries. 
THREE  COURTS  for  Middlbskz  Common  Juries. 
ONE  COURT  for  Commeboial  Actions  and  Non-Juries. 
ONE  COURT  for  Non- Juries. 


commencing  on  Monday,  27th  October. 


MWDLSSSX  Special  Jur^  AMm$. 

Afltkm  beyond  No.  2098  in  this  LiBt  wiU  not 
be  tikken  before  Monday,  Srd  Noyember. 

The  following  Knmben  will  be  in  the  List 
for  Trial  on  Monday,  27th  October— Kos. 
162  to  1594,  both  inclosiye. 

in  Neate  «.  Lady  Gtonkm  Lensoac    libel 
116  Moon  9.    worthlngtoa    Pompliig  Eogtne  Co. 
wnog.  dia. 

im  Aitlqr  A  WiliB  V.  PlUUaer    pen.  ii^ 

11U  DeHeraiMlAiir.v.  TAvanor    UUb 

1808  JoD«B»  Henry  &  Co.  v.  GniT«    cnrnmlwlon  . 

I8N  Cole  V.  Twi(^eBluun  U.  D.  C.    trespasB 

Vttl  Deia «.  Maddick   trespua 

UB  Bldek  k  Wilb  «.  Jerram  k  otb.    contract 

Itll  Ingle  v.llertoua   Ittwl 

UM  Matthews  v.Clkl7   cheque 


1171  Balid  V.  Bhodeda  Central  Mining,  &c  Co^  and 

IM  Le  Grand  iT^bj    fnnd.  repa. 
use  Da  vies  o.  Hood  k  on,    negUgenoa 
IMS  Wattv.  Beaochaap    Ubel 
1874  Knii^tv.F^irrj    slander 

1810  MolorI>merOo.ld.fF.aiUiDg    goodsaold 
1813  Cowen  V.  Laboodiere   libel 

18M   Ricbter«.L.&N.W.R7.Co.    pen.  ioj. 

1818  GUbert  V.  L.  G.  O.  Co.  UL    pers.  inj. 

1899  0zl67lcon.«.  BoU    note 

IMO  Ward,  Fterksft  McKay  V.  Skene    Solicitor's  bill 

1811  Taff  Vale  Ry.  Oo.  g.  Amalgamated  Soc.  of  Railway 

Semnto  *  on.    It^unenon 
1910  CoBhing  V.  Wynnsti^  Gardens  Asboo.  Id.    pers. 

Inj. 
lilt  WilsoD  V.  Mayor,  kc.  of  St.  MaryMmne  pers. 

inJ. 
ItK  Togt  9.  Hollebone  Bros,  ft  on.    detlnne 
ini   Wilkinson «.  MotOieedy    libel 
l«e  GoQldlngv.  L.  ft 8.  W;  Ry.  Co.    pen.  {qJ. 
103  MoQoinv.  Western  MonJng  News    libel 
ins  PInson «.  Pfnson    detlnne 
IMS  Hvtt  V.  Sol  Syndicate  Id.    penalty 
me  Ward  s.  L.  G.  O.  Cu.  Id.    perkinj. 
IMS  Lewis  «.  Cllflbnl    breach  of  promiae 

1   Walker  v.BliilsdeU  Pencils  Id.  ft  on.  fiwnd.  reps. 
1901   Inrig  »  C&roBi  ft  on.    libel 

1904  Worthhigfon  ft  Cbw  Id.  v.  Belton  ft  ors.  flnaQd.rep8. 
1906  Pooock  ft  en.  «.  Same   IkwuLreps. 

SIT  Jackson  «.  London  ft  indU  Docks  Co.    pen.  i^J. 
leie  Tnmboll «.  Smith    detlnne 

1905  Steward  V.  Colne  Fishery  Go.  ft  anr.    a&«anlt 

l»l   Wallace  v.    West  Coast    Ezploren'  Syndicate 

wrong.dlB. 
14U  Matthews «.  Atkins    libel 
1008  Ueren  V.  G.  W.  Ry.  Co.    negligence 
ItOS  Automatic  Supply  Co.  Id.  «.  Row  ft  anr.    money 

received 
1837  Chapman  v.  A&hsnU  ft  Gokl  Ccast  Ploneen  Id. 

salary 
lire  Sngev.Cbz   libel 
Ills  Ikitto«.BIid    declantioo 


U7e  Gilbert  ft  anr. «.  Howard    Isine 

1980  Somerset  ft  anr.  V.  NlKhtlngale    poescsskn 

1983  Cosins  9.  Horsman    Blander 

1987  HsUer  V.  Savoy  Hotel  Id.    work 

2003  Payn  v.  Stones  ft  ors.    negUgenoe 

2004  Cook  V.  RalTaeUi    false  impt 

2005  Smith  ft  anr.  V.  Clarke    Ubel 

2007  Barker  V.  Solllyan  ft  on.    frand.  reps. 

2009  Frledlaender  «.  Stock  ft  Debentoxe  Ccspn.  Id. 

omtract 

2010  Relfv.  L.  ftS.  W.Ry.Co.    pen.  liO. 
2012  CDrlBooll  V.  Jones    Ubel 

2018  SImoa  V.  Gatti  ft  Stevenson  Id.    amtnct 

2019  Terry  «.  Bnmsted  «  anr.    work 

2020  Measham  Terra  CotU  Co.  Id.  v.  Hanaom  ft  Son 

goods  sold 

1212  Newlsnds,  ftc.  Diamond  Mines  Id.  v.  Hens    libel 

2067  Croft  V.  Parrv    slander 

2059  Vert  v.  Rigbinl    «wmmi«nlon 

2060  Lock  V.  Wonder    eontnct 
2070  Price «.  Warren    alander 

2085  a  Manning  ft  Son  kL  o.  Goodwin    goods  Bold 

2086  Shepstooe  V.  Smith   mlsrepe. 
2098  Sannden  v.  Lockwood    slander 


2099  Smith  V.  J.  Barker  ft  Co.  kL    contract 

2101  Armsworth  v.  London  United  Trams.  Co.    negli- 
gence 

2120  Morris  V.  Milne    work 

2121  GeTBon  V.  Simpson    frand.  reps. 
2123  Paqnin Id. V. Qieaves    goodsaold 
2142  Brinkworth  o.  Arthur    pers.  I^J. 

2146  Ferris  ft  anr.  «.  Crawford  ft  anr.    frand.  rpps. 

2148  H.  Lovibond  ft  Son  Id.  v.  New  PhcDnlx  Brewery 

Id.    money  received 

2164  PiTor  V.  Daviee-Cooke    contract 

2155  Wbitbread  ft  Co.  Id. «.  Sbutske    covenant 

2157  Jelly  V.  Fremltn  Bros.    Lord  Campbell's  Act 

2159  Clarke  o.  Peek    money  lent 

2160  Kent  V.  Temperance  Permanent  BoiMing  Soc 


2171 
2172 
2174 
2180 
2182 
2185 
2188 
2191 
2192 
2193 
2200 
2203 
1478 
2218 
2237 
2239 
2245 
2264 
2267 
2270 
2271 
2275 


2163a  Waten  ft  Wife  v.  Brighton  Gas  Go.    negligence 
2169    Breeds  V.  Harris   Ikleeimpt 

Shorland  v.  Sir  E.  SnlUvan  ft  ors.    firaad.  reps. 

Leith  V.  Dewar  ft  anr.    trespaaa 

L.  ft  P.  Walter  ft  Sons  U.  V.  PhilUps    calls 

SIddoDSv.  Josselyn    alander 

Clark  V.  Dixon  ft  Sons    detlnne 

Kenworthy  «.  "  Sol  "  Syndicate  Id.  ft  ore.    libel 

Tomer  v.  Masi^    work 

Goldle  t>.  Mannsell  ft  on.    work 

Garntt  ft  on.  v.  Flowerdew   trespass 

Howard  v.  Cardinal    contract 

Gardner  v.  Sallivan  ft  on.    ftmnd.  npe. 

Leaver  v.  L.  B.  ft  8.  C.  Ry.    pen.  inj. 

de  Pokomy  v.  Werthelm    slander 

Bell  V.  Glock  ft  Co.    work 

Harris  «.  Barttett    pen.  tnj. 

Byrne  «.  Gardiner    liand.  reps. 

Plrie  ft  anr.  v.  Garoock,  BIbby  ft  Co.    contract 

Pilgrim  ft  anr.  v.  WllJiams    Solicitor's  bill 

Hntchlaon  «.  Met.  Ky.  Co.    peri*.  inJ. 

Saqul  V.  Mackenzie    breach  ofpromue 

Hebden  v.  AUesbury    fmnd.  reps. 

Llnley  v.  Wilkinson  ft  ore.    libel 

Robineon  o.  Oddenioo    pers.  Inj. 
2283    Moon  V.  Rolls    wcrk 


2284  Honduras  Govemmeut  Banking,  ftc.  Co.  Id.  ft 

anr.  tt.  Spargo   eontnct 

2291  Joseph  V,  L.  G.  O.  Co.  Id.    pers.  iqj. 

2295  Riste  0.  Armstrong  ft  on.    libel 

2297  Chamberlain  «.  Rod  Bros,    negligence 

2303  Coltman  V.  Cowan  ft  ors.    Ubel 

2322  Loeweostein  V.  Ochs  Bros,    work 

2886  Dawson  V.  G.  N.  ft  City  Ry.  Co.    issue 
2828(E.Goodev.  J.  A.PreeceftSonsld.    pen.  InJ. 

2888  (J.  Goods  o.  Same   negligence 

2844  Strover  V.  Butler   breach  of  promise 

2349  Johnson  «.  Smith,  Parfrey  ft  Co.    pers.  inJ. 

S851  Gmnt «.  Preece   oontnct 

2359  Kupper  «.  John  Allen  ft  Sons  Id.    pers.  InJ. 

2886  Bennett «.  London  ft  India  Docks  Co.    pen.  Ii^. 

2394  Dey  ft  ors.  o.  JeffBS   detinue 

2396  Lee  «.  Price   pers.  inJ. 

2408  Maynard  v.  Consolidated  Kent  CoUieries  Co.  Id. 

reftisal  to  register  transfer  of  shares 

S404  Shnpnel  o.  Musgrove   contract 

2411  Pitcher  o.  Banatt  ft  Co.    pen.  InJ. 

2413  Clare  o.  Barthels  ft  Co.  Id.   assault 

2418  HoUoway  v.  Truman,  Hanbury,  Buxton  ft  Co. 

contract 

2419  Waiman  «.  S.  E.  ft  C.  Ry.  Co.    declaration 
2424  Prior  o.  Baward    covenant 

2426  Milton «.  Nalder    guarantee 

2428  Moulo.Boos^    libel 

2429  Gwen  ft  anr. «.  CSuUivan    decLuratton 

2482  Rowland  ft  ors.  «.  Martin    money  received 

2483  Sugg  V.  Greig  ft  anr.    mal.  pros. 
S436  Martin  v.  Hook    commlwrion 

S440  Wstson  o.  Banner  ft  anr.    money  lent 

3441  Cohen  o.  Gross    oonmilMlon 

2445  Baynea  «.  Seton  ft  anr.    money  paid 

2446  Tonng  v.  Neale   bills 

2449  Touaean  ft  anr. «.  Ponsonby  ft  on,    work 

2451  Corgan  «.  I^ruman,  Hanbuiy,  Buxton  ft  Co.    pers^ 
InJ. 


MIDDLESEX  Common  Jur$  AeUom, 

AotionB  beyond  No.  2015  in  this  List  will  noi 
be  taken  before  Monday*  Srd  Noyember. 

The  following  Nnmbers  will  be  in  the  List 
for  Trial  on  Monday,  27th  October— Nos 
1711  to  1794,  both  inolnsiye. 

1711  Ironaide  «.  Stevenson    mou^  received 

1764  Walker  V.  L.  C.  C.    pen.  InJ. 

941  Freyne  v.  Amasonia  Rubber  ft  Trading  Co^  UL 

contract 

1771  Roodbooae  v.  Davis    commission 

1778  Hemstead  V.  Clark    false  Impt 

706  Grosvenor  v.  Ross    8tcx:kbroker'8  aooonnt 

1357  Hall  V.  Nathan  ft  ors.    money  received 

1510  Brown  v.  Kirgsbury    warranty 

1640  Bennet  V.  Newton    libel 

1584  Deirden  ft  ors.  «.  Bennett    money  lent 

1785  Simpson  v.  Starling    breach  (^  promise 

1789  Matthews  v.  Lee    assault 

1793  Leigh  V.  Turnor    detinue 

1794  Howard  r.  Clark    iklfe  Impt^  ,^^  ^^  I  ,^ 
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1801 

isn 
iflsa 

18S1 
1884 
1886 
1840 
1844 
1885 
18SY 

1889 
1880 
1884 
1887 
1880 
1878 
1888 
180S 
1808 
1880 
978 
ISfO 
1987 
18t8 
1944 
f 

17 

41 

1847 

i6oa 

17a 

1789 
18tt 

1849 
1868 

1881 
1887 
1868 
1971 

1982 
1986 
9001 
3006 
9011 
1096 
9086 
2032 
903S 
3034 
9086 


3040 
2042 
2045 


2040 
3047 
3050 

3004 
3068 
2069 
3077 
3081 
3083 
3887 
2088 
3089 
2100 
2104 
9119 
2133 
3136 
8L30 
2181 
SIS3 
3136 
3141 
2161 
2163 
2156 
3168 
3165 
3170 
3176 
2184 
3189 
2196 
3196 
2199 
^305 
2306 
2311 


M^ban  tr.  E.  da  Poorter  ft  Co.  Id.  ft«nT. 

Impl. 
MaTWv.  A.  B.C7GleCo.ld.    eoDtnct 
DftTii  V.  RoMnberg  h  on.    wntmck 
Foitar  V.  Toner   pen.  i^J. 
RlehenlBoii  v.  Tbompaon  h  Son    pen.  InJ. 
CbetelcOo.  V.  Bothwell    goodeeoU 
Leev.  Olbbe   pen.iqj. 
Oobbv.  L.G.O.Oo.ld.    pen.  h^. 
falaetmi 


false 


Yooasv. 
OowniiiK 


V.  Teller  ft  mr.    felae  tmpt 

Weet  Omtt  of  Aftica  ^jndkele  Id. 


bai 


.iqj. 


Flelcber  v.  Harvej  ft  on.    pot.  !pj. 

AehtoB  V,  Flume   pen.  fa^* 

Wbttbned  «.  CeoDon  Brawny  Go.  U.    ] 

New  Lon.  DiBooont  Go.  Id.  o.  McMeniu 

SpefnMlelllv.Elidon    Ubd 

BoIUmora  v.  Vdoey    ftJae  tanpt 

Bniniem  e.  Gould  Brre.    wanrnoty 

Slede  ft  uir.  o.  Ardley   commission 

Abnbams  «.  BesUll    contrmct 

Wadqr  V.  Their  ft  Go.    mo 

Devil  V.  Bromley  U.  D.  0. 

Bandell  o.  Mm^bid    oonfci!_ 

Yeetmen  «.  MHcbell  ft  anr.    libel 

Steweid  «.  Wood  ft  ear.    bill 

Newlove  V.  Hyune  ft  enr.    libel 

Merreoo  «.  London  and  Wesfeminsier  Loan  and 

DlscoimtOo.ld.    iesoe 
N.  a  W.  MonUle-Iia£  V.  Davia   note 
Iklwood  V.  Hamblin   braach  of  promise 
Mblk7o.GreY|I]eftanr.    numypaM 
Bowrfpg  ».  WelllngloD     * 


.iij. 


Lodge  cMetcalf  ft  anr.    bUk 

Newfaigjton V.  Smith   goodasold 

Beralsil «.  NoCentt   dander 

Weafton  v.  Mayor,  fte.  of  Fnlbam 

Smith  V.Oram   trespam 

Uddall  ft  anr. «.  Kemp   warranty 

UnloB  Sellisg  Go.  V.  Holsworfh    goodasold 

Anttwny.  Treheme  ft  Co.«.  Pblsoe  ft  Alflerl  Id. 

Bernhardt  V.  Kirkland    slander 

Bella  «.  N.  MH.  Trams  Co.    pera.  inj. 

Tnmbman  v.  Davis  ft  Svana  Id.    contmot 

Millard  V.  HertzfUd    slander 

Rattray  V.  Spiegel   oontnot 

Hewitt  V.  Azfocd    pen.  toj. 

Bobsrts  V.  Daniels    maLproa. 

Healing  «.  Healing  ft  anr.    mono?  received 

Moon  o.  Mayor,  fto.  of  Gamberwell    contract 

Foeter  V.  Tisard    breach  of  prom'ae 

liangptairo.  Mackie    mon^lent 

Manball  o.  Graham    trespaas 

Rlchaids  V.  Gollingwood  ft  Go.    contract 

Owen  ft  anr.  «.  Davieon    work 


Joseph  o.  Aran  ft  Wlis 
dm  V. 


.Josephs   Iklseimpt. 


I  Asaoo.  Id.  «.  Spalding 


Jacobs  V.  N.  Met.  Trunways  Go.    pen.  loj. 
LenroB  ft  anr.  v.  Same   pen.  inJ. 
Ffaiance  Minee  ft  Indnstries  Ai 

ft  BruB.    oonti 

Hairo.  Wbitbraad  ft  Ga  Id. 

Biggin  v.MlllboD8e  ft  on. 

Yere  «.  Jeneon    wrong  dls. 

Franklin  «.  J.  R.  Roberts'  Storm    fdlie  im^t. 

King  «.  Bromet    gooda  sold 

KlUs  V.  Blake  ft  Wife    wnmg.  dis. 

Smith  V.  Wilkinaon  Swoid  Go.  Id.  ft  anr.    deUoue 

Hill  ft  Wife  V.  Lidstone  id.    pers.  ii^. 

Brown  v.  J.  Lyons  ft  Co.  Id.    pers.  i^J. 

O'OaUtghan  V.  L.  G.  O.  Go.  kL    pen.  inJ. 

Landan  v.  Blood    detlnne 

Bloomfteld  o.  Pitcher  ft  anr.    fhmd.  reps. 

Sharman  «.  Lleven    note 

Lambert  V.  Cook    pers.  iqj. 

COK  «.  Goz    slander 

Same  v.  Seme    wrong,  dis. 

Alexander  v.  Neale    mooey  lent 

List  V.  Fox  ft  Go.    libel 

Alexander  o.  Pnre  Salt  U. 

Field  V.  Edwards 

Rowland  e.  Locks    libel 

Shaw  ft  anr.  v,  Poolton 

Gilban  v.  JelTerson    contract 

Lewin  «.  Neilsen    contract 

French  v.  Murrell    issue 

Fallflhaw  V.  N.  Met.  Trams,    pers.  ii\). 

Waits  o.  Poole    trespass 

Thnrston  e.  Freeman    lUse  impt 

Ryan  o.  Pmnier  ft  Go.    work 

Bontton  «.  BiUinghnrBt    breach  of  promise 

Boms  V.  Becker    negUgenoe 

Bamdey  v.  Kirk  ft  on.    Anand.  reps. 

Fraaer  o.  Aklis  ft  ors.    wrong,  dia. 

Jarmahi  e.  Deakla  ft  anr. 


3313    Slpriogtborpe  ft  Wife  «.  Nat.  Famiahing   Go. 


3334 
9336 
3940 
3340 
2247 
3362 
9367 
3368 
3303 


3373 
3374 


3399 

3301 
3836 
3837 
3389 
3346 
9860 
9353 
3366 
3358 
3868 
3369 
3374 


3386 

3887 


3410 
3416 
3416 
3417 
3431 
2430 


Radesoo  v.  Fraeapani    slander 

LawBon  ft  Wife  V.  Lamb    slanier 

Leith  «.  Morxison    trover 

Braskal  V.  Windrom  ft  anr.    warranty 

Smith*.  Smith    trespass 

Boncas  V.  Cooke  ft  ore.    copyright 

Yorke  ».  Safflwy   issue 

CnaeudeFleaxyftors.    SoUcStoi'sbiU 

Bart  V.  Mean   eUnder 

GcsaliDg  V.  Neal   fileeimpt. 

Robtnsonv.  Starling   detlnne 

Greet  «.Ganty    contract 

Samma  V.  Sprnlea   oootnct 

Robinson  ft  anr.  r.  Ttjlac  ft  ors.    bill 

Simpson  o.Ridoat  ft  Co.  Id.    contract 

Oortneiy  «.  Koopman    oontnct 

Doyle  V.  Janatt   peis.  ii^. 

Roye.  Wyvill   contract 

FaUo.Lim.  United  Electtfto  Tramways    pen.  iig. 

PbUipe«.Webb    ftand.repa. 

Goldberg  V.  Browne   covenant 

Glkhristo.  HereflbrdftoTB.    libel 

Bowerman  «.  Massey-Mainwariog    detinue 

DaviBV.  Hart   pers.  fa^. 

Drake  «.  Walter   covenant 

Moore  v.  Vtatj    goods  eold 

Willsmorev.  Lon.  United  Tramways    pera.  ioj. 

Parker  o.  Same   pera.  i^J.  ,     ,^ 

MoiTlav.  Beat  Ham  District  ConncU    LoidCamp- 

beU'B  Act 
Irvine  V.  Hardintr   breaeh  of  promlee 
Casey  V.  Fotd  ft  Go.    pers.lig.  ^    .^ 

Fergoaon  «.  Lon.  United  Tramwaya  (1901),  Id. 

perB.i^J. 
Milton  o.Fronk    oonlraot 
Hammocka  «.  Heathman  ft  Go.    pers.  inJ. 
Dalton  V.  Belftage    work 
Gay  o.  Lord    negligence 
KUenderv.  DotteridgeBroa.    pen.ta(j. 
Moore  V.  Hnnt  ft  ora.    ftaad.  repa. 
Rnbsna  v.  Kantorowich    atonder 
Geller  «.  Sbiger    mal.  proa. 
Ellt  V.  Thomas  W<rffe  ft  Son    pera.  inJ. 
Hammond  ft  anr.  v.  Hailstone    fiaod.  rep*. 


NON'JUBT  AotioM. 

AefcumB  beyond  Ko.  2260  in  this  List  will  not 
be  tnlcBn  before  Monday,  Srd  November. 

The  following  Nomben  will  be  in  the  List 
for  Trial  on  Monday,  27th  October— Nos. 
1558  te  1896,  both  inclnnve. 

1668  Kadei  V.  Martin  ft  ors.    goods  sold 

1743  Roskill  ft  Go. «.  Byrne  ft  ors.    oontract 

1T68  Singer  v.  Yentom,  Bull  ft  Cooper   negligence 

m  Cowen  ft  Wife  v.  Scott  ft  Wift    detlnne 

1309  Hnmber  Id.  9.  da  Croa   guarantee 

13T8  Boma  V.  Ooene    work 

1729  Harria  ft  anr. «.  Botcher  ft  Go    gooJa  sold 

1890  Moore  0.  Todd   covenant 


Oonid  V.  Pilbrow    rent 

Mc  Pherson  «.  Ponsonby    oontract 

Clarke  v.  Mayor,  fto.  of  Lewisham    contract 

Kenyon  ft  ora.  «.  Dew 

Elliot  V.  Goz    detinne 

WUlB  V.  Rmt 

Wood  9.  Wood  ft  ors. 

Levi  V.  Angh><}onUnental  Gold  Reefs  of  Rhodesia 
Id.    work 

Bridgman  ft  era.    Williams  ft  ors.    work 

Jenkins  V.  Arnold  ft  anr.    bills 

Walker  V.  Harria    detinue 
_  _     Same  v.  Buse    goods  sold 
9033    Westminster  Electric  Supply  Gorpn.  kl.  «.  Im- 
proved Wood  Pavement  Oorpa.  Id.    negligence 

Gardner  v.  Wlmperls  ft  A.    goods  sold 

Binger  o.  Helneman    detlnne 

Wills  V.  Harrow  ft  Uzbrldge  Ry.  Go.    contract 

SaoolBki  V.  Saunders    contract 

Bailey  «.  Mortgage  Investment  and  Contract  Cotpn. 
Id.    work 

Yare  v.  Reeve    work 

Spencer  v.  Finnls    possession 

Crooke  v.  East  Surr^  Brick  ft  Tile  Co.  Id.    gooda 
aold 


1904 
1929 
1933 
1943 
1946 
196T 
1968 
1974 

1988 

1994 
9016 
3017 


9039 
9041 
304S 
2044 
3048 

9049 
9063 
9071 


9078 


9103 
9L03 
3108 
3111 
3117 
3118 
3124 
9198 
3137 
3138 
3148 

3181 
3173 
3177 
3181 
3187 
3197 
9198 
3301 
991S 


2341 


1344 
3249 
3363 


9380 


Draper  v.  Saunden 

Wootlon  V.  Prttchard 

DavioB  «.  Powell    money  lent 

Antonutic  Air  Tight  Cover  «.  Hartley  fuluM 

Luff  ft  oca.  «.  West    < 

Debenham  «.  Wykea 

James  v.  Fisher  ft  anr. 

Hawkea  ft  Go.  «.  Moo^ 

Stohwasser  ft  Go.  o.  Seme   _ 

Taykr  v.  Tottenham    monej  rKclvei 

Prior  o.  Collina  ft  ore.    covenant 

Same  «.  Same   oovenant 

Parker  o.HarringtonaU.  ft  OTk    powewion 

Sayer  «.   Amalgamated  Sec  of  Carpe men  wl 

Jolnen   contract 
Green  «.  Brown  ft  anr.    wmk 
Pedrslte V.  Pedrette   mowylent 
Pyev.  Combes   detinne 
Pnntice  ft  Co.  V.  Traill   stockbroker's  sect. 
Goopere.  RaddUb  ft  anr.    commWoo 
Britain  ft  ors.  «.  Kennedy  ft  Co.    irjucil « 
Downe  V.  Twine  ft  ora.    posssalon 
Broadwood  V.  Crewe    possewion 
Amur  Syndicate  Id.  v.  Medhurst   callt 
Roberts,     Lubbock    ft    Go.    v.    Fleli  k  tor. 

Britlah  Chicago  Rawhide  MannfktnrlDg  (o.  k 
anr.  v.  Intecnatkmal  Asseto  Co,  M.  k  uf. 
contract 

Brooke  o.  Garew  ft  anr.    note 

Bagley  «.  Phllp    oontract 

N^  V.  Putts,  Rowley  ft  Go.    oootiact 

JenningSk  Son  ft  Allen  o.  Jessuram  fondtys 
blU 

Loates  v.  Maple    contract 


S981    Newman  «.  Camden  Cartage  ft  Sapply  Ca  U. 


9373 

3380 


9398 


2963    Halbronn  v.  IntematJonal  Hone  Agency  uA  U. 

Id.    fraud,  r^a. 
Butcher  V.  List    goodssold 
Blow  V.  LewiB    oontract 
Surprise   An   Lamp  Oyndicate  v.  Hjnk  R 

royaltiea 
IsaacB  ft  Sona«.C.  Manning  Sons  Umltei  ^ 

s(.ki 
Land  ft  Water  Electric  Syndicate  Id.  i.  Gnrti 

goods  Bold 
E.  Underwood  ft  Son  v.  North  Met  TrvMU 


money  paM 
Mazslialli    *" 


«.  Daniels 
Davia  ft  Son  v.  Aahley. 
TroUope  ft  Sons  V.  Chambers   contxacti 
Boutcber,  Mortimore  ft  Gol  «.  Ipwich  lamt 

Id.    *!?rmM^^ 
Sewdl  9.  Harrow,  ftc.  Ry.  Go.    msaduaai 
Hawkey  ft  anr.  e.  Angto-African,  ftc  OoBcesrioM 

Id.  ft  on.    detlnne 
H.  Mc  Keone  U. «.  Alt    contract 
Chanvin  ft  anr.  v.  Salmony  ft  Co.  Id.   UUs 
Docwra  ft  Son  v.  HocUeadon  Gas  ft  C»ki  Ci 

contract 
Mtnterv.  ReigateU.  D.  C.    work 
Molyneax  v.  Uawtrey    oontzaot 
Gnioclardini  ft  on. «.  H.  Bomer  ft  Ca  I!,  i'lir 


Smith  V.  Betty   soUcltor'B  biU 
Davey  ft  anr  o.  Nanrockl 
Kensey  v.  LovejOT    commlsaion 
Fdulding  «.  La  Banque  Continentale  Je 


'iriiH 


1369 

1498 
1617 
1714 
1886 

1850 
1889 

1877 
1880 
3084 

3163 
3163 
3304 

2343 
3343 
2300 
2811 

3812    Aked  V.  British  Natural  Premium  Ufc.\<ix.U- 

gnaiantse 
2318    Staepoole  V.  Whitworth   bill 
3833    National  Caahlt'«l<"ter  Go.  «.Tijlor  delinae 
3334    Singh  o.SialR>rd8hire  Financial  Co.   iane 
2338    Stephenson  «.  London  Joint  Slock  Bmk  M.  ooa* 

tract 
2337    Pieroon  V.  Frewen    work 
3330    Newton  V.  Porter   money  Isnt  ,.  ^, 

3336    Manns,  Clark  ft  Go.  «.  Hebbert  ft  Co.  bmRel 

contract 
2340    Brown,  Janson  ft  Co.  V.  Ruasell   note 
3343    Bastard  «.  Brunton  ft  anr.    contract 
3347    Kerr,  Stuart  ft  Co.  Id.  «.EynoohU.   "nnttij 
2348    Bell  V.  Hoelva  Ocntnl  Oi«ier  Mining  U  u- 

3363    Jacobs  V.  Mayor,  ftc  of  SontiMnd-on-Sea(«>-'^ 

2364    Strahlbom  «L  Grabowski    money  lent 

3866    Westminster  House  ft  Und  Investment  i  o.  i  1  «• 

Purves   possBsaton  _,. 

9367    Alexaoder  Maodonaki  ft  Go.  «.  Slataaiy  Co.  g»« 

aold 
3360    Moon  V.  Couch    note 
3370    Cooper  V.  Nix    rent 
3378    Sanger  v.  Haworth 
9377    Thirlwalf  ~ 
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1378  Uinier  V.  DttUcy-Waid    oootnct 

33;f  Nwt  V.  OomiMTe   moiMtf  lent 

•au  Lewis  Bwger  &  SoM  Id.  «.  Walter    detlnM 

3381  OiadaIWater]d.v.]Utolluir.    contract 

i'383  Btzcndale  t.  Wbltf   ftwid.  rcpe. 


2884   Stnclmv.CoriMd   contract 

saSB   HonMTV.Varty   Bond 

2SM   J.  Shepherd  Jk  Go.  «.  Slmpflon 

■cd. 
a4M   Lln]^  V.  Beisl   moDQjleDt 


etockbroker'e 


M12   XcGaw,  Stereneon  ft  Oir,  Id.  «.  Moon  &  anr 


9414    Lnttmuin-Johnflon «.  BapoiUon   rent 
34M    ]lNS<««.GoltGui«(GurxWOo.    work 
a«sa    FUMHS  ft  Keith  v.Kllc«r   BMnejpald 


SUMMARY  OP  ACTIONS  ENTERED  FOR  TRIAL  w)  20th  OCTOBER,  Iwclumte. 

Special  Jaries.    Common  Juriei.       ToUL 

Middlewx  194        ,.        222        .•        410 

KoB-Jiiziaf  ..        ^^        ^^  ^^        ^^        133 

London    •.        ..        ;{  ^^  ,,        ,^  3 

Oommeroinl  Onufles ^,        ,^  21 

(Oises  are  on^y  eater^  in  the  Commeroial  List  when  the  days  are  fixed  for  Trial) 
Set  down  under  Order  XIV ' ^    ,,  42 

Anigned AcUon.    ,       .^        ...        1 

666 


NoTB.— This  Sommary  shews  the  total  number  of  Actions  for  Trial  up  to  anl  indusiye  of  the  abore  date. 


HIGH   COURT    OF   JUSTICE. 


KING'S  BBNOH  DIVISION. 


MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  19J2. 


APPEALS   AND   MOTIONS   IN   BANKBQPTOY. 


irruu  from  County  Courts  to  ba  heard 
by  a  DiTimnrAL  Coubt  Sitting  in  Bank- 
niptejr,  Pending  17th  October,  1902. 

IB  le  T.  Kdljr  Bxpte.  Catherine  Lilian  York  v. 
The  OiBclal  RecelTer  an  appl. 
Ilrom  the  Gooolgr  Oonrt  of  Durham, 
holden  at  Stockton-^in-Teee 

Ia  re  A  Dehtor  (No.  100  of  IML)  Expte.  Tho 
Ofllcial  Beeeiver  an  appl.  tnu. 
the  Oonntj  Court  of  Snaeez,  holden 
atBrigbton 

!■  re  J.  A.  Foaler  Bxpte.  The  Bankmpt  «.  The 
Omdal  BeceiTer  an  u>pl.  from 
theOoonty  Govt  of  Sweez,  holden 
atBrlghton 

In  n  J.  T.  QaU  Bxple.  ▲.  I'Amon,  Tmalee  if. 
Marian  FMrthonee  Thompaon, 
Chai.  Andrew  Irooaide  ft  Maxy 
Ann  Thompaon  an  appl.  ftom 
the  Oooaty  Court  of  Dorham, 
hffikliiBi  at  8tocklon«oB>Teea 

b  re  The  Debton  (No.  14  of  1903)  Bxpte.  The 
Dehton  v.  The  Petitioning 
CredlKm  and  The  Official  Be- 
eeiver a 
rOonrt  of 
Hanlw 

1»  re  A  IMMor  '■ 


in  appl.  ftom  the  Ooontj 
'  StaAmlahlre,  holden  at 


(No.  12  of  1902)  Bxpte.  The 
Debtor  v.The  PetitioDlngCredlton 
and  The  Official  BeoeiTer  an 
anpL  ftom  the  County  Oomt  of 
Monteomefyehixeb  holden  at 
Newtown 
hreW.McDanlelWUUama  Bxpte.  fi.  T.  Leyson 
eu  The  Official  Beeeiver  an  appl. 
ftem  the  Countj  Court  of 
Okmirganahtra^  holden  at 
8wanaca 


MonoMS  in  Bavxbuptot  for  hearing  before 
the  Judge,  Pending  17th  October,  1902. 

In  re  Mateo  Clark.    Bxple.   The   Delitv  v.  The 
Bjenoe  Ayrcs  ft  Paclflc  Hj.  Co. 
M.  an  1  The  Official  Beeeiver 
In  re  Sir  Bobert  Peel.     Bxpte.  F.  S.  SaUman, 
Trustee  v.  Von  der  Ride  Ueydt, 
P.  J.  Buit,  S.  A.  Wentftanr. 
InreCS-Salmond.  Bxpte.  His  Mi^fee^'a  Attomer. 
GentT4l  ft  The  Lonlo  Commla- 
■ionen  of  Hla  Majesty's  Tieaanxy 
V.  The  Official  Beeeiver  ft  Meesr^ 
EdwaxdB  ft  Cohen 
In  re  Same        E^ite*    B.    W.    Perkins    «.   The 
uDdal  Beeeiver,  Trustee 
6   In  re  A.  Burr    Bxpte.  A.  Goddaid,  Trustee  «.  The 
Kent  Coal  Finance  and  Develop- 
m<mt  Co.  Id. 
In  le  Mrs.  Henrlette  Uartang.    Expte.  Masters  ft 
Wagner  vTu.  W.  Wibon.  Trmtee 
refiarenoe  by  Mr.  Begistnr  Hope 
lareSame        Bxpte.  H.  W.  Wilson,  Thistee  o. 

MaslenftWagoer 
In  re  P.  Fonnenan.    Bxpte.  F.  Uimblett,  Trustee  v. 

Chas.  jBtanford 
InreJ.Isaaoi  Expte.  F.  B.  Wright,  Trustee  «. 
John,  Bessie,  Sa  ah  and  Bamet 
Isaacs  ft  The   London,   CfU  ft 
Midland  Bank  Id. 
,0    In  re  B.  PiUing.    Expte.  The  Debtor  *.  Annette 
Pikher  ft  Fledk.  John  Bobinson, 
Exors.  of  thelate  W.  F.  Pflcher 
I  v;  J.  D.  S.  Bogle 
V.  Geoige  Duke  de 


Bxpte. 

Bxi ' 


If 


InreS 
In  in  Same 


In  re  Same        Bxpte.  Same  *.  H.  D.  PUcher 
In  re  Same         Bxpte.  Sameo.  Gd.  C.  F.  Surteee 
In  re  B.  E.  Bartbxd.    Expte.  B.  A.  ft  J.  F.  Burfixd 
V.  Sidn^  Peara,  Trustee 


I»  re  J.  M.  Graham.  Expte.  Mra.  Sarah  Turner  v 
W.  Bonavla,  Trustee 

In  re  W.  Qereoke.  Expte.  The  Official  Reoeiver , 
Trustee  v.  W.  Qeiecke  kl. 

Id  re  H.  H.  P.  Boblnsun.  Expte.  The  Debtor  r. 
The  Official  Beeeiver  ft  Mn. 
Annie  fcUibinson  refeiTed  back  to 
the  Judge  by  Mr.  Begistmr 
Ltnklaier 

In  re  J.  M.  Graham.  Expte.  Wm.  ft  Mrs.  0.  L 
Anderton  v.  W.  Bonavia,  Traate 
90  In  n  Hopklnson  ft  Sona.  Bxpte.  G.  Sneath,  Trwtee 
V.  H.  Keble  ft  H.  Locke.  Exors. 
of  T.  H.  Keble.  Exor.  of  Mn. 
HiUas^  Messia.  Thos.  Hillas 
Crampton  ft  John  George  Cramp- 
tonTTrusteea  of  the  Will  of  the 
late  Thonaa  Bussell  Crunpton 
(restored  to  List  under  order  of 
The  Hon.  Mr.  Justice  Wright, 
dated  Snd  December,  1901) 
Lord  Erands  Hope.  Expte.  The  DeUor  v. 
Mies  Mary  AugUflUYohi 
'     J.  /.  AbeU  9.  The  QfficUI 


Inra 

In  re 


InieWdbklng    Expte.  Wm.  Sibl^  v.  B.  J.  Wanl, 

Tnstee 
lnreA.FFarl   Expte.  H.  MoLellan,  TmHee  «. 

A.B.Salaaen 
25    In  re  J.  M.  Gndiam.     Expte.  W.  W.   Smith  v« 

£.  C.  Moore^  Trustee 
In  re  Same        Expte.  J.  T.  Connell  v.  Same 
In  re  Sanm        Expte.  F.  J.  Hobson  v.  Same 
In  re  Saaae        Sx^t?.  B.  Wooden  v.  Same 
In  re  Same        Bxpte.  H.  Wigginlon  v.  Same 
30    In  rt  Salmon  (Mollhtt  ft  Co.).    JSxpte.  Oscar  Berry 

ft  C.  L.  Daviea,  Trustees  «.  SanU. 

Salmon,  Emma  iCell,  S.   B.   K 

Salmon  ft  A.  Salmon 
In  ro  BalcheUr  Bxpte.  A.  C.  Boumer,  Trustee  r. 

Percy  Cooper 


Mattbhi  n  Bahbbv^tot.— Total  number  of  Appeals  aod  Motioni    •  • 


sa 
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HIGH  OOTTET  OP  JUSTICE. 
KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


Tuesdays 

Tharsdays 

Saturdajs 


•  •         •        •  I 

•  •        •         •  # 

•  •        •         •  J 


Master  Wojiibfoboi. 


MASTERS  IN  CHAMBERS  FOR  MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 

A  to  F. 
Mondays 
Wednesdays. 
Fridays 
Tuesdays      • 
Thursdays    . 
Saturdays     • 


Mondays 
Wednesdays. 
Fridays 
Tuesdays     . 
Thursdays    . 
Saturdays    • 

Mondays 

Wednesdays, 

Fridays 


Master  Lord  DuynoTHx. 

Master  Dat. 

G  to  N. 

Master  Cbittt. 

Master  Maodonxll. 

O  to  Z, 

Master  Abohibalo. 


:h 


HIGH  OOUET  OF  JUSTICR 
KING'S  BENCH  DIVISION. 


MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 


PBAOTIOE  MASTER. 

A  Master  will  sit  daily  in  his  own  room  in  aocordsnoe  with  tlu 
following  Bota  to  dispose  of  all  Qubstions  of  FaAoncE,  Expahi 
Applications  and  Gbhebal  Bubtoess. 


Monday        .         •         , 

r        •        •        Master  Wiuubfobcb. 

Tuesday 

Master  Lobd  DumoTn. 

Wednesday   . 

•        Master  Maodoxxll. 

Thursday      . 

Master  Ohitit. 

Friday  . 

Master  Dat. 

Saturday       . 

Master  Abohibau). 

HIGH    COURT    OF   JUSTICE. 

PROBATE,  DIVOROB,  AND  ADMIRALTY  DIVISION. 


ADMIBALT  T.-^MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 
ACTIONS  FOB   TBIAL. 


Ship  ''Adibondack" 

„  «Ahmadi" 

^  **  Albion  " 

„  "Alp" 

5      M  "AlyabesGabbal" 

„  "Airr" 

„  «  Abdoow^  " 

„  "Abraoan" 

•"     „  "Ablak" 

10       „  •*Asbunta" 

„  "Asstbia'* 

„  "Athkhb" 

I  »  "Athisia" 

„  **  Baboh  Selbobnb  ** 

15,     „  "Barry" 

„  "Bblfabt" 

„  **  BSLOENLAin)  " 

„  '*  Bellsna  " 

„  "Bbhmohr" 

20       „  "Bertha" 

„  **  Birkhall  " 

^  **  Bjorgwin  " 

'„  "Blanche  Rock" 

„  "Boldon" 

25       „  "BovERic" 

„  "  Brantwood  " 

„  "  British  Trader  " 

•  „  "Burham" 

„  "  Camilla  " 

30i      „  •*  Campania  " 

„  "  Capenor  " 

„  "Carly" 

*•„  **  Carthaginian  " 

„  "Cludon" 

35      „  "Constance" 

„  "  Cordilleras  " 

„  *'  Craig  EARN  " 


Ship  "  Dolly  Yardbn  " 

„  "Doris" 

40       »  "  Duo  d'Axalb  and  Challbngb  " 

„  "  DUNSTBR  " 

„  "Emily" 

„  "England" 

„  "  Falkb  " 

45       „  "  Oakeoook  " 

„  "Gbbmania" 

„  "GlOTANNlS." 

n  "HaaBBT" 

„  "Habil" 

50       „  "Hamburg" 

„  "Hbdwig" 

„  "Hbndon" 

„  "Horton" 

„  "  Hounslow  " 

55       „  "HuNToupp" 

„  "  John  MoIntyre  " 

„  "  JOKAI  " 

„  "  Kingbwood  " 

„  "  Kirklee  " 

60       „  "iKittiwake" 

„  "KoNiNO  Willem  I." 

„  "  Kronprinz  " 

„  «  Lbalta  " 

„  "  Loch  Ryan  " 

65       „  "  Manzanares  " 

„  "Margaret" 

„  "  Marienpelb  " 

„  "  Mercator  " 

„  "  Median  A  " 

70  „  *'3IlKADO" 

„  "MlBSIR" 

„  "  Mountby  " 

.,  "  MUREX  " 

„  "  Naranja  " 


75    Ship  "Natalb  Lafo" 

^  "  Nordbosn  " 

„  "  Nordhaybt  ** 

„  "Oakwell" 

„  "Olivbn" 

80       „  "Ophbua" 

„  "Oporto" 

„  "Pehrbrake" 

„  "Pbrbll" 

„  "Pbtbel" 

85  „  «*rBINOE88MAY" 

„  "  rBiNCESs  SopaiA  " 

„  "Queen  Oloa" 

„  "Queen  Wilhelmina 

„  "Raicbbes" 

90       „  •*  St.  Mibben  " 

„  "Sootu" 

„  "Skulda" 

„  "Slibve  Bow" 

„  "  Southgbovb  " 

95       „  "St.  Aubyn" 

„  "Tergestb" 

„  "  Thomas  Melyillb  " 

„  "Topaz" 

„  "Tobbbyan" 

100     „  "Trebia" 

„  "Twhbll" 

„  "Vedra" 

„  "  Vera  " 

„  "ViLLE  DE  St. 

105     „  "  Voorburq  " 

„  "  Wahcato  " 

„  "Webtfield" 

„  "WoRTHiNO  Belle" 

„  "Wraoby" 

110     „  "Yeoman" 


APPEALS 

Ship  "Richmond" 
SUMMART.— Actions  for  Trial    .     •     • 


TO   THE   DIVISIONAL  OOUBT. 

Ship  "  Stattbb  V.  Thomason** 

110 ;   Appeals  to  Diyisional  Court      •     .     •    2~Total    .     .     .     112. 

ilEMORANDUM.— No  completo  List  of  Actions  to  be  tried  in  this  Division  daring  Michaelmas  Sittinn  can  be  given  in  advance,  as  the  nomber 
and  order  in  which  thev  will  be  tried  are  necessarily  dependent  upon  the  presence  in  this  Ooontiy  of  Seafaring  Witneisee  vboM 
movements  are  nnavoidablj  onoertaiiL    The  List  will  therefore  be  subject  to  alterations  and  additions,  f      r-^r^r-^ir> 
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HIGH    COURT    OF    JUSTICE. 
PKOBATE,    DIVOKCE,    AND    ADMIRALTY    DIVISION. 


PROBATE  ACTIONS  and  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES  to  he  Heard  and  Tried  at  MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 

Abbbsyiations. — ^P.  Probate— D.  Dissolution  of  Marriage — ^J.S.  Judicial  Separation — ^N.  Nullity— I.  Issue— 
B.C.B.  Bestitution  of  Conjugal  Bights— A.  Act  on  Petition. 

When  preceded  by  "  H."  suit  brought  by  Husband,  and  "  W."  suit  brought  by  Wife, 


A  Lift  of  Causa  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  Ht  down  for  Trial  will  he  posted  at  the  Begistry,  Somerset  House,  and  Supplemental 

Lists  will  he  printed  from  time  to  time. 

Parties  must  he  'prepared  to  try  their  Causes  ten  days  after  the  same  have  heen  set  down  for  Trial, 


i 


SOLICITORS. 


KAIIB  OF  CAUSE. 


FUlntlfTB. 


Defendant's. 


Oo-Re^pomkDft. 


1    W.D. 


I 

H.T). 

2 

ELD. 

3 

W.D. 

4 

W.D. 

5 

H.D. 

6 

H.D. 

7 

HJ). 

« 

H.D. 

9  W.J.8. 

10 

fW.B.\ 
O.B.J 

11 

W.D. 

12 

W.D. 

13 

HJ). 

14 

W.D. 

15 

HD. 

16 

W.D. 

17 

HD. 

18 

W.D. 

19 

HD. 

20 

W.D. 

21 

HD. 

22 

HD. 

23 

HD. 

24 

HD. 

25 

H.D. 

26 

HD. 

27 

H.D. 

28 

HD. 

29 

HD. 

30 

W.D. 

31 

H.D. 

32 

W.D. 

33 

H.D. 

34 

WJ>. 

35 

W.D. 

36 

HD. 

37 

W.D. 

38 

W.D. 

PABT-HEABD  CAUSES. 

Notice  to  he  given  at  Court  when  Parties  are  ready  to 
proceed  with  the  further  Hearing  of  these  Causes. 

Lo  Ben,  F.  K.  v.  Lo  Ben,  P 


BEFOBE  THE  COUBT  ITSELF-^ 
UNDEFENDED  DIYOBCE. 

Doka  «.  Doka  &  Taylor         •        . 
Smart  v.  Smart  &  Collyer 
Page,  C.  M.  v.  Page,  E.  C.     « 
Carl,  B.  V.  Curl,  0.         .         . 
Screen  v.  Screen  &  Hawkins  .         • 
Nareso  v.  Narese  &  Jones       •         • 
Walsh  V,  Walsh  &  Fewson     . 
D'Arcy  Evans  v.  D*Aroy  Evans  &  Abbott 
Smith,  M.  E.  v.  Smith,  J.  B.  . 

Doyne  W.  A.  v,  Doyne,  M.  B.         • 

Bowland,  A.  J.  v.  Bowland,  C.  W.  H. 

Sammersgill,  J.  v.  Summersgill,  A.  E. 

LAwrence  v.  Lawrence  &  Wharmby 

Fisher,  E.  S.  v.  Fisher,  A.  E. 

Cairns  v.  Cairns  &  Weightman 

Mesaervy,  A.  J.  v.  Messervy,  W.  E. 

Didden  r.  Diddon  &  Webley  , 

Maule,  A.  E.  F.  r.  Maule,  H.  J.      . 

Wooddeson,  W.  R.  v.  Wooddeson,  M.  J. 

Beece,  A.  E.  v.  Reece,  E. 

Sherrla  v.  Sherrin  &  Robertson 

Calcott  V.  C'alcott  &  Wilkins   .     .   . 

Scales  V.  Scales  &  Ellingliam  .         • 

Goodwin  r.  Groodwin  &  Wright 

Smith  V.  Smith  &  Peacock 

McDougall  V,  McDougall  &  Alston 

Adams  v.  Adams  &  Ford 

0*Flaherty  v.  OTlaherty  &  Freeman 

Reed  v.  Reed  &  Owen    . 

Reed,  L.  C.  v.  Reed  E.  S. 

Bell  V.  Bell  &  Davis       . 

Fleetwood,  G.  F.  L.  T.  G.  v.  Fleetwood,  F.  P. 

Watkins  v.  Watkins  &  Morgan 

Ho  Veil,  C.  J.  V.  Ho  Veil,  T.  J. 

Parsons,  Hannah  v.  Parsons,  Henry 

Lewis  17.  Lewis  &  George 

Woods,  E.  M.  V.  Woods,  C.  G. 

Dawson,  E.  B.  A  v.  Dawson,  T.  C. 


Dyson  &  Co. 


OoUyer-Bristow  &  Co. 
J.  P.  Ayres. 
Jackson  &  Co. 
Moreton  &  Co. 
J.  Mitchell. 
Maples,  Teesdale  &  Co. 
McDiarmid  &  Hill. 
Freeman  &  Son  •     . 
J.  E.  Lickfold. 

Lewis  &  Lewis. 

Burton  &  Co.       .     . 
Chester  &  Co.      .     . 
Hardisty  &  Co. 
Osbom  &  Osbom. 
Bowcliffes  &  Co. 
Hrtys  &  Co. 
C.  T.  C.  Lswis. 
R.  J.  Twyford. 
H  Coulson. 
Hare  &  Co. 
Saw  &  Sons. 
F.  F.  Palmer. 
W.  Sharp. 
M.  A.  Orgill. 
Curtis  &  Blott. 
Chester  &  Co. 
H.  Dobcll. 
C.  O.  Newman. 
In  Person. 
Chave  &  Chave. 
Satchell  &  Chapplo. 
Cohen  &  Cohen. 
Hamlin  &  Co. 
Windsor  &  Co. 
Stevens  &  Co. 
T.  E.  Crocker      .     . 
Osborn  &  Osbom 
Biggs  &  Co. 


Waddilove  &  Johnson. 


A.  J.  Hariuan. 
Woodcock  &  Co. 


L.  W»  Gregory 
Godfrey  &  Webb. 


I  L.  W.  Gregory. 
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H*. 


39  H.D. 

40  W.D. 

41  WJA. 

42  H.D. 
48     H.D. 

44  H.D. 

45  W.D. 

46  H.D. 

47  W.D. 
HJ>. 
H.D. 
HJ). 
W.D. 
WJ). 

58     W.D. 

54  WJ). 

55  W.D. 


48 
49 
50 
51 
52 


56  H.D. 

57  WJ). 

58  W  JA 

59  H.D. 

60  WJ). 

61  H.D. 

62  W.D. 
68  HJ). 

64  H.D. 

65  HJ). 

66  H.D. 

67  W.D. 

68  H.D. 
68  WJ). 

70  H.D. 

71  H.D. 

72  W.D. 

74  H.D. 

75  H.D. 

76  H.D 

^7  /W.B.\ 

'7  |o.B/: 

78  H.D. 

79  WJ). 

80  H.D. 

81  W.D. 

82  H.D. 

83  H.D. 

84  ELD. 


85  W.D. 

86  W.D. 

87  H.D. 

88  W.D. 

89  H.D. 

90  W.D. 

91  H.D. 


92 

H.D. 

93 

H.D. 

94 

W.D. 

95 

W.D. 

96 

H.D. 

97 

W.D. 

98 

H.D. 

99 

H.D. 

100 

H.D. 

101 

H.D. 

HAMS  OF  CAUSE. 


Pass  V.  Pass  ft  CoriiB     . 
Powell,  B.  V.  Powell,  W.  D.    . 
Turnidge.  H.  v,  Tnrnidge,  J.  H. 
Miller  v.  Miller  ft  Senior 
Head  v.  Head  ft  Nichol 
Boberts  v.  Boberts  ft  Drew     . 
Goodman,  M.  B.  «.  Ooodman,  A.  J, 
Sayer  «.  Sajer  ft  Stroud 
Bramaby,  M.  A.  v.  Brainsby,  J.  W. 
Kain  v.  Rain  ft  Pol^eyn 
MitcheU  v.  Mitoholl  ft  Strickland 
Snook  V.  Snook  ft  Bacon 
Jonei,  0.  £.  v.  Jones,  A.  E.    . 
Holmes,  £.  A.  v.  Holmes,  G. 
Ckumish,  £.  A.  v.  Cornish,  G.  H. 
Batters,  M.  v.  Batters,  N. 
Owin,  E.  V.  Owen,  T.    . 

James  v.  James  ft  Miles 
Pollard,  K.  v.  Pollard,  T. 
Smith,  E.  A.  V.  Smith,  B.  W. 
Plambridge,  0.  H.  v,  Plambridge,  < 
Lawson,  M.  E.  E.  v.  Lawson,  G.  P. 
Lampori  v.  Lamport  ft  Eppes 
Self,  A.  M.  V.  Self,  J.     . 
Whettem  «.  Whettem  ft  Whettem 
Bates  V,  Bates  ft  Tnmer 
Beynolds  v,  Beynolds  ft  Guiding 
ULedkj  V.  Medley  ft  Heard    • 
HaoGeorge,  H.  M.  «.  MacGeorge,  W.  H. 
Wailee  v.  Wailes  ft  Jessop     . 
Slater,  F.  M.  v.  Slater  J. 
Bartholomew  v.  Bartholomew  ft  Cunon 
Harraden  v.  Harraden  ft  Bohan 
Beaty,  M.  V.  Beaty,  J.   . 

Leyenston,  F.  A.  v,  Le?enston,  Bf. 

Manser  v.  Manser  ft  Langridge 
Cox  «.  Cox  ft  Ashton     • 
Steel  V.  Steel  ft  Baad    . 

Tilkin,  A.  G.  v.  Tilkin,  F.      . ' 

Martin  v.  Martin  ft  Smith 
Wait,  M.  A.  V.  Wait,  J.  J.      . 
Coombs  V.  Coombs  ft  Hopkins 
Roberts,  L.  v.  Boberts,  W.  J.  P. 
Cookborn  v.  Cookbnm  ft  Saater 
Madge  v.  Madge  ft  Stennett  . 
Cbarrington  v.  Charrington  ft  Bnllongh 


Dadley,  B.  M.  v.  Dudley,  F.  . 
Burgess,  K.  v.  Burgess,  G.  P.  B. 
Bartlett  v,  Bartlett  ft  Baldwin 
Korman,  M.  E.  v.  Norman,  C. 
Spiller  V.  Spiller  ft  Simpson  . 
Montague,  E.  v.  Montague,  G.  W. 
Patei-son  v.  Paterson  ft  Johnson 


Whiteley  «.  Whiteley,  Moss  ft  Murray 
HoUaud  V.  Holland  ft  Soper  • 
Edmonds,  £.  v,  Edmonds,  S.  . 
Thomss,  £.  v,  Thomas,  D. 
Boper  V.  Bop&r  ft  Ring  . 
Hawkins,  D.  A.  v.  Hawkins,  J.  H. . 
Williamson  v.  Williamson,  Henty  ft  Beynolds 
Hack  17.  Hack  ft  Beard  . 
Smetham,  J.  M.  R.  v.  Smetham,  B. 
Croydon  v.  Croydon  ft  Hurst  • 


soucnoBfl. 


I 


^  Rowdiffes  ft  Co. 
I  Munton  ft  Morris. 
I  O.  B.  Thomas     .     . 
i  Jt.  F.  ft  C.  L.  Smith. 

Pike  ft  Panott 

(My  ft  Co. 
!  S.  J.  B.  Stummers. 

Osbom  ft  Osbom. 
I  Campion  ft  Ca 
!  Bumie  ft  Co. 

Hickson  ft  Moir. 

In  Person. 
>  William*  ft  Aldridge. 
.  Iliffe  ft  Co. 

RickettiftSon    .     . 
•  Turner  ft  Co. 
'  Steadman     ft     Van 
I      Praagh. 
;  ValpyftCo. 

Oabiim  ft  Osljom.     . 

J.  W.  Mcakes. 
'  AirdftCo. 

MoDiarmid  ft  Hill. 

r.  W.  Hall. 

Harding  ft  Lcggett  . 

Rowdiffes  ft  Co. 
,  Kingbford  ft  Co, 

F.  F.  Palmer. 
I  Young,  Son  ft  Ward. 

Lewis  ft  Lewis. 

Osbom  ft  Osbom. 
;  Ledgard  ft  Co. 
i  Cunliffes  ft  Davenport, 

Paddison&Co.'  .     .' 

Indermauf  ft  Bfown.  * 
I  »        i        % 

;  Hargrove /k  Co.,  .     ., 

i  Nash,  Field  ft  Co. 
.  Coode  ft  Cb.       ' 
H.  A.  Sims. 

I  C.  EussellftCa 

'  J.  Lftidmitfi. 

L.  Margetts  ft  Co. 
;  G.  a  Crawshay.' 
'  King8ford*ft  Co. 

Baillie  ft  Co.  .  '  .     . 

J.  D.  Langtoii.  * 

Lewis  ft  Lewis  *  •     . 

Grundy  ft  Co. 
;  Gibson,  Usher  ft  Co. 

Harding  ft  Leggett  . 

Steadman  ft  Co. 
;  Sharpe,  Parker  ft  Co. 
I  C.  C.  Sharman. 
I  Fielder,  Le  Biche  ft 
}      Co. 

Barton  ft  Pearman. 

la  Person. 

Holder  ft  Oi.  .     .     . 

Heidi  r  ft  Co. 

In  Person. 

C.  J.'Brayshaw. 

Keen,  Rogers  ft  Co. 

Shaen,  Rosooe  ft  Co. 

W.  iHubbs      .     .     . 

Steodman  ft  Co. 


C.  T.  C.  Lewis. 


In  Per&on. 


Gribble  ft  Co. 


Wfndibauk  ft  Co.     .1  Windybsnk  ft  Co. 


Slark  ft  Co. 


J.  T.  Da  vies. 

Pritchard,  Englefield 
ft  Co. 


Pcacod£  ft  Goddard. 


Wren  (more  ft  Sen. 


Norris  ft  Co. 
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Sfc 


1  WJA 

2WJJB. 

3WJA 

4 

W.D. 

0 

H.D. 

fi 

W.D. 

7 

W.D. 

8  W.J.S. 

9 

P. 

10 

W.D. 

U 

H.D. 

12 

H.D. 

13  W.J.8. 

14 

W.D. 

15 

H.D. 

16 

H.D. 

17 

H.D. 

18 

HD. 

19 

IS} 

» 

kD. 

M  WJ.8.  1 

22 

p. 

28 

HJ). 

24 

H.n. 

25 

H.D. 

26 

W.D. 

27 

aD. 

28 

H.D. 

29 

W.D. 

30 

P. 

81 

H.D. 

32 

WD. 

KAU  OF  CAUfflL 


Ellis,  G.  L.  r.  Ellia,  H.  P.  . 
Greliche  v.  Grolicho  orae.  Massotier 
Gray  v.  Gray  &  Paine  . 
Simpson  v.  Simpson  &  Wiiimill 
Bennett  v.  Bennett  &  Fortnnm  orse. 
MaUiek  v.  Mattiok  &  Matlick 

Hlclnnan,  H.  c.  Hickmai,  A.  A.  L. 

Smith  V.  Smith  k  Hammond  . 
Fox,  M.  A.  V.  Fox,  P.    . 

(Hoar,  dee 
Hoar  V.  Hoar  orse.  Giib!o 
Ben  tie  J  v.  Bentley  &  Spiickman 
Broham  v.  Brabam  ft  Turner 
Day  9.  Day  &  Love!  I 
Hamilton,  O.  M.  A.  r.  Hamilton,  C, 


P. 


W    H.D. 
85    H.D, 

36  WJ.8. 


HJ>. 
HJ). 

HD. 

P. 
H.D. 

P. 

P. 
H.D. 


BEFORE  THE  COURT  ITSELF— PROBATE 
AND  DEFENDED  DIYOROE. 

Barton,  O.  L.  v.  Burton,  A.  L. 

Jacobs,  F.  v.- Jacobs,  H.  L.      . 

Schlesinger,  A.  v.  Schlesinger,  H. 

Roebnok,  E.  v.  Roebuck,  J.  B. 

HaU  V.  HaU  &  Grant     . 

Stone,  M.  S.  r.  Stone,  A. 

Tnnnicliffe  ».  Tnnnicliffe  (Mullinar  cited) 

ToUemaclie  r.  Tolltmache,  M.  G.    . 

{John,  dec 
Smith  k  anr.  r.  Merriman  k  ors. 
Wade,  S.  J.  v.  Wade,  E. 
White  V.  White  k  Elston 
White  r.  White  &  Spooner 


Fortman 


E.  A.  W. 


Howard  v.  Howard  &  Drew  (King's  Proctor  shewing 

cause) 
Norman  v.  Norman  k  Fitzgerald '    . 
Satnsbnxy,  S.  v.  Sainabury,  J.  (King's  Proctor  shew- 
ins:  caase) 

SilUdeo. 
nssell  k  anr.  v.  Gonlden 

Kirby  V.  Kirby  ft  Richardson  .         .         .         . 

Prideanx,  E.  M.  v.  Prideanx,  H.  S. 

rOlarke,  dea  ) 

\Cliirke  V.  Denning  ft  ors ' 


80IJGIIOBS. 


Jaques  ft  C!o. .     . 

Headley  ft  Roberts 
W.  G,  Kent    .     . 


James,  J.  M.  v,  James,  S.  A.  . 
Jonee  v,  Sime^  ft  Morposs 

Gillespie,  C.  L.  v.  Gillespie,  W.  H. 


COMMON  JURIES. 

Roberts  v.  Roberts,  Foulkcs  ft  Jones 

Spink  V.  Spink,  Benson  ft  Darwent 

Wade  V.  Wade  ft  Mitchell 

{Johnson,  dec 
Johnson  v.  Johnson 
Robinson  v.  Robinson  ft  Ck>ombes    . 
Bailey,  dec. 
BaUey  v.  At  water 
Hornblower,  dec. 
Lesslie  v.  Homblower. 


Page  ft  Scozer     •  . 

U.  I.  Sydney  .     .  . 

.Voon  ft  Clarke    .  . 

O.  W.  Langford  .  . 

(Mbson  ft  Weldon  . 
R-ibbins,  Billing  ft  Co. 
Sims  ft  Syms 

C.  Russell  ft  Co.  .     . 

F.  B.  Blyth    .     .     . 

Sanders  ft  Harding  . 
Terrell  ft  Co. 
Greenwood  &  Green- 
wood. 
C.  Rogers  .  .  . 
Tathim  &  Co.  .  . 
F.  Smoothy  .  .  . 
Metcalfe  ft  Co.  .  . 
E.C.Ellis  .  .  . 
H.  A.  Lawiance  .     . 


A.W.Mills    .     . 
Lewis  ft  Lewis    . 

F.  Fitz  Payne     , 
Powell  &  Rogers 
Lewis  &  Lewis    . 

J.  A.  Loand. 

G.  Whale       .     . 
H.  Jdc^b. 


Long  ft  Gardner 
Jenniogii,Son  ft  Allen 
Beardall  &  Co.    .     . 


IviMg,  Wigg  ft  Cc 


Peacock  ft  Goddard  . 
J.  Milchell     .     .     . 

Phillips  ft  Co.      .     , 


Huntley  ft  Son    . 

Smith  ft  Hudson 

Palmer  ft  Robinson 

Waterhouse  ft  Co. 
A.  Newton  ft  Co. 

Trasd  ft  Eneyer  . 

IlnlbertftOo.      . 


Taylor  v,  Taylor  ft  Barnes i  F.  O.  Hopson 


Walker,  Son  ft  Field. 
In  Person. 
Osborne  ft  Osborne. 
J.  H.  Foord. 
Prior  ft  Co. 
Ford  ft  Ford. 
Rowdiffes  ft  C*o. .     . 

Dawes  ft  Sons. 
/H  Ponter. 
\R.  H.  Blyth. 

Coibin  ft  Ck>. 

W.  Bntohcr. 

E.  V.  Young  ft  Co.    . 

In  Person. 
Woosnam  ft  Smith. 
Keen,  Rogers  ft  Co. . 
Kingaford  ft  Cc 
Lee,  Oekerby  ft  Co. 
Keen,  Rogers  ft  Co. 

Firth  ft  Co. 

W.  P.  Dayies.     .     . 
Spencer,  Chapman  Co. 

S.  J.  W.  Smith. 
W.  H.  Armstrong 
Hamlin  ft  Co.      .     . 
Crossman  ft  Go.  .     . 
Campbell,  Reeves  & 
Co. 


Lee  ft  Pemberton 


Rodgers  ft  Gilbert. 
Linnett  ft  Co.      .     . 
A.  Myers. 
Greare   ft  Pease  for 

Denning. 
Prioe  ft  McKenzie  for 
M.  A.  Hawker. 
.Hibell  In  Person. 
Hnlberte  ft  Co. 
Thomicrofl  ft  Willis 

W.  C.  O.  Green.  - 


T.  D.  Jonof    .     . 

In  Person .     .     . 

Woodft  Woottoa. 

Greyille  ft  Co. 
Malkin  ft  Co.      . 


Sims     ft     Syms    for 
party  cited. 


In  Perso:i. 


Keen,  Rogers  ft  Co. 


W.  P.  Dayies. 


C.  ft  E.  Woodruffo. 
H.  H.  Austwick. 
F.  W.  Webb. 


Cnnliffes  ft  Co. 


Edwards  ft  Goli  n. 


Maad«»  TunnicUffe  ft 
Cc 


A.  F.  Oddy. 

Cowl  ft  Co. 

A.  M.  G.  Williams 
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{Benson  In  Person. 
McDiarmidftUill/br 
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Wood  ft  Wootlon. 


Malkin  ft  Co. 
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28  H.D. 

29  W.D. 


5     H.D. 


BTo. 

9 

H.D. 

10 

P. 

11 

H.D. 

12 

P, 

18 

H.D. 

14 

P. 

15 

W.D. 

16 

HJ). 

17 

P. 

18 

H.D. 

19 

H.D. 

20 

H.D. 

21 

H.D. 

22 

H.D. 

28 

H.D. 

24 

H.D. 

25 

H.D. 

26 

H.D. 

27 

P. 

NAMB  OF  GAUBX. 


PbOntUPs. 


Bestow  v.  Baatow  &  Buck OHbaldoston  &  Co. 

{Niohokon,  dec. 

Morgan  v.  Nicholson Grcenop  &  Son 

Curtis  ».  Cortia  A  Ffennell Pyke&Parmit    . 

f  Hughes,  dec. 

(Salisbury  v.  Pierce A.  Stokes       .     . 

Howarfch  r.  Howartb,  Ormc  &  Hir.-t  .  Chester  A  C  ».      . 


fSponrs,  dec 

(Spoura  V.  Spours  orse.  Hugbff  &  aur. 

Ryder,  H.  L.  v.  Ryder,  H.  F.  J. 

Harper  v.  Harper  &  Harris 
I  Kershaw,  dec. 
XKershaw  &  anr.  v,  Kershaw   . 

Lambert  v.  Lambert  &  Wardle 

Worsley  v.  Worsley  &  Wofsley 

Barrett  v.  Barrett  &  Austin    . 

Brown  v.  Brown  &  Brown 

Peters  v.  Petera  &  Norman 

Steele  v.  Steele  &  Padget 

Peace  v.  Peace  &  Wilson 

Kirmse  v.  Kirmse  A  Ward 

Davies  v,  Dayics  &  Edwards  . 
I  Woodward,  dec. 
\How  V.  Cooper 

Craymer  v.  Craymer  &  Williams 

Brown,  A.  v.  Brown,  C.  R.     . 


Williams  ft  Ne?i]le 
W.  J.  Soales  .     . 
Goodale  &  Hobson 

G.  W.  Byrne  .     . 
Ward,  Bowie  A^  Co. 
Hare  &  Co.     .     . 
Harding  &  Leggett 
Hamlin  &  Co.     . 
C.  V.  Young  &  Co. 
Woosnam  &  Smtth. 
Virtue  &  Co. 
R.  W.  Robinson  . 
Woosnam  Sc  Smith 


Belfrage  ft  Co. 
T.D.Jones  . 
Helder  ft  Co. 


SPECIE  JURIES. 

Hartopp  v.  Hartopp  ft  Cowley        .        .  .  i  Lewis  ft  Lewis 

Riohaiclson,  F.  v,  Bttohatdson,  H.  (Richardson,  J.  cited)  Lewis  ft  Lew  s 

Harland  v.  Harland '  T.  D.  Dutton . 

Harland  v.  Harland  ft  Acheson  .1  Soott  ft  Co.     . 

Coostable  «.  Constable '  Clayton  ft  Co. 

Constable  v.  Constable  ft  Turner  .1  Ray  ft  Co. 

Tapper  v.  Tapper,  Delay  ft  Stimpson  tho  youoger    .  ;  Calkin  ft  Co.  . 


rChrisfield,  daa.  , 

\GreenBted  v.  Charlton  ft  ors i  Satchel!  ft  Chappie  • 


[Oct.  25,  1902. 


SOUQIIOBfl. 


Defendwiff. 


Edwards,  Heron  ft  Co. 
Biggs  ft  Co.  .     .     . 

Gusootte  ft  Co. 

Pritohard,  Englefield 
ft  Co 


Biggs  ft  Co. 


Prilchard,  Engleiid 

ft  Co. 
Hirst,  Busk  &  Ga)i 
Orme. 


Milner  ft  Biokford.      ' 
Wells  ft  Sona 
Shaipe,  Pktf  ker  ft  Co. 

Busk  ft  Co. 
Blair  ft  Girling  . 
G.  H.  Daniell      . 
Baker  ft  Freeman 


Le  Brasseur  ft  Oakley. 
Stewart  ft  Ainger     . 


Blair  ft  Giriisg. 
Hewitt  ft  Orqnlwi 
Walls  ft  Stalhid. 
Smith,  Fawdon  ft  Ln 


Ward  ft  Go. 
T.  D.  Jones. 


Stewart  k  Ainger. 


WcntnerftSon  , 
In  Person. 
Soott  ft  Co. 
T.  D.  Dntton. 
Ray  ft  Co. 
Clayton  ft  Co.     . 

C.  W.  L.  Brewer  . 


A.  Wintle. 


CoIlyer-BriitowftOi 


Clayton  ft  Co. 
[Grabb   ft  TioB^ 
I    /or  Delay. 
iGodfrey  ft  Webb) 

I     StimpBon. 


SUMMABT  OF  PROBATE  ACTIONS  AND  HATRDfONIAL  QAUSEa 


Caoses  before  Cooit  itwlf— Undefended 
Caoses  before  Ooort  itself— Defended 
Common  Juries        .... 
Special  Juries 


Total  ActioDs  and  Cansea 


101 

3G 

29 

G 

ITS 
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FBOBAIB  ACTIONS  and  MATRIMONIAL  OAUSES  standing  oyer  by  Cbnsent  or  otherwise,  or  stayed  by  order:  To  be 
replaced  in  the  List  of  Oanses  for  hearing  on  the  Petitioner  giving  Ten  days'  Notice  in  writing  to  the  other  parties  for 
whom  an  appearance  has  been  entered,  and  filing  a  Copy  of  such  Notice  in  the  Registry. 


■•i 


1  WJA. 

2  HJ). 

3  H.D. 


4  WJA 

MSI:} 

6  W J). 

7  BLD. 

8  BLD. 

9  W  J). 
10    H.N. 

11  w.j.a 

12  W  J.S. 
18WJA 
H    WD. 

15  HJ). 

16  H.D. 

17  WJA. 

18  WJJB. 

19  WJA. 

«{^) 

21  W.D. 
22W.JJ5. 


23  W.D. 

24  ELD. 

25  H.D. 

26  WJ>. 

27  WD. 

28  WJJ3. 
29WJA 

80  W  J>. 

81  W.D. 

82  ELD. 
88  WJA 

34  ELN. 

35  H,D. 

36  HJ). 

87  HJ). 

88  HJ). 
88  H.D. 
40  H.D. 

«{oS 

42  WJ). 

43  wj.a 

44  H.D. 

45  H.D. 

46  H.D. 


NJJOS  OF  CAUSB. 


MICHAELMAS,  1899. 
Oxeen,  A  E.  v,  Gieen,  K  W.    469. 

Yittid  V.  Visard  &  Griffiths.    19078 

Barclay  «.  Barclay  ft  Ghetwynd 


(def.) 
(O.J.) 
(S.J.) 


MIGHABLKAS,  1900. 


Orayei,  IL  A  v.  Graves,  H.  .  .  (def.) 

Getty,  W.  V.  Getty,  a  B.       .  .  (def.) 

Gxeayee.  E.  M.  K.  G.  v.  Greayes,  G.  J.  (def.)  stayed 
Clarke  V.  Clarke  &  Page        .        .     (del)  stay  sec 


Hngbes  v.  Hughes,  Taabfliohen  and  Bayer 


Phillips,  L.  M.  V.  Phillips,  A.  E.    . 
Birch  V.  Birch  orse.  Howarth  .  (in  camera) 


Hawkins,  A.  E.  v.  HawkiDS,  J.  S.  R. 
Spnrr,  M.  W.  v,  Bpwrr,  M.  B. . 
White,  M.  F.  «.  White,  P.  J. . 
Theobald,  E.  E.  «.  Theobald,  A.  G. 
lines  V.  Lines  ft  Thoip. 
Storgess  v.  Stomss  ft  Lapihome 


Lloyd-Boberts,  F.  G.  M. 


(dif.) 

stay  see. 

(undef.) 

(def.) 

fitayseo. 

•      (nndef.) 

(imdef) 

(O.J.) 

.  (def.) 

(def.)  stay  sec. 

(def.)  stay  sec. 


V.  Lloyd-Boberts,  G.  H. 

(def.) 

McAvoy,  V.  «.  MoA?oy,  F.  W.  .     .        .  (def.) 

Dickinson,  M.  «.  Dickinson,  J.  F.   .       (C.  J.)  stayed 

Grant,  H.  M.  «.  Grant,  J (def.) 

Warwick,  J.  F.  «.  Warwick,  G.  J.  .  .(def.) 

Bennett,  B.  M.  v.  Bennett,  J.  M.    .  .  (def.) 


MICHAELMAS,  1901. 

Kranse,  M.  J.  F.  E.  v.  Kranse,  J.  G.  W.  (def.)  stayed 
Tittley  V.  Tittley  ft  Walsh     .        .     (def.)  stay  sec. 

Goodwin  v,  Goodwin  ft  Bentlcy      •        •        .(CJ.) 

West,  A  E.  9.  West,  E.  J.  W          .  .      (undef.) 

Wright  V.  Wright,  Moatrie  4  D.irk  .  cited  (def.) 

Hnlme,  E.  E.  M.  v.  Hnlme,  A.  E.   .  .      (undef) 

MHitin,  J.  H.  V.  Martin,  A.  J.  •          (def.) 

Orton,  F,  r.  Orton,  W.  E.       .  .          (S.J.) 

Barry,  K.  y.  M.  V.  Barry,  J.  H.      .  .          (def.) 

Evans  v,  Evans  ft  Dorline              .  (G.J.)  stay  sec. 

Marsland,  A.  v.  Marslanc^  F 

Yuks  «.  Tnles  orse.  Solomon  .        .  (def.)  stay  sec 

Woles  V.  Wales  ft  Fenton       .        .  (def.)  stay  sec. 

Phillips  V.  Phillips  ft  Campbell      .  (def.)  stay  sec. 


Dfirrsohmidt  v.  Diirrschmidt  ft 
McGUl  V.  McGill  ft  Lees  . 
Goodwin  v.  Goodwin,  AVhite  ft 
Hnlin  «.  Hulin  ft  Evans 

Archer,  A  E.  v.  Archer,  A.  J. 

Dering,  E.  A  v.  Dering,  D.  N. 


Betts,  a  «.  Betts,  F 
Bennett «.  Bennett  ft  Broa'ly 
Adams  v.  Adams  ft  Mills 
Smith  V,  Smith  ft  Lane. 


Fischer  (G.  J.)  stay  sec 

.     (C.J.)  stay  sec 

Smith  (S. J.)  stay  sec 

(nndef.) 

(def.) 

.      (nndef.) 

(def.) 

(def.)  stay  sec 

(C  J.)  stay  sec 

(C  J.)  stay  sec 


soLicrroBS. 


FMUioDer'fl. 


Jennings,      Son      ft 

Allen. 
Biddell  ft  Co.      .     . 

Gedge,  Kirby  ft  MO- 
lett. 


H.  A  Sims     •     •     • 

Bosk,  Mellor  ft  Cc  . 

W.  L.  Walker  .  . 
Windsor  ft  Co.  •  • 
C.  V.  Yonng  ft  (3o.   . 

Andrews  ft  Andrews. 
E.  Fits-Gerald    •     • 

Danns,  Baker  ft  Co.. 
In  Person. 

Walker  ft  Bowe  •  . 
Bign,  Boche  ft  Co.  . 
Smiles  ft  Co. .  •  • 
Appsft  Son  •  •  • 
T.  White  ft  Sons.     • 

W.  H.  Armstrong  • 
J.  A  Whitehead.      . 

H.  E.  Moojen.     .     • 

Tomer  ft  Co. .  .  . 
J.  K-Torkingtm.     . 


Goldberg  ft  Co.  .  . 
A.  Syrett  .... 

Osbom  ft  Osbom.     • 

G.  B.  W.  Digby. 
Colyer  ft  Colyer  .     . 
Prior  ft  Co, 
Osbom  ft  Osbom 
Lewis  ft  Lewis    .     . 
Booth  ft  Smec     .     . 
Upton  ft  Britton  .     . 
HewiU  ft  Urquhart] . 
Hamlin  ft  Co..     .     • 
Hanneft  Son.     .     . 
Headley  ft  Bobcrts  . 

Lee,  Ookerby  ft  Co.  . 
W.  L.  Walter  .  . 
Everett  ft  Hodgkinson 
Judge  ft  Priestley. 

F.  A  8.  Stem     .     . 

Bate  ft  Co. 
Woodcock  ft  Cc  .     . 
J.  Mills    .     •     •     • 
Bask  ft  Cc     .     •     . 
Ward,  Bowie  ft  Co. 


G.  W.  Marriott 

Ward,  Bowie  ft  Co, 
I  Long  ft  Gardner. 
Wontner  ft  Sons. 
(G.  W.  Wallis. 


Ford  ft  Ford. 

T.  B.  ft  W.  Nelson. 

In  Person. 

B.  P.  H.  Watts    .     . 

Lewis  ft  Lewis. 

H.  B.  SewelL 

Preston,  Stow  ft  Co. 

Blair  ft  GhrUng. 
Cameron  ft  Cc 
H.  A  Sims    .     •     • 
W.  H.  Curtis. 
Soamesft  Cc 

Wells  ft  Scm. 
Marsden  ft  Son. 

Howard  ft  Shelton. 

Colyer  ft  Colyer. 
F.  A.  S.  Stem. 


Woosnam  ft  Smith. 

Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
iH.  Mear. 
1  Sharpe,  Parkers  ft  Co. 

H.  Bumnoy    .     .     . 

Plunket  ft  Leader. 
Peacock  ft  Goddard. 
Heroourt  ft  Co. 
Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
Bowdiffes  ft  Co. 
A.  Solomon. 
W.  N.  M.  Scutts. 
Chapman    ft    Stone- 
house 
H.H.  Price    .     .     . 
Smiles  ft  Litchfield. 
J.  B.  ft  F.  Purchase  . 

Osbom  ft  Osbom. 


Stanley,  Evans  ft  Co. 
L.  S.  Saunt 
H.  A  Maude       •     • 
Whitelock  ft  Storr. 


H.  Jacobs. 


J.  Motley. 


H.  A.  Shns. 


F.  Cherry /or  Montrie 


H.H.  Price 

L.  Stroud /or  White. 


H.  A.  Maude 
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47  H.D. 

48  H.D. 

49  H.D. 

50  H.D. 

51  H.D. 


N  JJOS  OF  O/LUSB. 


KIGHAELMAS,  1902. 

Baker  v.  Baker  A  Stokes       •  (def.)  stay  sec. 

Estillv.Edtill  ft  Wilkinson   .        .  (def.)  stay  sec 

Hc^kins  v.  Hopkins  A  Jooelyn       .  (G.J.)  stay  sec. 

Jones  V.  Jones,  Samphor  ft  Jones    .  (O.J.)  stay  sec. 

Harris  v.  Harris  A  Edkins      •        .  (0  J.)  stay  sec. 


80LIGIIOB& 


FMItloiMr'e. 


BobinsoQ  ft  Bradley  • 

J.  K  ft  H.  Scott .     . 

Taylor,  Hoare  ft  Go.  • 
Lloyd  Gtoorge  ft  Go. . 

F.  W.  Webb  .     .     . 


Pyke  ft  Parrott. 

/BeU,  Brodrick  ft  Go. 

\Williamson,HiUftGo. 
Baker  ft  Franois .  • 
Hnghes  ft  Hughes    . 

{Stewart  ft  Ainger. 
Paines  ft  Go. 


Baker  ft  Fnack 
Hughes  ft  HnghciL 


CIRCUITS  OF  THE  JUDGES. 


The  foUomng  Judges  wUl  remain  in  Town : — ^WlLLB  J.,  Lawsakoe  J.,  Bbuob  J.,  BiDLXT  J,,  Biohax  J.  and  Dabukg  t 
during  the  whole  of  tJie  Circuits;  the  other  Judges  tiU  their  respective  Commission  DoAfs. 


AUTUMN  ASSIZES, 
1902. 


Commission 
Dajfs, 


Saturday,     Get  25 

Wednesday  .   „  29 

Thursday    •   „  80 
Satoiday,     Not.    1 

Monday      •   „  8 

Tuesday      .    „  4 

Wednesday     „  5 

Saturday    .     „  8 

Monday.     •    „  10 

Tuesday     •   „  11 

Wednesday.   „  12 

Thursday    .    „  18 

Saturday     .    „  15 

Monday.     .    „  17 

Tuesday      .   „  18 

Wednesday.    „  19 

Thursday    .    „  20 

Friday  \     .    „  21 

Saturday     .   „  22 

Monday.      •    „  24 

Thursday    .    „  27 

Friday    .     .    „  28 

Monday,       Dee.  1 

Tuesday.     .    „  2 

Thursday    .    „  4 

Friday   .     .    „  5 

Monday       .    „  8 

Tuesday      .    „  9 

Saturday       .    „  20 


MlDLAHD. 


L.  a  J.  of 

England, 


OxroBD. 


PMUimoreJ. 


S.  Eastebn. 


OrantkamJ, 


Gambridge 
Norwich 


Beading 
Oxford 


Aylesbury 
Bedford 


Northampton 


Leicester 


•  •        • . 


Lincoln 

Derby 

Nottingham 


Warwick 


Worcester 


Gloucester 


Monmouth 


Hereford 
Shrewsbury 
•  •        .  • 
Stafford 


Ipswich 


Ghelmsfoid 


Hertford 


Lewes 


WSSTEBH. 


WHghi  J. 


Salisbury 


Dorchester 


Taunton 


Bodmin 


N.  Eastern. 


Kennedy  J. 
ChaimM  J. 


Exeter 


Newcastle 


Winchester 


..       Bristol 
Maidstone    I     ••        ••       York 


Durham 


Leeds   2 


Birmingham  2 
(Givil  and  CMminal) 

(End) 


OuUdford 
•  •        •• 

(End) 


(End) 


N.fta- 

Wales  AND 
Ghebteb. 


BuekniU  /. 


Gamarron 
Bnthin 


Gbester 


Garmarthen 


Brecon 


Swansea 


NOBTHBBN. 


AUTUMN  ASSaSl 
1902. 


Walton  J. 
Jel/J. 


Commimum 


Garlisle 


Lancaster 


Manchester  2 
(GivUaod 
^Griminal) 


(GiTil  Busi- 
0 


LiTcrpool  2 
(GiYiland 
Griminal) 


(End) 


(End) 


Saturday,  Gel 
Wednesday .  „ 
Thursday  .  « 
Saturday,  Har.^ 
Monday  .-« 
Tuesday  .  , 
Wednesdaj.  „ 
Saturday  .  • 
Monday .  •* « 
Tuesday  .  « 
Wednesday,  n 
Thursday  .  « 
Saturday  .  „ 
Monday .  .  «' 
Tuesday  •  » 
Wednesday.  » 
Thursday  .  »  ^ 
Friday  .  .  »  ^ 
Saturday  .  •  t 
Monday 
Thursday 
Friday  . 
Monday, 
Tuesday 
Thursday 
Friday  . 
Monday 
Tuesday 


■1 

•    w      1 


End 


Satuiday 


i_J 


Digitized  by 


Google" 
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COUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOXJET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 

MICHA  EL  ¥A  S  SITTIWa,  1902. 
ROTA  OP  REGISTRARS  m  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSUING  WEEK. 


XUn. 


Oct  St 

ft  M 

17    »  as 

Nor.  1 


Mr.  BmI 
„    GarrlDgton 
„    Pemberton 
M    Jackson 
•,    R.  Letch 
„    Godfrey 


AmAL 
OounlL 


Mr.  Fanner 
»    King 
„    Fanner 

,.     KlDg 

„    Fanner 
»    King 


MB.JunMB 

Mb.  Junfa 
Brsn. 

MB.Jusn<a 
Fabwxu. 

MB.jDITiaB 
BUQKUr. 

Mb.  Jmm 

JOTCB. 

Mr.  Godfrey 

Mr.JadnoQ 

Mr.  Chmvh 

Mr.Tbeedi 

Mr.OaiilDgtoa 

„    B.LeMh 

^tt    Pnnberton 

„    GremU 

,.    W.  Leach 

..    Beal 

„    Oodfr^ 

,.    Jaokaon 

„    Chinch 

„    Tlieed 

„    Gaixtoglon 

.,    B.  Leach 

„    remberton 

M    GniweU 

„    W.  Leach 

..    Beal 

„    Godfrey 

„    Jackflon 

„    Chnxch 

.•    Theed 

„    CMrrlngton 

,.    B.  Leadi 

„    Famberton 

M    GreaweU 

„    W.  Leach 

,.    Beel 

Um.Jvmaam 
Swum  Bast. 


Mr.  GretwoU 


King 
Fanna 


^*  ntCkriitmas  flMiri<a»w0  < 


f  9mW9imt»ia9,  tkMUtkimg9f  December,  1901,  md ttnUmaU  mt Ttietiaf,  ike €th Oag qf  Jamuar^^  nn,  >eft  Jajt  torfiirfeg. 


HIGH  COUET  OF  JUSTICE 
CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


THAN8FEB  OF  ACTION. 


ORDER  OF  OOURT. 


APPOINTMENT. 


j  M.  B.  MaoBel  Joues,  Esq.,  of  Linooln's  Inn,  has  been  appointed 
Judge  of  Connty  Gonrto,  Oiicnit  No.  18,  in  snooesaion  to  his 
I     Honour  Jndge  Waddy,  K.O.,  resigned. 


Fr%day,the%thdayofAu(fmt,mfl.     |   PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 

I,  Habdotom  Stanlst,  Eabl  of  Halsbubt,  Lord   High  

'  Aoellor  oi  Great  Britain,  Do  hereby  Order  that  the  Action 
ifciondd  in  the  Schedule  hereto  shall  be  transferred  to  the 


able  Mr.  Justice  Btbnb  and  Mr.  Justice  Bucklbt. 

SCHEDULE. 
Mr.  Justice  Jotob  a902— S.— Na  1,797). 
Between  The  Staffordshire  Financial  Company  Limited  and 
Press  Limited  (in  liquidstion). 

I  halsbuby  a 


James  Meymott  Etches  and  Hngh  Booth  Lee  (Etches  A  LeeX 
Solicitors,  Whitchurch,  Salop,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  October  18. 
The  said  business  will  be  carried  on  by  J.  M.  Etches  alone. 

I  John  William  Griffith  and  Charles  Thomas  Allard  (Griffitii  A 
j  Allard),  Solicitors,  Llanrwst,  Denbigh,  by  mutual  consent  as  from 
I  June  80.  The  said  J.  W.  Griffith  will  continue  the  said  praetico  on 
'  bis  own  account 


NOW  READY.    Third  Bditiott.    Royal  8vo.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26f.,  doth;  for  caah,  21«.  (postage  Id.). 

IHE  REUTIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 

Of  tiw  liucr  Teaqile,  BMiMeMt-Lkw. 
Lohdot:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  *  SONS,  Limtm),  Law  PuBUsmms,  7,  Flim  Snuni,  KO. 


Jnat  PaUiahed.    la.  8  Tok,  loyd  8vo.,  doth,  £2  10«.  j  caah  price,  £2  (portage,  1».).     

IBie  UW  of  RAILWAY  and  CANAL  TRAFFIC. 

BY 

EDWARD  BOYLE,  K.C.,  and  THOMAS  WAGHORN,  Barriater-aUaw. 

With  a  complete  epitome  of  the  Facts,  Arguments,  and  Judgments  of  every 

important  case  from  1830  to  1901. 

LoHDOH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  St  SONS,  LixrraD,  Law  Pcblibhbbs,  7,  Flbst  Stbkbt,  B.0. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQ IC 


290  THB  WEEKLY  NOTES.  [Oct.  25,  1902, 

Second  Edltiorii  demy  Bvo.,  cloth,  278.  6d.|  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1888. 
\^  Tbm  Bapplamaiit  oan  be  had  Mparately,  limp  olofh,  9i.  Sd. 

DARBir    and    BOSAMQUST 

OH  THl 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SaOOJTID    DE3DITX03Sr- 

BY 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrlster-at-Uw. 


"  TwentyHsiz  yean  have  elapeed  smce  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statntes  of  Limito- 
tionfl.  Dnrinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  oUier  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  snbject  of  it  hsTiiig 
been  prodnced.  The  resnlt  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  lo 
consult  sj^edal  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  tb 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Beal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  tb 
Trostee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  mo<ufy,  or  settle  many  points  id^^'  *^ 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  oolleagQ( 
Bosanqnet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  caref nl  ei 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foQoii 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  it  to 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'* — Law  (^rterly  Review. 

LoNDOV:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  t  SONS,  LiIiitsd,  Law  Publibhbbs,  7,  Fsftxr  Strxst,  E.G. 

Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  128.  ed. 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE    LAW   AND   PRACTICE   OB.    WITH   APPENDICE& 

Containing  the  Rules  and  B^uktions  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Secoritieii 

By  B.   B.   SPBNOBB    BBODHUBST»   K.A.9   ROX.* 

OP  TBI  nana  TniPL%  BABBnn!iBpAT-LA.w« 

*-•  wi  ^Si^iL^iSflL^'^^^^^  rS!5  I     "  This  book  glTW  *  TWj  tntemitlng  uid  naefU  acooani  of  the  Uw  «!  1 

London:    WILLIAM  CLOWES  A^  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishkes,  7,  Plbbt  Stbebt,  E.O. 


SEOOKD  EDITION.    Demy  8vo.,  doth,  lOt.  6d. 

FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THE    IiAW    BELATHra    TO> 

OOMTBZBOrG 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIALJ 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 
Together  mih  an  Appendix  cerUaining  Model  RideSy  and  the  Forme  appended  to  the  Treaeury  Regula&me^  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FUIjLEB,  B.A.  (Oxon.),  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

"We  can  thoroaghly  recommend  the  psbllcation  to  the  Chief  and  Dtetrtct  OfDcUla  of  all  Friendly  Sodetiea.''— JHoicUy  Socidim^  Reoorder.  ^ 

"Mr.  Fuller  baa  dealt  wHh  the  law  and  prftctioe  relating  to  Friendly  Sodetftw  in  a  dear  and  oondae  maaner,  and  bia  book  abonld  be  in  the  bandi  ef  aD  ^om 
Interaited  ha  the  working  of  Friendly  8odetlea.''->JfoiicAe«ter  Courier. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  LiMrrm),  Law  Publishers,  7,  Flbbt  Stbkbi^  B.C. 
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OOUET  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUBT  OF  JUSTICE-OHANOBEY  DIVISION. 


MICBAELMA8  SITTINGS,  1903. 


BOTA  OF  EEGISIBABS  IN  ATTENBANOE  IS  THE  ESSUINa  WEEK. 


Dtn. 


lor. 

Mr.  Itaner 

n 

..    King  • 

»• 

..    Ttaed 

n 

„    W.L«K:h 

M 

m     wroBWiWl 

,j 

„    Gtmrcli 

Appial 

OOOXKIL 


Mr.  Ch«rch 
„    Grwwttll 
„    Chnroh 
„    Oreswall 
I,    Chntii 
„    aretwell 


Ms.  JURHU 


Mr.  King 
„    Vtimac 
,*    King 
„    Farmer 
>»    King 
M    Fanner 


Mb.  JlflTlQB 

Brsn. 


Mr.Beal 
„    Carrlngfton 
„    Beal  I 

„    Carrlnglon 
„    Betl  i 


Fabwkl. 


Mx.  JiwriUB 

BUOBIilT* 


Mb.  JmnoB    ,  _  Mb.  Juhiiob 

JOTCB.  ,  BWIBTBB  KABT. 


r 


Mr.  W.  Leaeh        Mr.  Pmbertoo      Mr.  B.  Leacli    !    Mr.  Godftej 


Tbeed 
W.  Laach 
Thaed 
W.  hmsh 


Jackaon  „  Gadfr^f 

Pembaitan       „  R.  Laach 

Jackaon  „  Qodfraj 

„  R.  Laacii 


B.Laadi 
Jackaon 


•,    OBRtDgtcn       Ut    Thaadj 


Ganinglaa 
Baal 


ftkCMttmu  nuaUmwitti 


I  mWedfrntiof,  Ma  SUft  *v  of  Deotmber,  1909»  m4  laraiAMrfi  anfMaadoy,  tta  •Mdajr^/antMNy,  lM8i  Mk doyt  taolMiat 


NOW  READY.    Demy  Sm,  doth,  27c  6d. ;  oaah  price,  22c 
t  LELY    AND    PEARCE'S    •'AGRICULTURAL    HOLDINGS." 

hiE  AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  ACTS,  1883  &  1900, 

I  ^irleultural  Statutes,  Includlni  the  Qame,  Distress,  and  Workmen's  Compensation  Acts. 
I         Arranged*  with  Notes  and  Forms,  by  J.  H.  LELY,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Bditor  of  <<  Woodfall's  Law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant";  and 

W.  HANBDRY   AGGS,  Barrister  -  at  -  Law. 

I  BEING  A  THIRD  EDITION  OF  LELY  AND  PEARCE'8  •' AGRICULTURAL  HOLDING&" 
I  LoHDOH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  Ss  SONS,  Limitu>,  Law  PuBLisHma,  7,  Flut  Siun,  KO. 

NOW  BEADY.    Demy  8ya,  cloth,  lOt. 

\  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insnrance. 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.I.,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

hAorof-A  Dignt  tf  Oi  Law  of  BitU  of  Stehanff$/'  "Tht  SaU  of  Qoodt  Ad,  tncludnig  tkt  Facicr$  AcU,"  ie. 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Seoretery  of  the  AlliM»i>^>^  Marine  ftnd  Genenl  Aamruifle  Oo.,  Ltd. 
LooDOK :  WILLIAM  OLOWES  *  SONS,  LiKnai^  Liv  PunusHms,  7,  Flir  Sibikt,  KO. 

ROW  BEADT.    Third  Edition.    Boyal  870.,  1,000  pp.,  price  86«.,  doth ;  for  cash,  21«.  (poatage  7i.). 

[HE  RELATIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 

Of  the  InaflT  Temple,  BaniitaMt-Law. 

Lobbm:  WILLIAM  OLOWES  &  SONS;  LmoMD,  Law  PuHUSiins,  7,  Funr  Snoorr,  B.O. 
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Second  Editiorii  demy  8vo.|  cloth,  278.  Sd.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date^  1888. 
V  '^^^  SupplAiiient  can  be  had  Mparataly^  limp  oloth,  as,  ed. 

DARBY    and     BOSJBLHf  QUST 

09  THB  , 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SSOOJTJD     333DITI025r. 
BT 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT.  Barrister-at-Uw. 


**  Twenty-fidx  yean  have  dapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bonnqnefe's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limits 
tions.  Dnrinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  ]mn% 
been  prodnced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  prepmition  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  ti 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  Andintk 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — ^the  Real  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  th 
Trnstee  Act,  1888— and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  rehting  It 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  ooUec^e  of  le, 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  eTRTniiiHtti 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  d  a  idiaUi 
gnide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foQon 
substantially  Uutt  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  rqgard  to  the  causes  abeady  mentioned,  ft  te 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.''— £ato  (^rterly  Beview. 

Lovdob:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  di  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Pubushebs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbbkf,  E.G. 

Demy  Svo.,  dloth,  ISa.  66» 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE    LAW   AND   PRAOTIOE  QB.     WITH   APPENDI0E8.  | 

Containing  the  Bules  and  B^ulations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Secniitiei 

By  B.   B.   8PBN0BB    BBODHUBST,   M.A.,   B.O.L., 

or  TBI  Dnna  tbmfub,  BiBBisina-AT-LAW. 


*'  Mr.  BrodlmnlfB  voliime  is  one  that  we  can  oordlally  leoomiiMDd/W/VfMnetal  iV«iw. 

'*  We  eeteem  the  work  as  extremely  valnaUe.    lU  anther  has  uaBteied  Stock 

Bzchanm  technlcaUlies  to  a  wonderfu  extent,  and  exponnded  them  with  narked 


"  This  book  gives  a  very  interesting  and  oseftd  aoconnt  of  the  bv  n^podiij 
incidental  to  deaUi«B  in  stocks  and  BharsL  ItcontaliwallihalisneedtailetokBf^ 
bj  the  Btockbioker  and  the  lawyer."— Silicaors'  JimmaL 


LoBDOK:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  LmiTBD,  Law  Publishbes,  7,  Pubbt  Stbbbt,  B.O. 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES       i 

(THB    liAW    BISULTTETQ    TO>  1 

OOlIFBIBniO  J 

THE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL' 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT.   1896. 
Tog€th$r  with  an  Appendix  cmtaining  Kodd  Rtdss^  and  the  Form  appended  to  the  Treaeury  ^^egtda&me,  1897. 
By  F.  BADEN   FULLEB,  B.A.  (Ozon.)»  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

••We  can  thoNiv^  recomuMnd  the  imbUoatien  to  the  Chief  and  District  Officials  of  aU  ^^  ^     . 

••Mr.  Fnllsr  has  dealt  with  the  law  and  pnctioe  relating  to  Friend^  Sodflttas  in  a  dear  and  coodse  Banner,  and  Us  book  aiioald  be  in  the  basis  flf  sD  F«w 
intenaled  in  the  woddi«  of  Friendly  8oolefcies.*-JfiiiMA«tisr  09wrim\ 

Lonov:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  LnonD,  Liw  Pubushebs,  7,  Fuor  Sisbbt,  S.C. 
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0!ha»p  Bdttlop.    XUostratod.    1  toL,  demy  Svo,  oilotli,  10a. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB.    SEBJEANT   PULLING. 

|ftntMning  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  acoount  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Ooorta  at  Westminster 
I  Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — the  Judges  and  Serjeants  dt  the  Coif — ^the  ApprenUcii  ad  legem — the  Inns 
r      ol  Ocmrt— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — ^Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 

Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  LmoTations  on 

the  old  Lostitntion. 


"A  sioiiuiiie&t  of  well-digQited  resesioh.  ...  An  inqMxrUnt  ooniribotioii  to  the  hlsiaj  of  the  Benoh  sad  Bar  of  Xkiglsiid.'' 
Loitdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SOKS,  Limftbd,   Law  Publibhhbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbut,  E.0. 


Bosral  12mo.,  olotli,  ISa.  M. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  ACT,    1888. 

i  Notes  and  Groaa  Beferenoea  and  an 
a«  still  affect  building  operatic 
Orders  of  the  London 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,   LL.B., 

Of  the  Inner  Temple,  Editor  of  **  The  Statutes  Begulatmg  London  Building;'  and 

FRANCIS   W.  PEMBER,  M.A., 

Of  LincoMi  hm^  Draftsman  of  the  BiU  aa  originally  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons, 

London  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lihitid,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Fubbt  Sibsbt,  £.0. 

NOW  BEADY.    Demy  8ya,  cloth,  ISt. 


THE    COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    laSl-lSOO. 

with  the  Special  Constables  Acts ;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts ;  the  Lookup  Houses  Acts ;   the  Police 
Acts;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Public  Authorities  Protectian  Act;  the  Pcdice 
Ftaperly  Act;  and  parts  of  the  Anny  Act,  Munio^  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  QoTenunent  Act. 

WUh  IntrodtictUm,   STotes  cmd  Index. 
By  lESirmTAinSf    G.  IMT.  CJUEUMTIC^LflLEXj,   IMT^A.  (Oxoxn.), 

Of  the  InnoK  Temple  and  Qzfocd  diouit,  BanlBtsE-at-Law. 

"llr.  QnychMl  bM  sopplled  A  decided  viBt  in  the  praMDt  ▼Qlume.^^ 

*1te  book  iHU  be  a  TahiaUe  addiyon  to  tke  kw  ttliraiy  of  eT«7  poUoe  Mitli^ 


Loitdon;  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Pubushsbs,  7,  Flmt  Stbkit,  E,C. 

Second  and  greatly  fanpioved  Edition.    Deny  8to.,  cloth,  6t. 

fHE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

liable  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
i   Btstuftes  imposing  diem,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Bef erences  to  Decisions. 


OV  THB  LBGAOT  AHD  8VC0BB8I0«  DUTT  DIPABnaDJiT,  SOimSSr  ] 
'^  tbe  MOQDd  editka  .  .  .  we  lee  at  eJUnoe  the  Incidence  ef  the  EngUih  Deeth  Dotiei.  .  .  .  Shonld  proTe  ef  greet  ewrlce  ftir  reedy  reference."- Ie»  Timu 
.we  tndv  ear  ehare  ef  thenke  to  Mr.  Herrle,  whoee  competence  to  do  the  work  be  bee  nndertiken  is  nndonbted.'^  A9»HmUmi. 
We  cMUer  the  weric  is  «M  ef  greet  piMtloi}  Tahie  to  ao&Mon.--^^ 


LomoM :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS^  Limicid,  Law  Pubushiss,  7,  Flubt  Stbbkt,  E.C. 
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iSeoond  Bdltlon,  thorongrhly  Bevtoed.   Demy  Svo.,  8  Vols.,  doth,  88s. 
Cash  Priee,  808.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

OJSr  THB  I 

PRESENT     LAWS    OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;  LL.B.  Londoo  Unhreni^;  B,A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinitj  CoOefe, 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Eijnity;   Holder  of  the  Firat  Certificate  of  Honour.  Midiaefanaa,  1869; 
Joint  Antfaor  of  Gierke  and  Bretf  a  ConTeyandnr  Acte ;  Author  of  Bretf  a  Bankruptqr  Act,  1883^  and  of 
Leading  Caiea  In  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Soaety. 

%*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  spedal  prandnenoe  the  pvewut  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  paii  lav,  cr  iki 
which  is  pzaotioally  obsolete,  ao  fiur  aa  it  is  neoeiiary  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OP  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oaiefid 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  oompzehensive  outline  of  eTisting  KngUsh  law, 
eontained  in  a  marvellously  small  oompaes,  well  arranged,  and  so 
oontrived  b^  the  insertion  of  illustrative  oases  and  extraots,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  etfeot  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attrsotive  type  and 
convenient  siie  of  the  volumea^'-HSoUotlori'  JoumaL 

''The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  iti  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to'  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bntt  li 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  Wag  s 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  aifosded  an  oppnti  ' 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  aad 
criticinn  m  his  reviewers,  by  oorreotimr  the  errors  whioh  uen  k 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  <n  incorporating  the  kubbhi 
Acts  which  have,  since  tiie  publication  of  nia  first  edition,  ki 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exoeedingly  active lo^"  ' 
LawJimrndL 

**The  compilation  has  been  done  with  eare,  aad  the  new  editkak 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legialation  of  laat 


_»^ 


LoHDOii :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  di  SONS,  Luotbd,  Law  Publishsbs,  7,  Flbst  Stbbbt,  E.C. 


Seventh  JEdUian.     Boyal  8vo.^  eioth,  S8e^ 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Gontainiiiff  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  ^. 

Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Oloenre)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Prifate  Arrangements 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  BnleB,  Orden 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Oompositions  and  Schemes,  Aq. 

BY 

GEORGE  YOUNG   ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

*«  In  spite  of  rivals,  Botea's  Law  end  PtaaUce  ia  Boaleniploy— an  exceUent  treatise,  we  always  thought-naahitafau  ita  poaftiaa  ia . 
liteiatuze.  It  haa  now  entered  ita  aeventh  edition.  The  aixth  edition  waajmbliahed  before  the  Act  of  1887.  and  conaeqnentily  tiiat  AiU 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Billa  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  tlik  ■ 
are  no  changes.  The  judicial  dedakms  of  recent  yean  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobaon  on  Bankmptt^  remaina  an  efficient  aad  ap4»a 
text-book."— Xcno  Time$. 

'«Thia  atandard  work  on  bankruptcy  haa  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  conaidering  that,  in  conaeqaenee  of  fiis  i 
importent  caaea  recentiy  decided  and  the  iaaue  of  the  new  rulea,  a  new  edition  waa  desirable.  We  compliment  the  leaned  aatfaor«< 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  f ahrly  say,  as  of  othen,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  wo^  wj 
be  without  it;  and  aa  kmg  aa  the  author  purauea  tiie  wiae  oouxae  of  iaaaing  fteah  editioM  weU  up  to  data^  we  ahaU  be  ahto  to  aaocrt  !■ 
editiona  the  aame  praiae."— Xois  N€4m.  ____^__ 

Loitdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  LniinD,  Law  Pobusbbbs,  7,  FLBif  SiBur,  E.C. 
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LIST   OF   BUSINESS 
FOE  THE  JUDICIAL  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  PBIVY  COUNCIL. 


NOVEMBER  and  DECEMBER,  1902. 
{Tk/t  SUtings  will  commence  on  Iktesdaff,  the  llth  NQvemher,  1902^  a<  haHf^jpaai  ten  a.m.) 


INDIAN  APPEALS. 


Uwri  Biboe  and  Another 
(mire«ntatiT<w  of  Brahmo 
MlidoceMod)     .     .     . 
«. 
Obose    •     .     ./ 


{Forfmihw  kearifw.) 
teAtiKhMi.     .     . 

V. 

Ara  Begam  and 


i  AH  Khan  •     •     •     , 

V. 

i  Ara  Begam  and 

/ 

{OmoHdaUd  AppeciU,) 
'lAmigra  Narain  Singh  | 

V, 

r  Hannroan  Saliai 


MIm  8ah  (unco  doceosed)' 
jttd Another    .     «     »     . 

rllDbar  and  Others.     . 
I  Sadanand  Kale' 

V. 

awBomonji  Cho- 


r^  Jagadindra  Nath^ 
dnr  .     .     .     . 

V. 

^Secretary  of  State  for 
*'tinGonncil  .     •     .. 


WbflDOA. 


Bengal 


Ondh 


iiSttrnpaKoer  . 

V. 

iHttlasKocr      . 


:;! 


-^    R«jft    Joe    Bahadur, 
Btru 

Ptrthaaaradhi  Appa 
"  and  Others  (repre- 

^ttreg  of  Baja  IV 
■Ott    Bow     Bahadnr 


iKuain  Joahi 


•  I 


.    ,    »r  Narain    Mohtal 
'^•d  Others ' 


Bengal 


Oudh 


Bombay 


Bengal 


Oudh 


Reooni  vecelvid. 


24  June  1901 


2  Jan.    1901 


Madras 


Bengal 


11  Mar.  1901 


12  Oct.  1898 


27  Feb.  1900 


12  Aug.  1901 


17  July  1901 


Sfk  down  for 
HMitag. 


11  Apr.   1902 


5  Jane  1902 


10  July  1902 


11  July  1902 


19  July  1902 


26  Aug.  1902 


4  Sept  1902 


14  Dec  1898 


8  May  1909 


10  Sept  1902 


GOct    1902 


Whether  Bespondent  is 
entitled  on  the  ground  of 
minority  to  cancel  a  mort- 
gage deed  executed  by 
him  to  Brahmo  Dntt; 
concurrent  findings. 
Whether  the  will  of  one 
.  Zaib-un-nissa  was  in- 
valid, and  if  it  was, 
whether  the  Bespoodents 
are  entitled  as  heirs  to 
succeed  to  her  estate  on 
an  intestacy. 


Disputed  title  to  oertiin 
property ;  alleged  in- 
validity of  a  hobcHa  (con- 
veyance) under  which 
Bespondent  claims. 

Whether  Bespondents  are 
entitled  to  redeem  a 
mortgage — res  judieaUu 

Whether  a  oonveyanoe  by 
Appellant  of  part  of  his 
ftimilv  property  was  in- 
duced by  fraud  and 
should  bo  set  aside. 

Whether  certain  land 
claimed  by  the  Appel- 
lant is  a  re-formation  on 
original  sites  of  his  land 
and  consequently  not 
liable  to  assessment  to 
reyenne. 

Whether  Bespondent  is  en- 
titled by  way  of  maiuto- 
uance  to  the  profits  of 
two  villages  under  an 
alleged  grant  and  subse- 
quent will  in  her  favour  by 
Appellant*s  predecessors, 
or  alternatively  under 
either  of  the  instruments. 

Whether  a  certain  muttah 
was  granted  for  mere 
enjoyment  or  absolutely ; 
limitation. 


Whether  the  High  Court 
rightly  held  that  it  had 
no  jurisdiction  to  hear 
an  Appeal  to  it  by  Ap- 
pellnnt 


R, 
A. 
B. 
A. 
R. 

A. 
B. 


A. 
R. 

A. 

B. 

A. 
R. 


A. 
R. 


Digitized  by 


Watkins    ft    Ijcm- 
priere. 

W.  W.  Box. 

Watkins   ft    Lcm- 

priero. 
T.  L.  Wilson  ft  Co. 

Watkins   ft    Lom- 

priere. 
T.  L.  Wilson  ft  Co. 


Watkins    ft    Lom- 

priere. 
Dallimoro  ft  Son. 


Young,      Jackson 

Beard  ft  King. 
Ex  parte, 

Payne  ft  Lattey. 

Ashurst,       Morris 
Crisp  ft  Co. 

T.  L.  Wilson  ft  Co. 


Solicitor,     India 
Office. 


Gordon,  Dalbioc  ft 

Pugh. 
T.  L.  Wilson  ft  Co. 


Frank  Bichardson 
ft  Sadler. 

B.  T.  Tasker. 


T.  L.  WilsDU  ft  Ca 
Ex  parte. 


Google 
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Caum. 


Cbowdry      Ganesh      Dati' 
Thakoor  and  Others  .     .| 

Jewaohh  Thakarain      •     .  J 


Tho  Gaekwnr  Sarkar  of 
Baroda  and  The  Bombay, 
Baroda,  and  Central  India 
Bailway  Company      .     . 

V. 

Gandhi  Kachrabhai  KaB- 
toruhand 


Whrnce. 


Bengal 


Bombay  .     • 


Record  reoelT«d. 


7  Jan.   1901 


10  July  1901 


'Set  dcywn  far 

UMriBg. 


20  Oct    1902 


SO  Oct.    1902 


8iihf<s:t. 


Whether  Respondent  is 
enlitled  to  her  deceased 
1  insband's  share  in  certain 
family  property,  on  the 
gruiund  that  at  the  time 
of  hid  death  he  was 
separate  from  the  family ; 
limitation. 

Whether  Appellants  are 
liable  to  Bespondent  for 
damage  ouused  by  tbe 
flooding  of  his  lands  in 
consequence  of  the 
alh'ged  defectiTO  con* 
struotion  of  a  railway 
lin^. 


SoUdton. 


A.  .    W.  W.  Box. 

I 
R,  .    T.L,Wil«m*Ook 


DolltDBQ    &    Pfl^ 

chaixL 


B. 


Hnlman,  Birdvooi 
&Ca 


CX)LONIAL  APPEALS. 


CaoM. 


Mort*8  Dock  and  Engineer 
ing  Company,  Limited,    . 

V, 

Wadey 

The  King 

V. 

Fisher 

The  King 

V. 

Bull 


WhMios. 


New  South  Wales 


Victor  *a 


Rtoord  FMclvtd* 


Wise 


} 


Victoria  . 


New  South  M'ales 


The  Perpetual  Trustee  Com 
pany.  Limited  (executors 
of  W.  H.  Paling,  de- 
ceased)   


Wallis and  Others    •     >     '] 

The    Solicitor-General    for  i 

New  Zealand  •     .     .     .  ] 


Josef  and  Others.     , 

V, 

Mulder  and  Others  . 


New  Zealand 


Cape  of  Good  Hope 


28  Jan.  1902 


27  Fob.  1902 


27  Feb.  1902 


29  Jan.  1901 


8  Apr.  1902 


7  Dec.  1901 


8«i  down  fbr 

HMTing. 


30  July  1902 


U  Aug.  1902 


14  Aug.  1902 


14  Aug.  1902 


15  Aug.  1902 


15  Sept.  1902 


Whether  Bespondent  is  en- 
titled to  damages  for  not 
having  been  allowed  to 
complete  a  contract  to 
do  certain  works  for  Ap- 
pellants; constructiou  of 
an  agreement;  demurrer. 

|\^l)ether  Bespondents  are 
entitled  to  recoyer  sums 
deducted  from  their  re- 
spoetiye  salaries  as  resi- 
ideniial  rent  in  respect  of 
official  buildings  occu- 
pied by  them — ^Public 
Seryice  Acts,  1883  and 
'    1890. 

Whether  Appellant  is 
liable  to  indemnify  Be- 
spondents in  respi^t  of 
payments  made  by  them 
and  their  Testator  on 
behalf  of  a  club  of 
which  the  Testator  was 
a  trustee. 
Whether  certain  real  pro- 
perty and  accumulations 
of  income  thereof  haye 
become  yested  in  the 
Crown  or  are  subject  to 
a  trust  for  charitable 
uses  under  the  ey-pres 
doctrine. 
Constructi(Ni  of  an  instru- 
ment purporting  to  be- 
queath a  share  in  a 
farm;  nature  of  the 
transferee's  interest 


B. 


A. 
B. 


Light  &Galbraii| 
Clapham,  Fitdi 


Fresheddi 
Bttker  &  XuA 

Freahfickk 

Biker  &  Niirm. 

George  Slade. 

Kimhen  &  Bci^ 
man. 


Phelps,  Sidgwick 

A  Biddies 
Mackieil,Matai 

Godlee&Qi' 

cey. 


Williamson,  HiH 

&Oo. 
Charles  A  Btfh 

nister  &  Rev- 

nolds. 


PATENT  CASE.     (To  fix  day  of  hearing.) 


Matter. 


Wiiterich's  Patent 

(^Device /or  tobacco  pipes^  (tc, 
to  prevent  nicotine  reaching 
//kj  mofith  of  the  tmoker.) 


F«tltioo  Lodged. 


26    July   1902 


Snl^lect 


£ztonsk>n  of  Letters  Patent,  dated  the  22nd 
February,  1889,  No.  3199. 


Solldlon. 


PeL      AUingham  &  HeysJoow. 
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JTJDGMENTa 


Tlie  Collector  of  Voten  for 
the  Electoral  District  of 
Yftoooarer  City  and  The 
Attomej  •  General  for 
Britiih  Cdambia  •     .     • 

V. 

tm»j  Hbmma  and    The 
Attorney-General  for  the 
Dominioa  of  Canada  .     . 
'    {Heard  4   July,  1902. 
PremiU:    The    Lord 
CkaHedlor,Lord$  Mae- 
naghten,  Davey,  Rob- 
eritoH  and  lAndley.) 
Umbo  and  Another.     . 

r. 
JUnuel  and  Others  .     . 
{Heard  ^  and  7  July, 
1902.     Pretent:  The 
Lord  Chaneellor,Lord8 
Macnaghienj    JMvey, 
Bobertion,  and  Lindr 
fef.) 
Ihe  Ontario  Mining  Oom- 
pftDjr,  Limited,  and  The 
Attoniey-Gtoeral  for  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  .     . 

V. 

Seybold  and  Others  and  The 

Attoney-Oeneral  for  the 

Pfurinoe  of  Ontario    .     .  / 

{Heard  7  amd  8  July, 

1902.     PreBeni:  The. 

Lord  ChaneeUorJjords 

MaenaghUn,    Ikivty, 

HoberUon,  and  lAnd' 

iiie  Attorney-General   for, 
the  PfOYince  of  Ontario   .1 

Pbe  Attorney-General  fori 
the  Province  of  Qaebeo  ./ 
{Heard  10  July,  1902. 
Fretent:  The  Lord 
ChaneeUor^LordeMaa' 
naghten,  Davey,  Bob- 
erttony  and  Limdley.) 

&e  Kenungton  Land  Com- 
ptny  and  others  .     •     . 

M  (knada  Industrial  Com- 
pany      

{Heard  11.  14,  and  15 
July,  1902.  Prernnt: 
The  Lard  Chaneelhr, 
Lord$  Maenaghten, 
Datey,  Bdberteon,  and 

^      Undley.) 

1»  Bank  of  Toronto    .     . 

^  St  Lawrence  Fire  In- 
nranee  Company  .  ., 
(Heard  15  and  17  July, 
1902.  Preeent:  The 
Lord  Chancellor, horde 
Maenaghten^  JDaeey, 
H«Aertaon,  and  Und- 
ley.) 


WMBOiui 


British  Columbia 


Beoonl  reoelTed 


3  June  1901 


Quebec 


Canada 


Canada 


Quebec 


Quebec 


10  Oct.    1901 


10  June  1902 


11  June  1902 


22  Oct    1901 


Set  down  for 
Healing. 


5  Mar.  1902 


27  May  1902 


18  June  1902 


20  June  1902 


5  June  1902 


2  Apr.  1902 


11  June  1902 


Sal:||«:t. 


Whether  an  enactment  pro- 
tiding  that  no  Japanese 
shall  have  his  name 
placed  on  the  register  of 
voters  for  any  electoral 
district  was  tn^ra  viree 
of  the  Provincial  Legis- 
lature; Provincial  Elec- 
tions Act  (R.8.  of  B.C. 
1897,  o.  67);  British 
North  America  Act, 
1867.  Special  leave  to 
appeal  granted. 

Whether  certain  shares  and 
other  property  pissing 
under  the  will  of  one 
Gilmour  were  liable  to 
succession  duty  under 
the  Succession  Duty 
Acts,  1892,  1891,  and 
1895  (Quebec). 

Title  to  certain  lands  and 
the  precious  metals 
therein ;  whether  cer- 
tain Letters  Patent 
idsued  by  the  Dominion 
Government  validly 
oonveyed  the  title  in 
fee ;  Indian  Reaerves ; 
British  North  America 
Act,  1807.  Speoial  leave 
to  appeal  grarUed, 


Claim  by  Quebec  against 
Ontario  in  respect  of 
**The  Common  School 
Fund*';  whether  claim 
within  Jurisdiction  of 
the  Board  of  Arbitrators 
appointed  to  settle  the 
same.  Speoial  leave  to 
app^  granted. 


Whether  the  Respondent 
Company  has  an  enforce- 
able hypothecary  charge 
on  Certain  proMrty  be- 
longing to  the  Appellant 
Land  Company. 


Whether  the  Appellant 
Bank  as  aasignc-e  of  a 
fire  policy  issued  by  the 
Respondent  Company  is 
entitled  to  recover  there- 
under; allegations  that 
the  policy  is  void  and 
the  notice  of  assignment 
insufQcient 


A, 


R, 


R. 


SoUdtora. 


B.  . 


A,  . 
2?.  . 


Gard,      Rook     ft 
Winterbotham. 


S.  y.  Blake. 
Charles  RuscU  ft 
Co. 


Charles  Russell  ft 

Co. 
Simpson  ft  Co. 


Harrison  ft  Powell. 
Charles  Russell  ft 
Co. 


a  V.Blake. 


S.  v.  Blake. 


Charles  Russell  ft 
Co. 


Simpson  ft  Co. 


Bompas,  Bischoff, 
Dodgson,  Cuxe  ft 
Bompas. 


Charles  RusscU  ft 

Co. 
S.  v.  Blake. 
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Oodh 


Jagatpal  Sisgh  .     .     • 

Bdja      Jageshar      Bakhdhr 
Hid gh  and  Another    .     .j' 
{Ueard  8  and  18  Jvly, 
1902.  Present:  Lords 
Dacey  and  Babertaon,  \ 
tHr    Andrew    Seob!e,  , 
Sir    Arthur    WiUtn, 
and  Sir  John  Bonter.) 
Kieffer Qnebco 

•'•  I 

Le  Scininaire  de  Quebec     . 

Le  Semtnaire  de  Qu^boe     .  > 


Kiiffer 

(^Appeal  and  Cross- 
Appeal  consolidated.) 
(l/eard  21  and  23  July, 
1902.  Present:  Lords 
Mocna^fiUeiij  Davey^ 
jft  herUon^  and  Lind- 
ley.) 
Imperial     Bank     of; 


RMOfd  NMlTed. 


Bit  down  flir* 


1  Febw  1901  ,  18  June  1902 


10  Deo.  1901     17  Juno  1902 

\ 


Title  to  the  talitqa  of  Daa^ 
rathpur;  Oadh  £BtatG8 
Act  U  of  1869). 


Wlitther,  and,  if  ao,  to 
what  extent,  tho  Semi- 
nary u  liable  to  Kieffer 
for  damage  alleged  to 
have  been  tnifered  by 
him  in  ooDteqaenoe  of 
certain  works  exeooted 
on  property  owned  by 
the  Seminary. 


I 
I  B. 


The 


Canada 


The  Bank  of  Hamilton  .     . 

(Heard  80  July,  1902 

Premni:  Lords  Mac 

naghtettf      Hobettton, 

and  Lindley^  and  Sir 

Arthur  Wilson,) 

Bam    Pershad   Singh   and 

Others I 


I 


Canada 


10  Doc.   1901  :  13  Juno  1902 


Bengal 


1  Oct    1900 


28  May  1902 


Lakhpati  Koer  and  Another; 
(Heard  22,  24,  25,  29,  , 
and  31   Jtdy,  and  1  ! 
Augutt,l902.  Present:  , 
Lords     Davey     and 
Jidbertson,  Sir  Andrew 
Scoble,     Sir    Arthur 
Wilson,  and  Sir  John 
Bonser,)  j 


Whether  Bespondents  are     A, 
entitled  to  recover  from 
Appellants  a  certain  sum 
as    having    been    paid  |  B, 
under  a  mistake ;  alleged  i 
estoppel  by  negligence. 
Special  leave  to  appeal 
granted. 


Whether  at  the  time  of  his 
death   one   Tiluckdhari  i 
and  the  Appellants  con-  ' 
stituted     a    joint     nn*  ' 
divided   Uindu    family, 
and  Appellants  are  theie- 
fore  entitled  to  reoover  i 
certain    properties   from  ' 
Bespondtnts,       Tiluck- 
dhari*8  widows.  i 


A. 


B. 


Yoong,    Jickai 

BeardftKing. 

T.L.WiIiKm&Q 


S.  v.  BUka. 

Simpion  ft  Go. 
SimpBoa&Coi 

8.  Y.  Blake. 


aV.  Blake. 
Harrison  AM 


Watkins  ft 
priero. 

T.  L.  WihflskI 


OOUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUET  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OF  BEGISTRARS  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSOINa  WEEK. 


DATS. 


Mundaj.    Nov. 

Mr.  FUDberton 

Tacedaj       „ 

„    Jackson 

Wadaeadaj  „ 

„    R.  Leacb 

ThoiBdaj      „ 

„    Godfrey 

Friday 

.>    Beal 

Satarday 

„    CaTrington 

BoEa. 


Amu, 

OoonJL 


Mr.  W.  Leach 

„    Tbeed 

,,    W.  Leach 

„    Theed 

„    W.  LMch 
-„    Thced 


Mb.  JuBiuia 


Mr..  axwweU 
t.    Church 
„    Qreewdl 
„    Chorch 
„    Qreswell 

•„    Church 


MB.JiiBim 
Bnn. 

MB.Jt81l01 

raswsuk 

MB.Jtsnoa 
Boeuar. 

Mr.Oodflrqr 

Mr.Jackaon 

Mr.  Gerringtoa 

„    R.  Lee«h 

„    Pembert>n 

,.    Beal 

„    GodCrej 

„    Jackaon 

„    CaiTlngUn 

„    R.  Leach 

„    PemhertoD 

„    TM 

„  Godfiey. 

„    Jackaon 

„    Cairlngton 

„    R.  Leach 

.r.Pembeiton 

„    Beal 

•/   Ths  Christinas  feeation  wiU  sommsnss  en  Wsdnssday,  the  Uth  day  sf  Dsesmbsr,  i»oa»  and  tenninais  mi  Tusiiay,  the  Ctt  Jag^Januarg,  190^  Ml  4m^  «■«'"'' 
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HIGH  COTJKT  OF  JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


TRANSFSB  OF  ACTION. 


ORDER  OF  COURT. 


Tuesday,  the  21»«  day  of  October,  19Q2. 

I,  Habdhqb  Btanlxt,  Eabl  ov  Halsbubt,  Lord  High 
toiDoeUor  of  Great  Britain,  Do  hereby  Order  that  the  Action 
pentioiied  in  the  Schednle  hereto  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
■oKmnble  Mr.  Jostice  Btbmb  and  Mr.  Justice  Buoklit. 


SCHEDULE. 
Mr.  Justice  JoToa  a902-R.— Na  1146). 

Stbe  Matter  of  R.  Oanoia  and  Ooinpanj^  Limited. 
Uliam  Pohlman  v,  B.  Gancia  and  Company,  Limited. 


HALSBURY  0. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


MICHAELMAS  TEMM,  1902. 


I. 


decira — ^The  siarting  point :  laying  the  foondationB :  deyeloping  a 
theory :  accumnlating  weight  of  authority :  euwnmgtanoes  which 
add  weight  to  a  declBion:  long  aooeptanoe:  oonteeted  point: 
deliberate  consideration :  conference  of  jndgea :  anthoritf  of  the 
tribunal:  professional  opinion — ^Modification  of  a  doctrine  by 
moans  of  deeita — Conflicting  anthorities-— Oyermling— The  art 
of  distingnishing— Antiquated  deeita—Policy  of  the  law— QtMUt 
decUa — Obiter  didum — DuAum  per  inowriam — ^Exceptions  which 
prove  their  rules— Decision  on  an  uncontested  point — The  form 
of  a  modem  decision — Statement  of  facts— Bes  ^to-— Issues — 
Discussion  of  authorities — ^The  point  for  decision — ^The  conclusion 
—The  subject-matter  of  judgments— Righta—Gastoms—Mattem 
of  procedure— The  systematising  of  the  law  as  developed  in  the 
reported  proceedings  of  the  Oourta— Headnotes — ^Digests— Text 
Books. 


6th  Lbotubk. — 
conclusions. 


-The  use  of  d9ci9a  by  the  advocate— Some  general 


The  Lectures  will  be  delivered  in  the  Old  Hall,  Lihooln's  Ixir. 

The  First  Lecture  will  be  delivered  on— 

Thubbdat,  the  6th  of  Noyember,  at  8  p.m.| 

and  the  Lectures  will  be  continued  at  the  same  hour  on  subsequent 
Thursdays. 

The  Legtures  will  be  open  to  all  Members  of  the  Inns  of  Court  free, 
and  to  Gentlemen  Kon-Members  on  payment  of  a  Fee  of  One  Guinea 
for  the  Course. 


WIUBV8  of  a  COURSE  OF  SIX  LECTURES  to  be  ddhered  by 
ll  W.  GORDON,  Esq.,  on '*  The  PnneipU  of  STARE  DECISIS 
Jmdiheueof  Preeedeni  in  Englith  Law;  iU  Hidorff,  Nature  and 

LiOTDBi. History— Common  Law  and  the  custom  of  tho 

Bealm— Traditional  law— Early  Courts  of  Common  Law— King 
Edward  I.  and  his  reform— The  Year  Books— Oracular  law— The 
fiwt  Digests— The  private  reporters— Coke's  Reports  and  tho 
old  reporters— Saunders'  Reports — Burrow's  Reports  and  the 
hter  reporters — The  stream  of  Decisa^Stare  dedtts  in  Chancery 
—The  Bcclesiastioal  Chancellors— Lord  Hardwicke's  rule— Lord 
Bdoa-- The  modem  system :  before  the  Judicature  Acts ;  at  the 
pmenttime. 

ta>  Ltcnm. The  logical  principle — Contrasted  systems— Prece- 
dent in  Roman  Law — Reewmea  prudentum—The   Emperor's 
NRfoiKa— Precedent  in  English  Law — Eridence  of  the  coatom  of 
L     the  Bealm — Oursue  Our<0--Cu8tom  of  Conveyancers— Custom  of 
[     meidtants — ^Tenures — ^Looal  customs — Interpretation— The  prin- 
!     elnle  cf  authority— Binding  force  of  deoiaions  in  Appeal  Courts- 
I    Or  a  line  of  coherent  decisions — ^The  principle  of  consistency — 
The  Comity  of  Courts— Economy  of  thought  and  time — Courts  of 
I     aHndmate  jurisdiction— The  fusion  of  Courts  and  communitv  of 
I     precedents — The  principle  of  deference — ^Deference  to  the  opinions 
L    of  eminent  lawyers :  to  decisions  of  foreign  Courts :  to  profes- 
f    noaal  opinion. 

■B  LicTUBi. Machinery— The  rudimentary  machinery  of  early 

I  times— The  Register— Books  of  entries— The  Year  Books— Old 
I>igS8ts— Ashe's  Table— Brook's  Abridgment,  ftc— Reports— The 
early  repOTtera— Coke's  method— Reports  of  the  time  of  Charles  II. 
—The  Eighteenth  Century  reports— Reporting  under  the  old 
■jatem— Journalist  reports — ^The  Council  of  Law  Reporting — 
Special  reports— The  modem  system— Digests  and  Text  Books. 

«*■  m  5th  LacTUBES. Tlie  principle  of  Stare  decisis  in  prac- 
tical working — ^The  deeisum — Classification  of  deciea — Original : 
■erring  as  points  of  origin  for  a  doctrine  or  a  rule — ^Revisional : 
■erring  to  adjust  the  expression  of  a  known  rule  or  to  cure  a  mis- 
apprehension— Corroborative :  serving  to  add  weight  to  an  exist- 

I  ing  rule— Expository :  serving  to  expound  a  rule  without  adding 
to  its  bmding  force— The  building  up  of  a  doctrine  by  means  of 


Tickets  for  Non-Members  to  be  obtained  at  the  Office  of  the  Council, 

LinoMs  Inn  Hall,  W.C. 


COUNCIL  OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 


MICHAELMAS  EXAMINATION,  1902. 


GENERAL  EXAMINATION  OP  STUDENTS  OF  TUB 
INNS  OF  COURT, 

Held  at  Qray's  Inn  Ball,  Uth,  loihy  ISth  and  llth  October,  1002 


FINAL  EXAMINATION. 
CLASS  I 

(In  order  of  merit.) 

Wilshere,  Alured  Myddelton«  Gray's  Inn. 
Jacobs,  Bertram,  Inner  Temple. 
Certificates  of  Honour. 

CLASS  IL 

Baker,  Harold  Trevor,  Inner  Temple. 
Baynes,  Korman  Hepburn,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Bretherton,  Cyril  Herbert  Emanuel,  Gray's  Inn. 
Cameron,  William  Scott,  Middle  Temple. 
Cohen,  George  Hubert,  Inner  Temple. 
Dastur,  Kaila>bad  Bhicaji,  Gray's  Inn. 
Fletcher,  John  Holland  Ballett,  Inner  Temple. 
Freeman,  Horace,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Goldberg,  Herbert  Walter,  Inner  Temple. 
Gupta,  Hamath  Sahai,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Holms,  John  Mitchell,  Inner  Temple. 
Keogh,  James  Lynch,  Gray's  Inn. 
Michelin,  William  Plunkett,  Middle  Tomplc. 
Nanoo,  Robert  John,  Gray's  Inn. 
Norvill,  Frederic  Harvey,  Inner  Temple. 
Rawlence,  Claud  Vivian,  Inner  Temple. 
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BobertiOD,  Hfiury  Oeorge,  Inner  Temple. 
ISimpmi,  Edward  OTerend,  Middle  Templa 
Smith,  Peicival  Frere,  Inner  Tempjhe. 
Williamt,  Balph  Augostin,  Inner  Temple. 

GLASS  ni. 

Adams,  John  Cokor,  Inner  Temple. 
Aq)inall,  John  Brid^,  Middle  Temple. 
Bertie,  Yere  Frederick,  Inner  Temple. 
Birob,  Samuel,  Gray's  Inn. 
Botrj-Pigott,  Dayrell,  Middle  Temple. 
Burrows,  Charles  Li<HieL,  Llnoolii's  Inn. 
Combo,  Robert  George  Nicholson,  Middle  Temple^ 
Corj-Wright,  Dudley,  Inn^r  Temple. 
Curtis- Bennett,  Henry  Uonywood,  Middle  Temple. 
Do  Jager,  Samuel  Jaoobns,  Middle  Templo. 
Dorman,  Bedford  Lockwood,  Inner  Temple. 
Dunbar,  James,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Frean,  William  Peek.  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Oa^nl,  GoYind  Kashinath,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Gazder,  Nusserwanji  Byramji,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Uaitley,  David  Harfey  Johann,  Middle  Temple. 
Hooiier,  Lewis  John  ISrio,  Inner  Temple. 
Hume,  Kdward  Archibald,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Johnson,  Eric  Townsend,  Inner  Temple. 
Kariapa,  Apparandra  Bohanna,  Middle  Temple. 
Khairaz,  Gullumhusein  Bahimtula,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Kingsbury,  George  Chadwick,  Middle  Temple. 
Lawton,  Arthur,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Lemon,  Arthur  Henry,  Linooiu's  Inn. 
Lttbeck.  Henry  Lewis,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Maitland,  John,  Inner  Temple. 
Martindcll,  Ernest  Walter,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Moore,  Prince  Edwin  Williim,  Middle  Temple. 
More,  Jitoper  Frederick,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Monc,  Francis  Alfred  Vivian,  Middle  Templo. 
Mnkerii,  Sarnt  Sasi,  Gray's  Inn. 
Mulliok,  Devendra  Kumar,  Gray's  Inn. 
Paschal  is.  Neoptoiemos,  Middle  Temple. 
Keisi,  Golfrey  Emil,  Inner  Temple. 
lUttner,  George  Hermann,  Inner  Temple. 
Rorich,  Charles  William,  Middle  Temple. 
Samad,  Muhamed  Abdul,  Gray's  Inn. 
Sawhny,  Boiih  Baj,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Shoe,  Pstrick,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Singh,  Kanwar  Maharaj,  Middle  Temple. 
Smitb,  Thomas,  Inner  Temple.     . 
Sulherlnnd-Gneme,  Patrick  Neale,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Taylour,  Alfred  Robert,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Thomas,  Arthur  Augustus,  Inner  Temple. 
Tyabji,  Faiz  Hassan  Bndrudin,  Middle  Temple. 
Vttletta,  John  Paul,  Inner  Temple. 
Visram,  Musa  Hassambhoy,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
WUle,  Ge  irge.  Middle  Temple. 

Examined,  82.    Passed,  70. 

Three  Candidates  were  ordered  not  to  be  admitted  for  examination 
Again  until  the  Easter  Examination,  1903. 


The  fallowing  Students  passed  In  Roman  Law  :■ 

CLASS  I. 
Screech,  Alfred  Leonard,  Middle  Temple. 

CLASS  n. 

Bury,  William  Stanlev,  Inner  Temple. 
Coombs,  William  Walter,  Middle  Temple. 
Curtis,  Richard  Henry,  Middle  Temple. 
Hepwortb,  George  Musgrave,  Inner  Temple. 
MoKenna,  Harold,  Inner  Templ& 
Moor,  William  Ernest  St.  Clair,  Middle  Temple. 
Porter,  Alexander,  Middle  Temple. 


Ribeiro,  Henry  Francisoo,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Tetley,  John  Baptiste,  Gray's  Inn. 
Yaidya,  Yishvanath  Prabhuram,  Middle  Temple. 
Ward,  Arnold  Sondwith,  Inner  Temple. 
Whitley,  Michael  Henry,  Inner  Temple. 
Willes,  Richard  Augustus,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

CLASS  IIL 

Ahmad,  Sved  Sultan,  Gray's  Inn. 
Baker,  Edgar  Arthur  Charles  Ballantioe,  Gray's  Ion. 
Banning,  Henry  Burton  Smeed,  Inner  Temple. 
Blake,  Maurice  Bemal,  Inner  Temple. 
Brocklehurst,  Frederick,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Brough,  Harold  John,  Middle  Temple. 
Buchanan,  Douglas  Mudie,  Inner  Temple. 
Burrows,  Charles  Lionel,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Cama,  Camajee  Kayrojee,  Gray's  Inn. 
Chadwiek,  John  Moor  Knighton,  Middle  Temple. 
Chiziola,  Clarence  Achilles  Palmer,  Middle  Temple. 
Cohen,  DaTid  Lennard,  Inner  Temple. 
Cornish,  Lionel  John,  Gray's  Inn. 
Daru,  Nanabhai  DayabhaC  Gray's  Inn. 
Denison,  John  Led^^rd,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Drummond,  William  Herbert,  Inner  Temple. 
Duncan,  James  Grant,  Inner  Temple. 
Dunn,  Hpenoor  Gr»me,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Edge,  William,  Middle  Temple. 
Ellis,  Arthur  Edmund,  Middle  Temple. 
Finuoane,  Morgan  Ignatius,  Middle  Temple. 
Goodman,  Alfred  WOliam,  Gray's  Inn. 
Greene,  Gerald  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 
^Greenwood,  Augustus  (George,  Middle  Temple. 
"Headlam,  Cuthbert  Morley,  Inner  Temple. 
Hosidn,  Sheikh  Makbul,  Middle  Temple. 
Hyder-Beg,  M^rza,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Kennedy,  Alfred  Ravensoroft,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Khan,  Abdul  Rahim,  Gray's  Inn. 
Kirlew,  Thomas  OllTer,  Linooiu's  Inn. 
Law,  Charles  Ewan,  Middle  Temple. 
Loewenthal,  Frederick  Kimbarley,  Lincoln's  Ion. 
Macfadyen,  Eric,  Inner  Temple. 
Maitland,  Graham  Macdowell,  Inner  Temple. 
BrCrtagh-Tbomhill,  Michael  Christopher,  Inner  Temple. 
Mir,  Hasan  Ali,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Monteath,  James,  Inner  Temple. 
Oakey,  Godfrey  James,  Inner  Temple. 
Orr,  John  Wellesley,  Middle  Temple. 
Rsjendra,  RamanaUian,  Inner  Temple. 
Ramdas,  Snryakani,  Middle  Temple. 
Rees,  Dayid,  Inner  Temple. 
Robots,  Hugh  Trehame  Llewellyn,  Inner  Temple* 
Saldanha,  Theodorico  Sayidra,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Sduderson,  Robert  Bruce,  Inner  Temple. 
Sen,  Prosanto  Kumar,  Gray's  Inn. 
Simner,  Percy  Reginald  Owen  Abel,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Simpson,  Edward  Oyerend,  Middle  Temple. 
Simpson,  Thomas,  Inner  Temple. 
Tarachand,  Nowroji  Merwanji,  Middle  Temple. 
Wells,  Edward  Glossop,  Inner  Temple. 
Wroughton,  John  Bartholomew,  Inner  Temple. 
Zarif,  Syed  Mohammad,  Gray's  Inn. 

Examined,  102.    Passed,  67. 

Eight  Candidates  were  ordered  not  to  be  admitted  for  examiniA 
again  until  the  Easter  Examination,  1903. 


The  Mowing  Students  passed  in  ConstUutiondl  Iav  tfi 
Legal  History : — 

CLASS  L 

Jacobs,  Bertram,  Inner  Templ& 

Leonard,  Robert  Galloway  Louis^Gray's  Ins. 
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CLASS  II. 


Botterill,  Percy  Darnville,  Inner  Temple. 

Corbett,  Alan  Frederick,  Inner  Temple. 

Darwin,  Bomanl  Richard  Merion,  Inner  Temple. 

Faas,  Herbert  Einest,  Inner  Temple. 

Finn,  James  William,  Middle  Temple. 

Gfrynn,  John  Orowther,  Inner  Temple. 

Jago,  William,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Kennedy,  Alfred  RavenBcrof  t,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

lA)pea,  Adolph  Engene,  Middle  Temple. 

Macaakie,  Nicholas  Lechmero  Cunningham,  Gray's  Inn. 

Memman,  Prank  Boyd,  Inner  Temple. 

Boberto,  Arthur  William  Rymer,  Inner  Temple. 

Sootk,  Archibald  Malcolm  Henderson,  Middle  Temple. 

Tha  Hnyin,  Lincoln's  Inn.  ^ 

CLASS  IIL 

Ahmad,  Syed  Sultan,  Gray*8  Inn. 

Atkinson,  Boberk  Hugh  Montgomery  Buddie,  Middle  Temple. 

Baerlein  Percy  Herbert  Arthur,  Middle  Temple. 

Mmes,  Lionel  Hickman,  Inner  Temple. 

Barrett-Leonard,  Ffienncs  Cecil  Arthur,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

iwynes,  Norman  Hepburn,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Beveridge,  Harold  William,  Inner  Temple. 

Boee,  Atul  Kumar,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Brown,  Emmanuel  Joseph  Peter,  Inner  Temple. 

Buckle,  Vidal  James,  Gmy's  Inn. 

Bory.  William  Stanley,  Inner  Temple. 

Chowdhry,  Bhupendia  Nath.  Gray's  Inn. 

Colledge,  John  Theodore,  Inner  Temple. 

Das,  Hamam,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Deen,  Mohamed  Jalalnd,  Inner  Temple. 

IJodd,  George  Lawrence  Ashley,  Inner  Temple. 

Donald,  William  Pennington,  Gray's  Inn. 

Drucquer,  Maurice  Nathaniel,  Middle  Temple. 

Dn  Cfoz,  Charles  Frederick,  Middle  Temple. 

Dndman^  Robert  Edward  Albert.  Gray's  Inn. 

KTans,  Trevor  Morse,  Inner  Temple. 

Gathorne-Hardy,  Geoffrey  Malcolm,  Inner  Temple. 

Jjatley,  JoLn  Clement  Carpenter,  Inner  Templo. 

Olencijwa,  JAmes  Reginald  Morshead,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Hadfield,  Ernest  Harry  Loveiseed,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Hagley,  Daniel,  Middle  Temple. 

Harding,  Harry  Harcourt.  Gray's  Inn. 

Hartree,  Cyril,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Helm,  James  Howard,  Inner  Temple. 

Hendenjon,  Walter  Edward  Bonhote,  Middle  Temple. 

aiggiDs,  George  Herbert,  Inner  Temple. 

Honter,  Richard  Frederick,  Gray's  Inn. 

Ibrahim,  Abou-el-Magd,  Inner  Temple. 

t"?"^.¥^^**""^<*  Muzaffar.  Middle  Temple* 

^tt,  Sidney  Frederick,  Middle  Temple. 

Jacomb,  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 

Johnson.  Peter  Randall,  Inner  Temple. 

Kershaw,  Frank,  Inner  Temple, 

^f?' Kazi  Abdul  Salam,  Inner  Temple. 

Kidd,  Hugh  Lionel,  Middle  Temple. 

lAmb,  Sidney  Herbert,  Middle  Temple. 

ittunro,  Ranald  Martin  Cunliffe,  Inner  Temple. 

O'Connor,  John  Edward,  Middle  Temple. 

J^ny,  Ernest  John,  Gray's  Inn. 

Pereiro,  Daniel  Viegas,  Gray's  Inn. 

Pittman,  William,  Middle  Temple. 

^id,  Mohammed,  Middle  Temple. 

gfga^  Robert  Stanislaus,  Middle  Temple. 

oeu,  rro^anto  Kumar,  Gray's  Inn. 

Beton,  Christopher  Elphinatone.  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Bimuer,  Percy  Reginald  Owen  Abel,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Bimpson,  Edward  Overend,  Middle  Temple. 

Bimth-Carington,  Neville  Woodford,  Inner  Temple. 

Bjephens,  Thomas  Smithson,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Thomson,  William  Bannatyne,  Middle  Temple. 

vemer.  Oliver  William,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

ward,  Arnold  Sondwith,  Inner  Temple. 

Wliitaeld,  Allen  Bertrand,  Middle  Temple. 

Whitley,  Michael  Henry,  Inner  Temple. 

Whit  worth,  John  Haworth,  Inner  Templo. 


Wing,  Tycho,  Inner  Temple. 

Wynn,  William  John.  Middle  Temple. 

Zfld,  Tehmuras  Dadabhoy,  Middle  Temple. 

Note.— The  Special  Prize  was  not  awarded. 

Examined,  121.    Passed,  79. 

Fuur  Candidates  were  ordered  not  to  be  admitted  for  oxaminatioii 
again  until  the  Easter  Examination,  1903. 


The  following  Students  passed  a  satisfactory  examination  in 
Evidence,  Procedure  (Civil  and  Criminal),  and  Criminal  Law. 

CLASS  I. 

Andrewcs-Uthwatt,  Augustus,  Gray's  Inn. 
Burrows,  Roland,  Inner  Temple. 
Harnett,  Edward  St  Clair,  Gray's  Inn. 
Higgins,  George  Herbert,  Inner  Temple. 
Leonard,  Robert  Galloway  Lewis,  Gray's  Inn. 
Lopez,  Adolph  Eugene,  Middle  Temple. 
Moonan,  William  Herbert.  Middle  Temple. 
Pegg.  Percy  William,  Middle  Temple. 
Simpson,  Edward  Orerend,  Middle  Temple. 
Sproule,  James  Hugh  CoUingwood,  Middle  Temple. 
Watmough,  Frank  Outhbert,  Middle  Temple. 
Wille,  George,  Middle  Temple. 

CLASS  II. 

Aga,  Gulamdastgir  Kadirdad  Khan,  Inner  Templo. 
Alabaster,  Chaloner  Grenyillo,  Inner  Temple. 
Anderson,  Neville,  Inner  Temple. 
Berkeley,  Henry  SegraTe,  Middle  Temple. 
Burgld,  Edwin  Cooper,  Gray's  Inn. 
Chryssafinis,  Nicholas  George,  Middle  Temple. 
Costcllo,  Leonard  Wilfred  James,  Inner  Temple. 
Cuthbertson,  Thomas,  Junr.,  Inner  Temple. 
Elliot,  Frederick  Bamaid,  Inner  Temple. 
Harris,  Edward  Henry,  Gray's  Inn. 
Hyder-Beg,  Mirza,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Jacobs,  Bertram,  Inner  Temple. 
Landers,  Thomas,  Middle  Temple. 
Low,  John  Spencer,  Middle  Temple. 
Merriman,  Frank  Boyd,  Inner  Temnlo. 
Alohammad.  Sheikh  Dost,  Lincoln's' Inn. 
Segar,  Robert  Stanislaus,  Middle  Temple. 
Shillington,  John  Melyille,  Inner  Temple. 
Simner,  Percy  Reghiald  Owen  Abel,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Smith,  Colin,  Inner  Temple. 
Smith,  Percival  Frere,  Inner  Temple. 
Stutchbury,  Harold  Owen,  Inner  Temple. 
Thorpe,  Charles  Herbert,  Inner  Temple. 

CLASS  HL 
Andrew,  Edwyn  Silverlock,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Azhar,  Syed  Ali,  Middle  Temple. 
Black,  Charles  Crofton,  Middle  Temple. 
Booth,  Sydney  Russell,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Bridge,  Eric  Andrew,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Buckle,  Vidal  James,  Gray's  Inn. 
Bush,  Francis  Robert,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Charon,  Andre,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Churchill,  Gordon  Seton,  Inner  Temple. 
Curtis,  Richard  Henry,  Middle  Temple. 
Dickinson,  Benjamin,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Dodd,  George  Lawrence  Ashley,  Inner  Temple. 
Draper,  Reginald  William,  Middle  Temple. 
Earls,  James  Henry,  Middle  Temple. 
Ellis,  Charles  Bower  Badclyffe,  loner  Temple. 
Elphinstone,  Lancelot  Heniy,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
Evans,  Trevor  Morse,  Inner  Temple. 
Fletcher,  John  Holland  Ballett.  Inner  Temple. 
Goldberg,  Herbert  Walter,  Inner  Temple. 
Gupta,  Jotindra  Chandra,  Gray's  Inn, 
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Hardinff,  Harry  Harcourt,  Gray's  Inn. 

Helm,  James  Howard,  Inner  Temple. 

Hult,  Philip  DamtnjTi  Inner  Temple. 

Horton,  Alt)crt.  Middle  Temple. 

Hueaio,  Sheikh  Makbul,  Middle  Temple. 

Haiton,  John  Timothy  Darcy,  Inner  Temple. 

Jaoomb,  Edward,  Inner  Temple. 

Johnson,  Erie  Townsend,  Inner  Temple. 

Kidd,  Hugh  Lionel,  Middle  Temple. 

Lemon,  Arthur  Henry,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Lewis,  Henry  William.  Mid«lio  Temple. 

Lewii>,  Lewis,  Middle  Temple. 

Lincolo,  John  Belrontb,  Inner  Temple. 

Lloyd,  Ernest  Arthur  Charles,  Midi  lie  Temple. 

Maclean,  Allan  Somerset  Hope,  Middle  Templo. 

Marshall,  Arthur  Harold,  Qray's  Inn. 

Mehra,  Nehal  Ghand,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

Munro,  Ranald  Martin  Cunliffe,  Inner  Temple. 

Navar,  Taravata  Gopolan,  Middle  Templo. 

Oakes,  William  John,  Gray's  Inn. 

Russell,  Arthur  Claude  Hamilton,  Inner  Temple. 

Scanlan,  Albert  Augustas,  Middle  Temple. 

Sharma,  Lakshmi  Chand,  Gray's  Inn. 

Stanford,  George  Duncan,  Middle  Temple. 

Sualy,  Kbimji  Khatan,  Gray's  Inn. 

Sutherland,  Donald  George,  Middle  Temple. 

Wahid,  Abdul,  Lincoln*8  Inn. 

Word,  Arnold  Sandwith,  Inner  Temple. 

Watt,  Ernest  Loraine,  Inner  Temple. 

Whyte,  Charles  Graham,  Inner  Templa 

Williams,  Sydney  Ernest,  Inner  Temple. 

Wills,  Victor  Butler,  Middle  Temple. 

Wood-Smith,  Henry  Stephen,  Lincoln's  Inn. 

The  Special  Prize  of  £50  for  the  best  oxamiiution  in  Euidencc, 
Procedure,  and  Criminal  Law  awarded  to 

AndrewcB-Uthwatt,  Augustus,  Gray's  Inn. 

Examined,  121.    Poasod,  88. 

Four  Candidates  were  ordered  not  to  be  admitted  for  examination 
Mcain  until  the  Easter  Examination,  1903,  and  O  e  Candidate  until 
the  Trinity  Examin  ition,  1903. 


By  Order  of  the  Council, 

(Signed)  Alfrkd  G.  Mahtek, 

Oliairm:npro  tern. 
Council  Ch.\mber,  Lincoln's  Inn. 
BUt  October,  1902. 


IKOORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 
PRELIMINARY  EXAMINATION. 


THE  FOLLOWING  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ARE  IN 
ALPHABETICAL  ORDER)  WERE  SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 
FBELIMINARY  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  THE  16th  and 
16th  OCTOBER,  1902  :— 


Alexander  Wares  Allan 
Albert  Ashbv  Armiield 
Harold  Brooke  Ashford 
Guy  White  Beor 
Edwin  Dennis  Berry 
Edgar  Authur  Bleckley 
James  Mawdcsley  Braoder 
Archibald  Viconrs  Bright 
Arthur  Eingsley  Briglit 
Arthur  Seymour  Neaic  Bubb 
Benjamin  Buss 


George  Ralph  Channer 
George  Clark 
Harry  Mison  Cleaver 
Stephen  Pugh  Cohen 
Royes  Stanley  Coled 
Arthur  George  Colson 
Vernon  Willoughby  Cooke 
Tom  Openshaw  Coupe 
Timothy  James  Crawley 
William  Wilson  Crompton 
James  Artiiur  Crook 


Frederick  Orowte 

Harold  Webster  Crowther 

Ralph  Dadd 

Cecil  Halsted  Dale 

Charles  Augustus  Diivii 

Henry  Lardner  Dennys 

Jiihn  Birley  Dewhurst 

Geoffrey  Dixon 

Robert  Carr  Dodds 

Arthur  Noel  Enland 

Robert  Alfred  Enright 

Percy  Harold  Fortey 

Baitholomew  Foskett 

Arthure  Redfem  Gartside 

Hallam  Gwilym  Hebditob  Griffith 

John  Frederick  Guitliium') 

Cecil  Sutton  Montis  Harding 

Ernest  John  Hempsoi 

John  Edward  Sheridan  Hiokey 

Victor  William  John  Hobbs 

Carleton  Colquhoun  Holm:*8 

John  Stank-y  Holt 

Guy  Robert  Howard 

Arthur  Ernest  Hunt 

William  Burgess  Johnson 

Robert  Yizer  Lukin  Johnston 

Edward  Jones 

Stanley  Kent 

William  Martin  Enoyle 

William  Ewart  Gladstone  Kynocli 

Albert  Edward  Lauder 

William  Gordon  Launder 

Frank  Ashley  Lavender 

Henry  Leo 

William  Robertson  Low 

Arthur  Gorbutt  Lunt 

William  LvUs 

Richard  Wardle  Lynn 

Joseph  Crowthor  Makinson 

George  Maw 

Arthur  Albert  Millichip 

Cecil  Cooper  Milligan 

Gerald  Francis  Hamilton  Moore 


I  Evan  David  Morgan 

I  Owen  Morgan 

'  Ralph  Munday 

I  Harry  Moss  Myers 

I  Robert  Fiands  Wayie  Nelson 

Thomas  N<^idg8 

George  Harold  Okell 

John  Bate  Oliver 

Roland  Herbert  Owen 

Reginald  Milward  Jason  Parker 

Frederick  Got  dm  Parlous 

James  Hawkins  Pawlyn 

Francis  Gedge  Pearson 

Walter  Leslie  Platts 

Walter  Edward  Poole 

Bdwaid  Garroway  Cope  Proctor 

David  Eawlinsou 

David  Kenvyn  Rees 

Robert  Owen  Roberta 

William  John  Roberts 

Morley  Roberti-Jouea 

George  Robinson 

Norman  Huntly  Robinson 

Charles  Browett  Seager 

Blake  Gordon  Sherry 

Goorge  Milman  Smerdon 

Edgar  Smith 

Frederick  Norman  Smith 

Harry  Hamilton  Speakinaa 

Eric  Howard  Stanley 

James  Graham  Symcs 

David  Morgan  Thomas 

Gilbert  David  Edgar  Tbooias 
I  Henry  Thorpe 

Percy  Timperley 
I  Thomas  Obarles  Durand  Tippefli 

Clarence  Samuel  Tomlinsou 
I  Robert  Edgar  Wadsworih 
I  Geoffrey  Cresswell  WaU 
'  John  Duncan  Wells 

Leslie  Charles  Lea  Wilson 
!  Alfred  Wood 

Bertram  Beginall  Yorka 


By  Order  of  the  Council, 

£.  W.  Williamson, 

SeerdofTi. 
Law  Soc»t7*s  Hall,  Cbancut  Lani, 
Octdber  31«<,  1902. 

APPOINTMENTS. 

Richard  Horton  Smitli,  Edq.,  K.O.,  has  been  elected  Treasoier  of  tiw 
Hon.  Society  of  Lincoln's  Inn  for  the  ensuing  year  in  suceeaskn  to 
BIr.  Justice  Eekewich. 

A.  R.  Kirby,  Esq.,  has  been  appointed  by  the  Hon.  SociiAy  of 
Lincoln*s  Ion  08  one  of  their  represontatives  on  the  Incorpontei 
Council  of  Law  Reporting  for  England  and  Wales  in  the  place  d 
W.  C.  Renshaw,  Esq.,  K.0 ,  resigned. 


PROFESSIONAL  PARTNERSHIPS  DISSOLYBa 


Douglas  Morey  Ford  and  Alfred  William  Daiihper  (D  lUglas  Fed 
&  Dashper),  Solicitors  and  Notaries,  Portsmouth,  H^ti.  T%» 
partnenhip  expired  July  81,  the  goodwill  reverting  to  D.  1£  F«jrJ, 
pursuant  to  articles  of  partnership. 

Henry  0*Brien  0*Donoghue  and  William  Charles  Cullings  Absob, 
(O'Doooghue  ft  Anson),  Solicitors,  Bristol  and  Clevedon,  Somsnct.  by 
mutual  consent  as  from  September  29.  The  business  will  is  fatuie 
be  carried  on  at  the  sime  places  by  H.  O.  O'Donoghue  in  «P*rt; 
nership  with  Barre  Robert  Blachray  Forbe«,  under  the  Arm 
0*Donoghnp,  Anson  &  Forbes. 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.,  cloth,  278.  Gd.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1899. 
\*  The  Sapplsniflint  can  be  had  ieparately^  limp  oloth,  as,  6d. 

DARBY    and    BOSAKTQXJEZT 

OV  THS 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

BY 

F.  A.  BOSANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCH  ANT,  Barrister-at-Law. 


"Twenty-Bix  years  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanquet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  Limits- 
tboB.  During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  having 
leeD  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
snmlt  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  the 
iiiervil  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Beal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  the 
l^oSee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  mo<Ufy,  or  settle  many  points  relating  to 
delimitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  Mr. 
^ftnnqnet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examination 
K  id  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  reliable 
lUile  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  follows 
IriiBtantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprisS  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  ahready  mentioned,  it  has 
heome  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.*' — Law  Quarterly  Beview. 

LoHDOV:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  di  SONS,  Limttid.  Law  Publishsbs,  7,  Flkbt  Stbsbt,  E.G. 


NOW  READY.     Demy  Svo.,  cloth,  10«. 


i  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

By  H.  D.  CHALMERS,  CS-L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

U&or  of  A  Dig€9i  of  (h$  Law  of  BiRs  of  ExchangB,"*  «  Th$  SaU  of  Oocds  Acf^  including  th$  Factcri  Acts,''  ie. 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  Allianoe,  Marine  and  General  Assurance  Co.,  Ltd. 

"  Tte  book  to  ft  Bu«t  ooDdw  and  TahuOde  acpoeitkm  of  tlie  eztotlng  law,  and  we  cordially  reoomnmid  It  to  all  who  hava  to  do  with  naitno  iii9araiioa."^»4V<iV  TwiM^. 
*  We  fcel  aura  that  both  lawjan  and  the  iMrcantUe  world  wlU  welcome  this  addition  to  legal  Uteratnra/'— Xaw  Timet, 


LoHDOS : .  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limitkd.  Law  Publishers,  7.  Flsxt  Strxbt,  E.O. 


[HE 


NOW  BEADT.    Third  Edition.    Boyal  Svo.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26«.,  doth ;  for  cash,  2U.  (postage  7d.). 

RELATIONSHIP  OF  UNDLORD  AND  TENANT. 


Sy     SDOJBLR     FOA, 


Of  the  Iniier  Temple,  BanrirteMkt-Law. 

>  *AilttdaidtTCillMon«haaMidmiUwof  laod]oi«andteDaDt."--a>»oafr«'/oMr^ 

>  *"  Mhapa  the  aoatlBiportaDt  work  on  tUa  branch  of  the  kwwhkbhMVUKtoito  appeanwie  In  n«     jeara."— low  Timet. 


Lokdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitid,  Law  Publibhkbs,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.O. 
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Seemd  Bdition,  thorong^y  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  doth,  88s. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS    OF     ENGLAND. 


By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  tiie  Middle  Temple*  B«nister-at-Law ;   LUR  London  Univenity;   B.A.9  late  Scholar  and  Stodent  of  Trini^  Q/fik(B^ 
Dublin;  Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Eqnity;   Holder  of  oe  Firat  Certificate  of  Honour.  Mirhaelmaa,  2869; 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Brett'a  ConTeyandnfl^  Acta ;  Author  of  Brett* a  Bankruptcy  Act,  2883^  and  of 
Leading  Caaea  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Society. 


which 


*«*  The  nudn  idea  of  thif  book  is  to  bring  into  ipedal  pioiBinenoe  the  pmeut  and  living  lawi  and  only  to  deal  with  part  lav,  or  tiiaft 
sh  ifl  pndically  obaolete,  so  far  aa  it  is  neoeflsazy  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  pieaent 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


"We  are  glad  to  obeerve  in  the  pxeoeni  edition  the  marks  of  oarofol 
revision.  ...  It  ia  a  oomprehenalTe  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
oontained  in  a  marvellously  small  oompaes,  well  arranged,  and  so 
oontrived  by  the  insertum  of  illustrative  oases  and  eztraots,  as  to  be 
interesting  instead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
Ust  of  leading  reoent  oases  is  added,  the  eifeot  of  ttiem  being  abortly 
stated.  The  aooount  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  oonunended  as  a  very  good  pieoe  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
lieen  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
oonvenient  aiie  of  the  vdumesL"— ^SSoIiottori'  JowmaJL 

''The  soooess  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appeanuQoe,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  fully  aanaed,  fbr 


we  already  have  before  us  a  seoond  edition.  •  .  •  Mr.  Brett  k 
singularly  Ibrtunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  oil 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  aiForded  an  q^porlmiiV! 
of  availing  hunself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  sad  M 
oriticiBm  <^  his  reviewers,  by  oorrectinff  the  emn  which  wen  i^ 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  un 
Acts  whidi  have,  since  the  publication  of  nia  first  edition, 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exoeedingly  active  legiBlitnia' 

''The  compilation  has  been  done  with  eare^  and  the  new 
up  to  date,  aM  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last 
UmNUu. 


pBlstaa*<« 
baa»aq 


Lovdoh:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Lixitbd,  Law  Publishbms,  7,  Flbr  Stbbbt,  E.C. 
Bevewih  Editiatu     BoytU  Svo.^  cloth,  889. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY! 

Oontainiiiff  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the 
Acta,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Olosnre)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  BiUs  of  I 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Prifate  Arrangements  1 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statute  Bnles,  Qiden  ( 
Forms,  indnding  Forms  of  Statotory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

QEORQE  YOUNG   ROBSON,   Esq., 

BarriBter-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

"In  spUe  of  rivals,  JBoitoa's  Law  and  PraMte  in  Baalmipley— an  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  PMitioa  ial 
ntetatnre.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventii  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  consequentiy  tiiat  ifl 
the  Aot  of  1890  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Bey<md  thiB  \ 
aie  no  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  reoent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptt^  remains  an  efficient  and  1^ 
text-book.'*— Lots  Timet, 

^'This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  oonsequenoe  of  fii<  1 
important  cases  recentiy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desiraUa.  We  compliment  the  leaned  aathar  c 
wisdom  of  kec^ng  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankmploy  won  1 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shall  be  able  to  aocord  I 
editions  the  same  praise.'*— law  Noim.  


London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  ^  SONS,  LmmD,  Law  PrBL»eDERs, 
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t  trnWedMUdofg,  tta  SiAdoy  #f  Dmstmhtr,  1902,  and  tvmiMte  «» fiMadaf ,  tte 6tt«l4jr^  Janwvrg.  1M3,  Mftdiit <Mliit<M. 


I     COUNCIL   OF  LEGAL  EDUCATION. 

Mm  Goimoil  will  shortly  oonuder  tho  appointment  of  an 
^  Aasistant  Beader  in  "  Equity" 


GoancU  will  be  glad  to  receive  not  later  thnn  Friday^  21  si 
',  at  the  Office  of  the  Conncil,  Lincoln's  Inn  Hall,  the  names 
^  SBotlomen  who  are  desirous  of  being  appointeJ,  together  with 
'flrtimomals  they  may  wish  to  submit  to  the  Council. 


Lvoou's  Inr  Hall. 
13r&  November,  1902. 


FSEDSBICK  DaPP, 

Clerk  of  the  CouncU. 


Samuel  Hall,  Esq ,  K.G.,  Vioe-Chanoellor  of  tho  C!oiinty  Pabtina 
of  Lancaster. 

Balph  Littler,  Esq ,  C.B.,  K.O. 

Paynton  Pigott,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law,  D.L.,  Chief  Constable  of 
the  County  of  Norfolk. 

John  HoUams,  Esq.  (of  the   firm   of  Hollams,  Sons,  Coward  ^ 
Hawksley),  has  received  the  Honour  of  Knighthood. 


PROFESSIONAL  PABTNEBSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

r  21    The  KING  was  this  day  pleased  to  confer  the  honour 
I  Knighthood  upon  the  following  Gentlemen: — 


William  Eley  and  John  Nightingale  Winch  (Eley  ft  WinohX 
Mioitors,  d8  and  94,  Ohaneery  Lane,  by  mutual  oonseni  as  from 
June  1.    The  business  will  be  carried  on  in  future  by  W.  El^. 

Albert  Thomas  Mills  and  Thomas  Ashby  Neodham  (Mills  ft 
Needham),  Solicitors,  Manchester,  by  mutaal  oonaeBi  as  fhxn 
November  1.  The  said  T.  A.  Needbam  will  continue  the  bosimegs 
in  his  own  name  at  same  address. 


Just  Published.    In  8  vols.,  royal  8yo.,  cloth,  £2  10«. ;  cash  price,  £2  (postage,  U.). 

le  LAW  of  RAILWAY  and  CAUAL  TRAFFIC. 

BT 

EDWARD  BOYLE,  K.G.,  and  THOMAS  WAGHORN,  Barriater-aUaw. 

nth  a  complete  epitome  of  the  Facts,  Arguments,  and  Judgments  of  every 

important  case  from  1830  to  1901. 

LoHDOB ;  WILLIAM  CLOWES  Sa  SONS.  Ldcitm).  La.v  PraLismmg.  7.  Fumt  SntiBr.  B.O. 
Demy  8to.,  doth,  80<. ;  cash  price,  84t.  (postage  7d.). 

lOMSON'S  COMPENDIUM  OF  MODERN  EQUITY. 

Primarily  for  ihe  use  of  PractitionerB  in  the  Chancery  Division— abo  for  Bar  Stndenti  and  Oandidatea  foi 

Hononrs  at  the  Law  Institution. 

r.       By  ANDREW  THOMSON,  Esq.,  B.A.,  LL.D.,  Barrister^t-Law, 

'ttnttly  Lecturer  oa  Equity  to  the  Inooiporated  Law  Sodety ;  aad  afterwaida  FNfBm  of  Bqvi^  to  the  Inas  of  Conrt;  AiitlHff  of  a 
Treatise  on  the  Equity  PraotMo  of  the  County  Court  (with  Ftooedeata). 

lAmnm:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldotid,  Law  PtolishibSi  7,  Fuer  Strbst,  E.CL^i^ 
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Second  Bditlont  thorougiily  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  doth,  888. 
Cash  Price,  808.  (postage,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS    OF     ENGLAND] 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple*  Bamster-at-Law ;   LUB.  London  Unirenitr;  B.A.,  late  Sdiolar  and  Student  of  Trini^  Colk|| 
Dnblin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;   Holder  of  ue  Firat  Certificate  of  Honour.  Michaelmai,  1869;   ^ 
Joint  Anthor  of  Cleiice  and  Bretf  a  Conveyandnip  Acta ;  Author  of  Bretf  a  Bankrupt^  Act,  1883^  and  of 
Leading;  Caiea  in  Modem  Equity;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooety. 

%*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  speoiBl  pvomineaoe  the  pteaent  and  liying  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  pait  law,  or  ibi 
whioh  is  pzactioally  obsolete,  ao  far  as  it  is  Deoeeaazy  to  enable  the  leader  to  undentand  the  pzeflent 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


*  We  are  glad  to  obaenre  in  the  proaent  edition  the  marka  of  oareftil 
leriaion.  ...  It  is  a  comprehenaive  outlino  of  eziating  Bngliah  law, 
eontained  in  a  marrelloualy  small  compaaa,  well  arranged,  and  ao 
oontrived  by  the  insertion  of  illoatratiTe  oasea  and  extraota,  aa  to  be 
intereating  Inatead  of  lepulsiTe  to  the  student  On  aome  aubjeota  a 
list  of  leading  leoent  oases  is  added,  the  effect  of  tiiem  being  ahortly 
Stated.  The  aooount  of  the  Settled  Land  Acta,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  oommended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  expoaition.  The  index  has 
been  improyed,  and  a  word  muat  be  said  as  to  the  attraotiye  type  and 
Qonyenient  aize  of  the  yolumea."— fioUottori'  JauimaX, 

"The  auooess  which  we  predicted  for  tide  book  on  its  first 
a{^peaianee,  only  a  year  ago^  saema  to  be  now  fully  aaanzed,  for 


we  already  haye  before  ns  a  seoond  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bielt 
ainguhirly  fortunate   in  being  called  upon  ao  aoon  to  bnng  ' 
a  new  edition,  beoauae  he  has  thus  been  affoided  aa  oppartr 
of  ayailing  himself  of  the   snggestiona   of  his   iMends,  sad 
oritioism  of  his  reyiewera,  by  oorreotinff  the  emna  which 
eyitaUe  in  a  first  edition,  and  alao  of  incorporating  the 
Acta  whioh  haye^  auioe  the  publication  of  nis  first  editioD, 
plaoed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  aetiye  legishtDia'' 
IMW  JowmtU. 

«The  compilation  baa  been  done  with  eare,  and  the  new  sditefl 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  inolude  the  legislation  of  last  Mwa.'-^, 


LoHDOii:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  J^  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Flbr  Stbsbt,  £.C. 


Seventh  Edition*     Royal  Sva.^  cloth,  38e* 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY 

Oontainiiiff  a  foil  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  inclnding  the  Law  onder  the 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankmptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  I 
Ada,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Jndicatnre  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Prifate  Arrangements  1 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Boles,  Orden  1 
Forms,  indnding  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq.. 

Barrlster-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

"In  spite  of  riyals,  fiobMm't  Xois  and  PraeUM  in  ^anXtrupfey— an 

literature.    It  haa  now  entered  its  seyenth  edition.    The  sixth  edition        .  ,    .   ,        ,  „    „« 

the  Aet  of  1890  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with.    The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  ia  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  wl™i^»y<5  ™JJ5 
aie  no  changes.    The  judicial  decisions  of  reoent  yearn  are  duly  noted,  and  BoUwn  on  Bankmptey  remains  an  eflldsnt  aan  H^hhw 
text"book.''~*Xaif  IVmm. 

-Thia  atandard  work  on  bankmptey  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wiaely  consideiing  that,  in  ^S^^^^J^^ 
important  cases  lecentty  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  waa  deairable.    We  «ppl>™«^^ttie^leaj[i^^ 
wisdom  of  keeping  hia  work  weU  up  to  date.    Of  thia  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  aa  of  others,  no  prw^oiwr  ^*^,^?^I^J23ftS 
be  without  it;  and  aa  kmg  aa  the  author  puiauea  the  wise  oourae  of  issuing  fieah  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  ahaU  be  aWe  to  aoocsa  n^ 

editions  the  aame  praiae." — ^Lois  ^oisf . 


1-ohdon:  WU4j1AM  O^iOWES  h  SONS,  LfMirip.  Jjam  Publibhbrs,  7,  S'wp  S™"!^|^^' 
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OhMp  mtUm.   lUwtntod.   i  toL,  demy  9ro^  dtotb,  lOi. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB,    SEBJEANT   PULLING, 

toUiiiing  the  Earlj  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  OonrtB  at  Weftminster 
Hall  derived  from  itr— 4ihe  Jasticiar-*the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Ooif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — the  Inns 
of  Oourt— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Benoh  and  the  Bar— Keoords  and  Memoin  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Sooial  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovatioiis  on 
Ihe  dd  Institution. 
**A  monument  of  well-digMtedresesNh.  .  .  .  An  imirartant  oontribatiim  to  the  histofry  of  the  Beoch  sad  Bar  of  Bngbi^ 

jy/mlfafaf  Lm^km  N€m$. 

Lomdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  Limited,   Liw  Publishbrs,  7,  Puwr  Strut,  B.0. 


Boyal  12mo.,  oloth,  128.  6d. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  AOT,    1898. 

\  Notes  and  CroM  Beferenoes  and  an  Appsndix  containing  such  existing  Statutes  (indading  the  Pablio  Health  (London)  Aot,  189l) 
u  itill  affect  buildiii^j;  operations  ivithin  the  Administrative  County  of  London ;  also  the  Bye-Laws,  Begulations  and 
Orders  of  the  London  County  CounciJ  and  of  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  ihe  Inner  Temple^  Editor  of  "  The  Statutes  Regulating  London  Building,"  and 

FRANCIS  W.  PEMBER,  M.A., 

Of  Lincoln's  Inn^  Draftsman  of  the  Bill  as  originally  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons. 

London  :   WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  Likctid,  Liw  PuiiLiSHma  7,  Flbkt  Stbbet,  B.O. 

NOW  BEADY.    Demy  Sya.  oloth,  18s. 


THE   COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    183f*-1900. 

8||otlier  with  ihe  Special  ConstableB  Acts;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts;  the  Look-np  Houses  Acts;   the  Police 
MesAeto;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Dams^  Act;  the  Pablio  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Poike 
Phiperty  Act;  and  parts  of  the  Axmj  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  QoTemment  Act. 

With  Introduetiafif   Notes  and  Index, 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Oircoit,  Barrister-^t-Iisw. 
'  Mr.  CmilcbMl  IM  f^ipUed  A  decided  want  in  the  praent  TolimM.*--!^ 
*Tbe  book  iriUbe  A  T^iubto  sddHkm  to  the  Uw  libraiy  of  eriiy  INdlM  mthocity.*-^ftlto 


LojTDOs :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Seooad  and  greatly  improved  BditioiL    Demy  8vo.,  eloth,  6t. 

!rHE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidenoe  of  the  Snglish  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  anybeoome 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferenoes  to  Decisions. 


OV  THS  LIOAOT  AMD  SDUOSUUIOS  DOTT  DSPABVIUUIT, 
1*^  the  Moood  •dllioD  ...  we  Me  ti  ajrlenoe  «be  Ineideiice  of  «be  BnglSeh  Deetta  Dotiie.  .  .  .  Sbonld  pro^  of  neet  lorvlee  ^  reedy  refmnoe/'-icv  Tima. 

"''^  ^~'~    ir  ikeie  or  Chiake  to  Mr.  Hanta.  wboee  CM  ^^^'         * ^    

the  woAl  le  one  of  sreeft  pracHcei  ▼mine  to  i 


n  Ike  eeeeod  edIlioD  .  .  .  we  eee  ei  ejrlenoe  the  Ineideiice  of  the  BnglSeh  Deeth  Dotiee.  .  .  .  Sbonld  pn/w  of  neet  eervlee  ft 
We  uaim  ov  ihere  of  Cheake  to  Mr.  Henfe,  wboee  oonpekenoe  tedo  the  week  he  hee  vadertekMi  le  «idoabted.'^J«oeiciilMf. 
We  wHa  the  imk  leone  of  greeft  piw:tlcei  ▼mine  to  eaUotton.*— JWtk  Lam  Ttmm. 

/C^oogle     - 


LoWDOH :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Purlishebs,  7,  Fleet  Strej^v^^X/. 
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Second  Editioii,  fhorouffhly  RevisedL    Demy  Svo.,  2  Tola.,  doth,  888. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postage,  ls.)« 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

OS  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND 

By    THOMAS   BJRETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barristerat-Law ;   LUR  Londoo  Uniyerritr;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Tridij  CoOefl 
Dublin;   Exhibitioner  in  Real  Property  and  Equi^;   Holder  of  ue  Firat  Certificate  of  Honour.  Michaehnas,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Cleike  and  Brett* s  Conirmndnf  Acta ;  Anthor  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act»  1883^  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equi^  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sodetj.  | 

\*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  speoial  pnuainenoe  the  present  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  psst  kw,or  ild 
whioh  is  pxaefcioally  obsolete,  so  far  ss  it  is  neoeessiy  to  enable  the  reader  to  understand  the  preieut 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


''We  are  glad  to  obsenre  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oareftd 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  comprebensiTe  outline  of  extsting  Bnglish  law, 
oontsined  in  a  marvellouely  small  oompass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
oontriTed  bjr  the  insertion  of  iUustratiye  cases  and  extraots,  as  to  be 
interesting  mstead  of  lepulsiTe  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  oases  is  added,  the  effect  of  tiiem  being  shortly 
Stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  aaid  as  to  the  attractive  ^ype  and 
Qonvenient  size  of  the  volumes."— tSolibtlon'  Jowmtd, 

"The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appeaianoe,  only  a  year  ago^  leems  to  be  now  ftilly  asnoed,  for 


W8  aheady  have  before  us  a  seoond  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bntt 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  sooa  to  bring  i 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  affoided  sa  oppofM 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  frieadi,  ind  t 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  oorreotinff  the  enors  which  imjl 
evitaUe  in  a  flmt  edition,  and  also  of  inooiporating  the 


Acts  which  have,  shice  the  publication  of  his  first  editkn,  ba| 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  XaigMaCA 

«The  compilation  has  been  done  irith  care,  and  the  new  edite J 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  niia.''^ 


LoHDOH :   WILT  J  AM  CLOWES  <fc  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Fublishbrs,  7,  Flbr  Stbbst,  E.C. 


SevetUh  Edition.     Boyal  8vo.t  cloth,  SSs. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY^ 

Oontainin^  a  full  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  indnding  the  Law  nnder  the 
Acts,  1888  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtois  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  I 
Acta,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  PriTate  ArrangementBi 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.    With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Oiden  1 
Fcxtms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrlflter-at-Law.  ^ 

OPIHIONS  OF  THE  PRESS.  J 

« In  spite  of  rivals,  JBofcioaV  iats  and  Prckrffoe  f  a  JBaii*«*^^ 
literatnre.    It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.    The  dxtb  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1^,  and  f^^^^^v^AkSJ 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.    The  chapter  on  BiUs  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  ^ol™;;  .^y°5  ^jM 
aie  no  changes.    The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  BankrupUiy  remains  an  sffidsnl  sbo  w^ 
text-book.**— JUns  Times,  .  i.    ^^ 

"This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considoring  that,  in  «^"S*.^^J2 
important  cases  recently  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.    We  «>»pl»™^?^*^21!!i.!^ 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  weU  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  ^^"•f'^S^^rS 
be  without  it;  and  as  kmg  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  shaU  be  aUe  to  soow 

editions  tiie  same  praise."— Xcns  jRMm • 

I^kdoh:  WILJilAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  LjMirip,  J^w  Publtbhbbs,  7,  T^^f^ ^!^^n^^' 
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OhM9  Witton.    lUwtntod.    1  voL,  d«iiqr  8vo,  dloth,  lOi. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB,    SEBJEANT   PULLING, 

BontMning  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  OonrtB  at  Weftminster 
Hall  derived  from  itr— tiie  Jii8ticiar-*the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Ooif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — the  Inns 
of  Ooort— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  Uie  Benoh  and  the  Bar— Keoords  and  Memoin  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Sooial  position,  and  the  gradual  Innoyatioiis  on 
the  dd  Institution. 
*  A  monument  of  well-digMted  resesroh.  ...  An  Important  ocmtribatUm  to  the  histofry  of  the  Beoeh  and  Bar  of  Bnglaiid.*' 

Lohdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitbd,   Liw  Pubushbbs,  7,  Fliiit  Strut,  E.0. 


Boyal  12mo.,  cloth,  128.  6d. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDMENT  ACT,    1898. 

1  Notes  and  CroM  Befcrenoes  and  an  Appsndix  containing  such  existing  Statutes  (induding  the  Public  Health  (London)  Act,  189l) 
u  itill  affect  building  operations  ivithin  the  Administrative  County  of  London ;  also  the  Bye-Laws,  Begulations  and 
Orders  of  the  London  County  Council  and  of  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  the  Inner  Temple,  Editor  of  "  The  Statutes  Regulating  London  Building,*'  and 

FRANCIS  W.  PEMBER.  M.A., 

Of  Lincoln's  Inn,  Draftsman  of  the  Bill  as  originally  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons, 

London  :   WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitid,  Liw  Publisheiui,  7,  Flbkt  Stbbkt.  E.a 


NOW  BEADY.    Demy  Sva,  oloth,  18«. 


THE    COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    183f*-1900. 

her  with  ihe  Sjpecial  ConstableB  Acts;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts;  the  Look-np  Houses  Acts;  the  Police 
lAets;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Pablio  Aathcrities  Proteotion  Act;  the  Police 
Piraper^  Act;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Mimioipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  GoTemment  Act. 

WUh  Introduetiafif   Notes  and  Index, 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  (Azonit,  Barrister-^t-Lsw. 


'  Xr.  Gumkliftd  IM  iap|ill«d  A  decided  w»nt  in  th«  praent  Tolii]iM.''-.2;aw  1^ 

''Tbe  book  wm  be  A  TAhubto  Addition  to  the  Uw  Ubnvy  of  eriiy  INdlM  mthocity.*-^^!^ 


London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flkbt  Stbebt,  E.O. 
Seooad  and  greatly  improved  Edition.    Demy  8vo.,  oloth,  6t. 

HE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Btstntes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
PsTable.    Wiih  various  useful  Notes  and  References  to  Decisions. 

By     B.     SEJLRRIB, 

OV  THS  LIOAOT  UTD  lOOOlBBlOV  D17TT  DBPABmm,  BOMMBMMt  BOOSB. 
^hi  the  iMODd  AdllioD  .  .  .  w«  lee  Ai  a  slAooe  «be  liMddeiice  of  «be  BngUeh  Deetli  Dotiie.  .  .  .  ShooM  pro^  of  neet  Mrvlee  Ite  itedy  refcrnioe.*'-ictr  fteer. 
•We  tadar  ev  tbtn  of  ttunke  to  Mr.  Hiffrii,  wboee  oonpekence  todo  the^raik  he  hm  mMJgtoken  le  VMkmbtod.'^-%do0MMl«ir. 
We  wlda  the  mA  leone  of  sne*  piicticAi  velne  to  eoUolton.''--JrM  Iaw  SVeief. 


LomDOH :   WILLIAM  OLOWES  <fc  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishsrs,  7,  Fleet  Street  :^X}. 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.|  clothi  278.  6d.|  including  Supplementp  with  Caeee  to  Date^  1889. 
%*  Tbm  Bopplwngpt  can  hm  had  ■eparat«]j»  limp  oLoth,  9iL  0d. 


BIT    tkna    BOBJLNQVE'r 

STATUTES    of"  LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SSGOJTS    3X)XTX01sr. 

I 

BT  ! 

F.  A.  BOSANQUETp  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 


'^Twentj-fliz  yean  hav«  elapcied  sinoe  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bo8anqnet*8  Treatise  on  the  Staintea  of  limiti- 
tiona.  Dnring  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satiafactory  diasertatian  on  the  snbject  of  it  haviqg 
been  prodnoed.  The  reenlt  of  this  delay  in  the  prepuration  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
consn^  spedal  handbooks  in  adl  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  bydedaion.  Andintia 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Beal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874»  sod  tke ' 
Trostee  Act,  1888--and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  modify,  or  settle  many  points  rdafcing  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantune,  lb.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  tne  coUeagoe  of  Xr. 
Bosanqnet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  ezamiiutioo 
of  its  statements  and  conmients  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  rdiiiila 
goide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foDofi 
substantially  ttiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentiQiied, iliitf 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'* — Law  Quarterly  Smnew. 

LoHDOir:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  4  SONS,  Lucrrm,  Law  Publishkbs,  7,  Flbr  Sumnr,  E.G. 

NOW  BEADY.    Demy  Svo.,  cloth,  lOt. 

A  Digest  of  tte  Law  relating  to  Marine  knrancft 

By  H.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.I.,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

Auihor  of  -A  Digut  tf  ih»  Law  rf  BiOt  0/  StOangi,*'  '*n»  8aU  of  Qoodi  Act,  vuhding  tkt  FmOnn  Ad»T  ^ 

AXD 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  Allianoe,  Marine  and  General  AjHuranoe  Oa,'Ltd. 

**  Hit  book  Is  A  Boot  oandM  and  valuable  oupoeitton  of  the  eziaUng  law,  and  we  oordlaDy  leooniMnd  tt  to  all  who  have  to  do  wllfa  marine 
"  We  iMl  sure  that  both  Uwyera  and  the  mercantUe  world  will  wekome  thla  addltioii  to  lesal  Uterataro.' '— Xow  nnet. 


LoHDOv :  WILLIAM  GLOWES  k  SONS,  Ldoted,  Law  Publishsbs,  7,  Fukf  Siukf,  E.O. 


NOW  BEADT.    Third  Edition.    Boyal  8vo.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26^.,  doth;  for  cash,  2U.  (postage  li). 

THE  REUTIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 

By     EI>OAR     FOA, 

Of  the  Inaer  Temple,  BaRuto«t-Law. 
"  A  rtuidaid  treotlM  en  the  aodan  kw  off  laadloid  aiid  teuttit"--^Ufa^^ 
1' PHhH»  the  Boot  fanportant  wwk  OB  thto  brvMh  off  the  kw  wbkh  hae  iMde  tta  appeaniMe  In  veoeirt 

Londoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  *  SONS,  LnoriD,  Law  Publishsbs,  7,  Flir  Btbot,  E.0. 
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MIGEAELMA8  BITTINGa,  1902. 


EOTA  OP  BBQISTRABS  IN  ATTENDANOE  IN  THE  ENSUINa  WEEK. 


Jkn. 


r,    Not.    U 

f       n       » 

16 

it 


Mr.  B.LMdi 
M    CkNlnvu 
M    Guilugton 
»    BmI 
n    Jacksoi 


Mr.  BmI 

„     CUTlllgtQII 

M  Beal 

»»  GurtDgton 

M  BeU 

»f  Ctnlngloii 


Mb.  Jummi 


Mr.  PMnbtfton 

„     JtCkBOB 

>»  Pnnboitoii 

„  JackBOB 

t>  Penubflctan 

„  JAckflon 


Mb.  JranoB 


Mr.  Greswdl 
»»    Chnrdi 
„    Greswell 
„    Church 
„    Graiwiall 
t,    Ghnrch 


MB.J1II 


Mr.  Oodfr«7 
„    R.  Leach 
tf    Qodtnj, 
„    B.  Leaoh 
L   „    Godfr^ 
I      M    B.  Leaoh 


Mr.  Fanner 
..    King 
„    Farmer 
»    King 
„    Fanner 
M    Klag 


[B.J! 
JOTOB. 


Mb.  JuwioB 
;  SwuifBB  JLuyr. 


Mr.  W.  Leach 

Mr.  King 

„    Theed 

„    Fannar 

„    W.  Leach 

%,    CbnKh 

„    Theed 

„    GreaweU 

W.  Leach 
Theed 


„1,W.  Lc«:h 


^  AidrMMOC  TiMiMoii  wiB  4 


iflnlFeiiiMaday,  tte  Sittctay  ff  I>temHXw,  IMI^  and  UrmSmU  mTmuiay,  Ou  6M«iaf  ^  Jamuar^,  1903,  (ett doyt  inettitfM. 


INNS    OF   COUET. 


CALLS  TO  TEm  BAB. 


MICHAELMAS  TERM,  1902. 


Hie  ndeMneniioDed  gentlemen  haye  been  called  to  the  Bar  by  the 
•dBHMBtiiAed  Honoarable  Booieties  :^ 

LINCOLN'S  INN. 

^miim  Peek  Frean,  Trin.  Coll.,  Oambridgo ;  Mooaa  Hassambhoy 

~ij  St.  John's    Coll.,  Cambridge,  B.A.,  Bombay  Uniyersity; 

lOharies  Kennedy,  barrister,  of  Kine's  Inns,  Ireland ;  Horace 

»,  late  Scholar,  Brasenose  Coll.,  Oxford,  M.A. ;  Patrick  Shoe, 

I  University ;  Nusserwanji  Byramji  Gazder ;  Arthur  Lawton, 

i  IJDiyersity,  Manchester ;  Edward  Archibald  Hume,  Trin. 

■•Oxford;  Freideric  Harrison  Smitton ;  Arthur  Henry  Thompson, 

gh  University,  M.B.,  Ch.B.Edin.;  Rudolf  George  Pickthall, 

^_— H,  Oxford,  liLA. ;  (herald  Hatton  Carey ;  and  Qiarlcs  Lionel 

■Bnom. 

INNER  TEMPLE. 

Itttnun  Jacobs,  LLB.,  London,  holder  of  a  certificate  of  honour 
Med  Miohaelmasy  1902 ;  George  Hermann  Rittner,  M.A.,  Cam- 
■idge;  Edward  Gnmey  Boyle,  M.A.,  Oxford;  Frederick  Chandos 
p»  Pirkis,  B. A.,  Cambridge ;  John  Coker  Adams,  Oxford ;  Dudley 
19-Wrigbt,  MJL,  Oxford;  Lambert  William  Middleton,  Oxford; 
pud  Soon  Moberl^  Bell,  Oxford;  Vero  Frederick  Bertie ;  Frank 
Mien,  U.  A.,  Cambridge ;  Percy  Alan  Farrer  Manby,  B.A.,  Cam- 
JU^  George  Hubert  Cohen,  B.A.,  LL.B.,  Cambridge ;  Thomas  de 
^^^—^^  GrisseU,  B.A,  Cambridge ;  John  Paul  Yaletta,  Cambridge ; 
Frere  Smith,  BJk..,  LL.B.,  Cambridge;  Eric  Townsend 
J  BA.,  LL.B.,  Cambridge ;  James  Richard  Congreve  Hflde- 
Oeddes;  John  Carter  Jackson,  M.A.,  Cambridge;  Herbert 
_  Jiiok  Comes;  John  Holland  Ballett  Fletcher,  BA.,  LLB., 
'"BtMge ;  and  Bedford  Lockwood  Barman,  B.A.,  Cambridge. 

MIDDLE  TEMPLE. 

^wge  Cbadwick  Kinsbury,  M.A.,  M.D.,  B.Ch.,  Univemity  of 
^«^  Kanwar  Maharaj  Singh,  B.A.,  Oxford;  John  Joseph 
'(MiOD,  Associate  of  Arts  and  victoria  scholar  of  the  Council  of 


Higher  Education,  Newfoundland ;  Ralph  Alexander  Maude ;  DayreU 
Botry  Pigott,  B  JL,  Magdalen  ColL,  Oambridge ;  Tadashize  Matsumoto, 
graduate  of  a  Japanese  University;  Henry  Uon3rwood  Curtis- Bennett, 
B.A.;  Apparandra  Bopanna  Kariapa,  B.A.,  Christ's  College,  Cam- 
bridge; Evelyn  Leigh  Atkinson,  Pembroke  ColL,  Oxford,  B.A.; 
Lucius  Fairchild  Crane,  LL.B.,  Cambridge ;  Neoptolemus  Paschalis; 
Alfred  Clive  Lawrence ;  David  Harvey  Johann  Hartley,  B.A.,  Clare 
College,  Oambridge;  Richard  Page,  B.A.;  Ovid  Edgar  Leland 
Sharpies,  M.A.,  LL.B.,  St  John's  Coa,  Cambridge;  William  Scott 
Cameron ;  Charles  William  Rorich ;  Samuel  Jaoobns  de  Jager,  B.  A., 
LL.B.,  Oambridge;  Thomas  Edward  Rnshton;  Louis  Frederick 
Bradford;  Eric  Olawolu  Moore;  Qeortte  Wille,  B.A.,  Cambridge; 
John  Gaspard  Gnbbins,  B.A.,  Clare  CoU.,  Cambridge ;  and  Edward 
Overend  Simpson. 

GRAY'S  INN. 

Herbert  Louis  Tebbe,  holder «of  certificate  of  honour  of  tho  Council 
of  Legal  Education,  Trinity,  1902;  Alured  Myddleton  Wilshere, 
Pembroke  ColL,  Oxford,  formerly  scholar  of  Hertford  Coll.,  Oxford, 
and  Law  Exhibitioner  of  London  University,  holder  of  certificate  of 
honour  of  the  Council  of  Legal  Education,  Michaelmas,  1902 ;  lidwin 
Augustus  Durham;  Debendiu  Kumar  Mullick,  BJL,  Trin.  CoU., 
Cambridge ;  Samuel  Birch ;  Mohamed  Abdul  Samad,  M. A.,  Edin- 
burgh Uniyersity;  Mohammed  Ismail;  John  Crichton  Healy;  and 
Rolwrt  John  Nanco. 


APPOINTMENT. 

Walter  Andrew  Inderwick,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  has 
appointed  District  Probate  Registrar  at  Norwich. 


PBOFESSIONAL  PABTNEBSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


Charles  Everett  and  George  Edmund  Hodgkinaon  (Everett  ic 
Hodgkinson),  Solicitors,  124,  Chancery  Lane,  by  mutual  consent  as 
from  November  7. 

George  Everard  Hardisty  and  William  Henry  Hcrippp  (Hardisty  ds 
Scripps),  Solicitors,  Canterbury,  Margate,  Ramsgate,  and  Whitstable, 
Kent,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  September  80. 
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TT    and    BOSANQUST 

STATUTES    Of"°  LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SBiaOJTD    IBDITIOlsr- 
BY 

R  A.  BOSANQUETp  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-atUw. 


^Twenty-dx  yean  have  elapsed  Binoe  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bo6anqnet*s  TreatiBe  on  the  Statutes  of  Limits- 
tiona.  Dnrin|  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  hsTing 
been  lyroduced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
consult  B^ial  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  ateered  l^  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  the 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament'-the  Real  I^opc^y  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  the 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  mo<ufy,  or  settle  many  points  relating  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchemt  has  become  tne  colleague  of  Kr. 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examination 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want— the  want  of  a  leUahb 
goide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.^  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foDon 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  snrpris^  that,  having  rc^jct^  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  it  ^ 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  r&-write  the  entire  book."— Law  QwirUrly  Bmew. 

Lohdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limithd,  Law  Pububhkbs,  7,  Flbr  Stbut,  E.G. 

NOW  BEADY.    Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  lOt. 

A  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

By  H.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

Author  of  ^A  Digest  of  fhs  Law  of  Bills  of  Exchange^''  *'  The  8dU  of  Goods  Act,  including  ths  Factors  AdU^  h: 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrlster-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  Alliance,  Marine  and  General  Ajururance  Co.,  Ltd. 

•'  The  book  if  a  most  omdw  and  Talwble  expositloii  of  tbe  ezlttliig  Uw,  and  w«  oordially  reoommoDd  It  to  aU  who  havt  to  do  wtth  mariiw  liuaiaiioe.''-^Sk4V^  ^"^ ' 
••  We  iMl  rave  tbeft  botb  kwjen  and  tbe  meraaitUe  world  wiU  weloome  tbie  addftion  to  legal  Uteraton."— Xow  Timtt. 

LoHDOV :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  LmrnBD,  Law  Fublishkbs,  7,  Flsbt  Stbxst,  E.O. 


NOW  BEADT.    Third  Edition.    Boyal  8vo.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26^.,  doth ;  for  cash,  2U.  (postage  TiL). 

THE  RELATIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT.] 

Sy     EDOAR     fOA, 

Of  tbe  Inaar  Temple,  Baniatai^t-Law. 

'*  ▲  iludnd  tnatlM  en  tlM  aoden  kw  of  lendkvd  and  tonaiit."--Atte^ 

•<  Pwbaps  the  Moot  iMportant  ifork  OB  this  bnoch  of  the  Uw  whldi  bM  made  ito  avpeanuMM  ^ 


Lootoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SQNS,  Liiotmd,  Law  Pubuhhers,  7,  Turn  Stbdt,  B.0. 
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OOUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUET  OF  JUSTIOE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


UICHAELMAS  BITTINaS,  1902. 


BOTi.  OF  BEQISTBABS  IN  ATTENDANOE  IN  THE  ENSUINa  WEEK. 


lUn. 

B0C4. 

AmAL 

OonnlL 

lI».JwrwM 

MB.Jiiixiai 

IbuJum 
rjunrsu. 

f   MB..JaRiai 

MB.JDnin 

JOTOB. 

Mi.Jimn 
Swim  Xabt. 

iNdir.    D%c. 

Mr.  aiMwdl 

Mr.Godfr^ 

Mr.Carriagtan 

9(r.  niMd 

Mr.  King 

Mr.  Church 

1 

Mr.jMteen 

Mr.  BmI 

NriV       » 

„    Cliiirok 

„    R.LMdi 

M  6«a 

,.    W.  LMch 

„    Farmw 

„    QntweU 

,1    PembartMi 

„   Carrtngton 

fthiaAij   „ 

„    Fknur 

„    Godfr^f. 

„    Cm-gton 

„    Tli«d 

..    Kiog 

„    Church 

n     JackBOB 

„    R.  LMwh 

Ikndv      .. 

„    Kliig 

.,    B.  Lead! 

.,    Bml 

„    W.  L«u* 

„    Faimer 

„    OranraU 

H    Pwheiten 

„    Qodftv 

iwv 

,p     W.LMKh 

,.    Qodtnj 

„    Ctrrlngton 

M     TbMd 

.,    Kiog 

„    Ghnioh 

„    JackMB 

PBnihQTtan 

1*1^       „ 

»    Tbn^ 

„     B.  liMCh 

.    Beal 

,.    W.  Letch 

„    Taxmn 

fi    Qnflwui 

„    PnihfftoD 

„   jMlm 

^n«arMma«  1 


I  Ml  Wedn«$iaf,  (iU  Sitt  day  0/  X»«o»M5«r,  IMS,  oimI  CtrRiiMUt  M  ruMteir*  fl«  •<%  Aijr  ^  /anuary,  IMS,  htik  «aff  tadntiw. 


mOH  OOUBT  OF  JUSTICE. 
QHANOERY  DIVISION. 

TRANSFER  OF  ACTION. 


ORDER  OF  OOUBT. 


Mondatf,  the  17th  day  fi/ Novernber,  1902. 

I,  HABDnoa  Stanlit,  Eabl  of  Halsbitbt,  "Lard  High 
Dfainoellor  of  Great  Britain,  Bo  hereby  Order  that  the  Action 
ncntioiied  in  the  Schedule  hereto  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
BoDonrable  Mr.  Justice  BTsn  and  Mr.  Justice  Buoklkt. 


SOHSDULS. 

Mr.  Justice  Jotob  a9Q2-0.— Na  2985). 

f  In  tbe  HatteT  of  the  OamMan  Ooke  Oompany,  Limited. 

\IioaiB  GnstaTe  Mouohel  and  Another  «.  The  London  and  Pro- 

Tineial   Bank,   Limited,  and  the  Oamhrian  Ooke  Oompany, 

Limited. 

HALSBUBTa 


INCORPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


FINJJj  EXAMINATION. 


HE  FOLLOWING  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ABE  IN 
ALPHABETICAL  ORDER)  WERE  SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 
FINAL  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  THE  Sbd  and  4th 
KOVEMBEB,  1902:— 


|noy  James  Almond 

idward  Millear  Baily 

iMMnaa  Emeet  Baker 

ohn  Marshall  Bamett 

wroodBarrs 

ohn  Reginald  Qnekett  Bartlett 

ttei  Barton 

«Ue  Oliver  Barley 

hulea  Henry  Bearan 

ohn  Arthur  Behn 


Joel  Henry  Benedictns 

Joseph  Bird 

John     Bennion     Booth,     LL.B. 

Yiotoria 
Geoffrey  Oonrthorpe  Bosanqnet, 

B.A.  Camb. 
Ernest  Yiotor  Brown 
Everard  Kenneth  Brown 
Henry  Busby 
Joseim  Campbell 


Frederick  Hawksloy  Talbot  Cart- 
wright,  B.A.  Durham 

Thomas  Cartwright 

Ernest  St.  George  Canston 

Hngh  Frederick  Sidney  Chatter- 
ton 

Roger  Clayton,  B.A.  Ozon. 

Harvey  William  Cobbett 

Charles  Manchester  Cohen,  M.A., 
B.C.L.  Oxon. 

Donglas  Argles  Collard 

John  Joseph  Colling 

Beojamin  Mason  Cook,  B.A., 
LL.B.  Camb. 

Henry  Crofton 

Ernest  James  Crosby 

Charlie  Crowther 

Frederic  Stanley  Cnlver 

Henry  Thomas  Alexander  Dash- 
wood,  B.A  Camb. 

Walter  Powell  David 

Richard  Creak  Davis 

Edward  Bowles  DritBeld 

Percival  Sutbers  Dackworth 

Hubert  Edward  Ellis 

Frederick  Eostaoe 

David  Radolf  Evans 

Cecil  Feiliug 

Herbert  Flowers 

Isaac  Foot 

John  Fort 

William  Thomas  Fowler 

Horace  John  Freeman 

Harold  Gwyer  Gfamett 

Henry  Grimshaw  Garrett 

Ernest  Digby  Gates 

Reginald  Edward  Lower  Gedye 

John  Clifford  Wilson  Gilbert, 
B.A.  Oxon. 

Frederick  William  Gill 

Frank  Glanvil  GlanBeld 

Jesse  William  Godfrey 

Leonard  Grav,  B.A.  Oxon. 

Kenneth  Woflaston  Greene 

Geofge  William  Grice-Hntchinson 

Edward  Griffiths,  B.A  Camb^ 

Christian  Groebel 

Charles  Elton  HalUley 

William  Henry  Robert  Hargmoe 

Bishtou  Gordon  Harris 

Reginald  Curtis  Hay  ward 

John  Daniel  Healy 


Percy  Melville  Heath 
Geoige  Berkeley  ffill 
Lawrence  Arthur   Hind,  LL.B. 

Camb. 
Frederidc  Robert  Hodson 
Edwin  Homer,  B. A  Camb. 
Ernest  Howard 
FranoiB  Keetins  Hewlett 
Arthur  John  mtohman  lies 
Fraaois  Henry  Jennings 
,  Harold  Charles  Johnson 
I  Harold  I' Anson  Jones 
:  Harold  Benjamin  Kemp 
Athro  Charles  Knight 
James  Edmund  Lee 
Arthur  Griffith  Lowls 
Arthur  Cobbold  Lloyd 
George  Edmund  Longrigg,  B.A. 

Oamh. 
Vernon  Evelyn  Marshall 
George  Oyiil  Meade-Ring,  M.A. 

Oxon. 
Richard  Noel  MIddleton 
William  Swancott  Morgan 
John  Isaac  Moultam 
Douglas  William  Hastings  Mnr- 

ton-Neale 
Ernest  James  Nicholls 
Jesse  Allan  Niekinsoa 
Reginald  John  Charles  Nntt 
Francis  Dash  wood  Ogilvic 
Montague  Toplady  Olding 
Hugh  John  Owen 
William  Walter  Keightley  Pkge 
Reginald    Frank    Parker,   B.A. 

Oxon. 
John  Samuel  Parry 
liaybume  McGregor  Pearoj 
Lawrence  Christian  Peto 
Arthur    John    Quiggin,    LL.B. 

Victoria 
Ernest  Arthur  Ram 
Howard  St  Georse  Bawltns 
John  Pieise  Reddy 
Frederio  Henry  Riehardtfou 
John  Houison  Richardson 
John  BasU  Ritchie 
Ernest  Edward  Robinson 
George  William  Rodway 
Thomas  Whatoley  Rose 
William  Fi«derick  Rossiter 
Joseph  Nen 
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Hftrry  Leioester  Sazelbje 
John  Sazelbye  Saxelbye 
George  Beflpnald  Sooit 
Claude  Seabroke 
Walter  Sedgwick,  B.  A.  Oamb. 
Henry  Finney  Sergeant 
Gerald  Hemploe  Slmpioii 
Angiutiu  Frederiok  Sima 
Bicbard  Kirkby  Singleton 
Heniy  Jamea  Slater 
Jobn  Oyras  Slater 
Henry  John  Brandis  Slatter 
William  Fnaioia  Smith 
John  Arthur  Stockwood 
Arthur  Stone,  B.A.  Camb. 
Harold  George  Stratford 
Francii  Henry  Swallow 
Harold  laaao  Tayfer,  B.A.  Oxon. 
OJarence  Wilfred  Tee 
Henry  John  Thomas 
William  Bruce  Thomai 
Algerooa      Alfred       Cankrien 

Thompion 
John  Thompaon 


Ernest  James  Thomley 
Ifaurioe  Julian  Tosswill 
Bicbard  Harold  Trudgett 
Geotl  Sydney  Pearse  Tufhell 
Frederick  Clifford  Yaughan 
Henry  Edward  Yerey,  B^.,  LL.B. 

Camb. 
William  James  Egerton  Yerrall 
Arthur  Wainwright 
William   Morten  Walter,  LL.B. 

London 
Francis  Frederiok  Charles  Webb 
Gilbert  TerreU  Weekes 
Bicbard  Pratt  White 
Lewis  Lincoln  Whitfield 
Philip  Eardley  Wilks 
George    Clark    Williams,    B.A. 

London 
Mervyn  Granville  Williams 
WiUiam  Price  Williams 
George  John  Woolley 
Edcar  Harry  Wybroo 
Sy&ey  Norman  Young 


INTERMEDIATE  EXAMINATION. 


THE  FOLLOWIKG  CANDIDATES  (WHOSE  NAMES  ABB  IN 
ALPHABETICAL  OBDEB)  WEBB  SUCCESSFUL  AT  THE 
INTEBMEDUTE  EXAMINATION  HELD  ON  5th  NOYEM- 
BEB,  1902;— 


FIBST  CLASS. 


John  Arthur  Bancroft 
Norman  Douglas  Bird 
George  Bugg  Burke 
John  Barlow  Clegg 
NeTile  Sarage  Done 
Henry  Faiackerley 
Arthur  Samuel  Fiaher 
Alfred     William    Fryier, 

Lend. 
Beginald  Leslie  Hine 
Cuthbert  HaU  Hislop 
George  Oswald  Hnghaa 
William  Bertram  ^nett 
Thomas  Binks  Kitson 


B.A. 


Llewellyn  Bond  Lewis 
James  Yictor  litter 
John  William  PuUon 
James  Hugh  Bendell 
Bicbard  Bobson 
YiTian  Sunmer  Simpson 
William  Bapsey  Soutbeard 
Morgan  Isaac  Walters 
Albert  Charles  Watkins 
Gerald  Owen  White 
Leslie  Williams 
Austin  James  Wright* 
William  Aitchieon  Young 


SECOND  CLASS. 


Arthur  Charles  Akeroyd 
Balph  Wright  Aston 
Frederiok  George  Aylett 
Frank  Bobert  Baker,  B.A.  Camb. 
Arthur  Frank  Barnard 
George  William  Wynne  Bamley 
Bertie  Bowman  Barton 
William  Elliott  Batt 
Harold  Ingham  Boarder 
Douglas  Nairn  Beatts 
Patrick  Bennett 
Beffinald     Thomas     PhiUipa 

Bennett 
Mazouf  de  la  Peer  Berosford 
Ernest  Boy  Bird 
Walter  Leonard  Bird 
Philip  Jeasop  Blake,  B.A.  Camb. 
Charles  Pieipaint  Brabazon,  B.A. 

Oxon. 
Henry   Hawkridge  de    Newfort 

Braysbaw 
Herbert  Balph  Briant 
William    Arthur    Bright,    B.A. 

Camb. 
fitnry  William  Brown 


George  Kidd  Buckley 

Charles  William  Buokwell 

Percy  Burnett 

John  Joseph  Burridge 

Humphrey  Sandford  Burrington 

Samuel  Ernest  Cash,  B.A.  Oxon. 

Harold  Annand  Cateaux 

Walter  John  Chamberlain 

Alfred  Williams  Chambers 

Wilfred  John  Clark 

Lancelot    James   Clayton,    B.A. 

Camb. 
Thomas  Henry  Cleaver 
Alfred  Ernest  Ooley 
John       Edward       Marmaduke 

Crowther 
Charles  James  Davis 
Charles  Deards 
Gabriel  Edward  Devas 
Hatton    Bertram    St.   John    de 

Yine 
Kenneth  Yero  DoUeymoro 
Christopher  William  Eastwood 
Joseph  Eutwistle 
Arthur  John  Evans 


Thomas  Moses  Evans,  M  Jk.  Camb. 
George  Henry  Farmer 
Thomas  Norman  Fisher 
William  Kenneth  Campbell  Fisher 
Foster  Lake  Footner 
Albert  Edward  Forbes 
Philip    Horaoe    Freeman,   B.A. 

Oamb. 
Bobert  Bingle  Freeman 
Harold  Fretwell 
Boland  Charles  Furber 
Yictor  John  Gadban,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Lionel  Ernest  Bradley  Gale 
Hugh  Arthur  Galer,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Frederick  Gard 
Lionel  Alfred  Gilbert 
Frederick  William  Gillespie 
Henry  Coningsby  Gould 
Samuel  Edwin  Greendale 
Charles  Fox  Griffith 
Yivian  Sedgley  Gwyn 
Samuel  Turner  Haddelsey 
Alladin  Mahomed  Hajecbhoy 
Joseph  Adrian  Hands 
Harold  Brown  Hann 
John  Hargreaves 
John  Harkcr 
Thomas  Bicbard  Harris 
Frank  Harrison 
John  Horatio  Harrison 
James  Edwardes  Hatton  * 
Alan     George     Hawkins,    B.A. 

Camb. 
Bobert  Chester  Haworth 
Charles  Clement  Heywood,  B.A. 

Oxon. 
William  Thompson  Highet 
Edward  Copeman  Hill 
Frederick  Olarenoe  HUl 
Frederiok    Cecil     Hoare,    B.A. 

Oxon. 
Paul  Bfary  Hodgson 
Austin  John  Hodson,  B.A.  Oxon. 
Shirley    Samuel    Hodson,    B.A. 

Oxon. 
Thomas  Beverley  Hooper 
John  Harold  Hopkins 
James  Yincent  Horrocks 
Malcolm  Douglas  Houstoun 
Edgar  Oswald  Hudson 
William  Henry  Ingham 
Bicbard  Arthur  Cakes  Ingleby, 

KA.  Camb. 
Daniel  Jackson 
John  William  Jackson 
Bicbard  Thomas  Jennings 
Augustus  Avery  Johnson 
Charles  Beginald  Johnson 
Frederick  David  Keene  Johnson 
Alan  Anthony  Grantham  Jones 
Cyril  Oswald  Jonea,  B.A.  B.U. 

Ireland 
David  Edward  Jones 
Thornton  Burnett  Jones 
Ernest  Kammerer 
Beginald  Keen  Keen 
Bertie  Trayton  Kenward 
Guv  Standish  King 
Hubert  Ernest  Kingston 
Francis  John  Lambert 
Markham  Cremcr  Law 
William      Heartley     Nicholson 

Lewera 
Eric  Yaughan  Lewis 
Hubert  Frederic  Ling 
Harold  Crenshaw  Lings 
William  Lockwood 
Harry  Edward  McLean 


Charles  WiUiam  Iado  Muby, 

BJl.  Oxon. 
Charles  Bonald  MaDflel-Lnrb 
Allan  Eraser  Maisball 
Frederiok  Duncan  Mead 
CecU  Beven  Mallenfleld 
David  William  Meyler 
Thomas  St  Miehael  Milton 
Ernest  Harry  Mitchell 
John  MitoheU 
Bobert  Moger 
Stanley  Duffield  Moorwood 
Horace  Bingham  Moeer 
Harold  Ward  Naunton 
Ernest  James  Neale 
George  Henry  Neel,  B.A  Oxon 
Thomas  Newton 
Bobert  Edward  Pigott  Nanui 
Harold  Edward  FranciB  Nonii 
William  Norris 
Boger  Muir  Oddie 
Herbert  Onthwaite 
Arthur  Parker 
Henry  Morris  Parry 
Edmond  Laagabaw  FsttiiOD 
George  Batdlffe  Pawson 
George  Gerald  Pearse 
Hugh  James  Percy 
Herbert  Thomas  Perban 
Charles   Steele    Pertins,  li. 

Camb. 
John  Bernard  Poultaey 
John  George  Priestwood 
James  Bevell 
Charles  Alan  Beynolds 
Thomas  Bidgway 
Harold  Bobinson 
John  Bobinson 
Arthur  Christopher  Bodird 
James  Herbert  Bothwell 
Bdnr  Campbell  Bu«ell,  BJL 

William  Laoey  Sanden 
Frank  Norman  SaDdenoa 
Frederick  James  Saimden 
Harold  Saunders 
John  Bobinson  Sedgwick,  BJL 

Oxon. 
Arthur  Shephard 
Joseph  Arthur  Shephard 
Percy  Bernard  Skeels 
John  Frederiok  Smith 
Qoolamhooseein  Ahamed  SosiJM 
Alfred  Henry  Southron 
Thomas  Murray  Sowerby 
Harold  Lester  St  Jermain  6ieii 

man 
George  Franda  Stott 
Julian  Strode 

Beginald  Sherriff  Summeriayi 
Herbert  Henry  Sydney 
Harold  Lewis  Tatham 
Svdney  Ormerod  Taylor 
Thomas  Thompson 
Collingwood  Foster  Thoip,  &i 

Camb. 
Hubert  Townsend 
Bobert  Balph  Tredgold 
Harold  Tuffee 
Edward  William  Tunbridge 
Frederic  Charles  TunnicIiiTe 
Harold  Biehaid  Turner 
William  Henry  Tweddell 
John  Clere  Yaisey 
Beginald  Yaughan 
Percy  Jackson  Wade 
Hubert  Masters  Wallace 
GuyvCbailes  Wallington 
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1 0*Brien  Tnfton  Walsh 
)  Ledie  Wates 
riiiUiott  WatsoD,  B.  A.  Oamb. 
Townsend  Wataon,  B.A. 

XOD. 

Jliam  Bernaid  Way 
iWeUock 

Hi  Thomas  Wellttod 
titer  West 

fff  Clifford  Weston 
hm  Temytl  Whatley,  B.A. 

on. 

ley  £dwaid  Wilklns 


Bichaid  Bennett  Williams 
Sydney  Alfred  Willianfson 
Charles  Frederiok  Willis 
Vivian  Vero  Willis 
Henry  Charles  Barrow  Wilson 
John  Erskino  Wilson 
Kenneth  Forshaw  Wilson 
Robert  Winskell 
Boberi  Braithwaite  Wood 
Matthew  Grosvenor  Woods,  B.A. 

Camb. 
Shirley  Harold  Wright 
Beubeii  Zioree 


aw  Socmr's  Hall,  Chakcxbt  Lm, 
I  Noffember  2ltt,  1902. 


By  Older  of  the  Council, 

£.  W.  WlLLIAUBON, 

Seeretarp. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


The  Attomey-Geueral  (Sir  B.  B.  Finlay,  K.C.)  has  been  elected 
Treasurer  of  the  Hon.  Society  of  the  Middle  Temple,  in  saccession 
to  Joseph  Graham,  Esq.,  K.C. 

Marston  Clarke  Boszard,  Esq ,  K.C.,  has  been  elected  Treasurer  of 
the  Hon.  Society  of  the  Inner  Temple,  in  succession  to  His  Honour 
Judge  William  Willis,  K.C. 

Harry  Wray,  Esq.  (of  the  firm  of  Laveraok,  Son'&  Wray,  Solioiton), 
of  Hull  and  Beverley,  has  bsen  elected  Mayor  of  Beyerley. 

W.  Pickibrd,  Esq ,  KC,  has  been  appointed  by  the  Hon.  Society  of 
the  Inner  Temple  as  one  of  their  representatiyes  on  the  Incorporated 
Council  of  Law  Beporting  for  England  and  Wales  in  the  plaos  of 
M.  C.  Bussard,  Esq.,  K.C.,  resigned. 


Just  Published.    In  8  vols.,  royal  8yo.,  doth,  £2  10«. ;  cash  prioe,  £8  (postage,  U.). 

m  UW  of  RAEWAT  and  CANAL  TRAFFIC. 


BY 


EDWARD  BOYLE,  K.G.,  and  THOMAS  WAGHORN,  Barrister-aUiw. 

With  a  complete  epitome  of  the  Facts,  Arguments,  and  Judgments  of  every 

important  case  from  1830  to  1901. 

"  In  the  present  state  of  the  law  this  monmnental  work  of  Mr.  Boyle,  K.C.,  and  Mr.  Waghom,  both  highly  eomDeiaiit  autkorltflss, 
If  ihnpW  invaliiable,  and  it  is  safe  to  say  tliat  no  lawyer  who  has  a  praotioe  of  any  moment  in  railway  law  oan  allora  to  bs  without  it." 


LoNDOH :  WILLIAM  OLOWES  k  SONS,  Ldcitsd,  Law  PuBLiflHXBg,  7,  Fun  Snuwr,  SXI. 

Demy  Svo.,  doth,  12a.  6d. 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE   LAW  AND   PRAOTIOE  QF).    WITH   APPENDI0E8. 

Contaming  the  Bules  and  B^nlations  annotated,  and  Foims  of  Instraments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  SeonritiM. 

By  B.   B.   BPBHOBB    BH0DHX7BST,   ILA.,   B.O.I.., 

ov  THi  Dnraa  TBinii,  a iiBwrif at-law. 


LoKDON:   WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldotkd,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flut  St&bbt,  KO. 


SECOND  EDITION.    Demy  8to.,  doth,  IO0.  6d. 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 


(TECB    JJLW    BKiATHra    TO> 


HE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

Tog$th$r  with  an  Appmdix  eantainmg  MoM  Rides,  and  the  Farm  appended  to  the  Treasury  BsgtdaOons,  1897. 

By  F.  BADEN   FXTIiLEB,  B.A.  (Ozon.)*  of  the  Lmer  Temple,  Barrister-At-Law. 


« We  ^  thoraii^  noomnend  the  pnbUiMtkm  to  the  Cbief  end  Dhtrtot  OOdele  d 
.  "Mr.  Fate  hee  deett  with  the  Uw  and  jnetloe  nlalli«  to  Frkndlij  Bodettei  In  a 
itcnrted  In  the  woiUng  of  Fikndlj  6ocletlM:''-afiiiidUf ter  (MuritrT^ 


cff  eU  ritaidly  SooMlai.' 


'— jyiMdly 
cr.  endhfi 


bOQik  ihonU  he  In  the  huidi  of  eU  penotfb 


Lowdoh:  WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  LimTip,  Law  Pubi,ibhbb8,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C.>[e 
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Seoond  Edition,  fhorougrUy  Revised.    Demy  8vo^  2  Vols.,  doth,  888. 
Cash  Prioe,  808.  (postage,  Is,). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON   THB 

PRESENT     LAWS    OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Ot  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrbterat-Law;  LL.B.  Londoo  Univenil^;  aA.,  late  Scbolar  and  Stndent  of  Tiini^  Cdiegc^ 
DnUia;  Exfaibitioiier  in  Real  Property  and  Bqnitj;  Holder  of  tae  Firat  Certificate  of  Honour.  Mirhaehnaa,  1869; 
Joint  Anthor  of  Oeike  and  Bietf a  Coovejandnff  Acta ;  Author  of  Bretf  a  Bankrnpfeqr  Act,  1883^  and  of 
Leading:  Caaea  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Inooiporated  Law  Society. 

%*  The  BMin  idea  of  thii  book  ii  to  bring  into  specM  momineiioe  the  pMont  and  Uving  law,  a^ 
whioh  ia  pfaotioally  obsolete^  lo  far  m  it  if  neoBfliuy  to  enable  the  leador  to  undeontand  the  pzetent 

OPINIONS  OP  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  aio  f^  to  obaerye  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oareftd 
leridoa.  ...  It  la  a  compiehensiTe  ontHne  of  ezieting  English  law, 
ooatsined  in  a  Buarelloasly  anall  oompaas,  well  arranged,  and  so 
eontrived  by  the  insertion  of  illiistrati?e  oases  and  extrMts,  as  to  be 
interestina  instead  of  repolsiTe  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  reoent  oases  is  added,  the  eflieot  of  them  bong  shortly 
stated.  The  aooount  of  the  Settled  Land  Acta,  at  pp.  14fr-15<S,  may 
be  ofanmended  as  a  veiy  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  wwd  must  be  aaid  aa  to  the  attraetiTe  tTpe  and 
oQUTcnient  aiie  of  the  Yolumea**— ^SbAEotfon*  JomrnaL 


'The  Bucceai  which  we  predicted   for   thia  book  on  its  first 
appearaaee,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  ftilly  assured,  for 


we  already  haye  before  us  a  second  edition.  •.«]&.  SM  ii 
singularly  fbrtanate  hi  being  called  upon  so  aoon  to  Wag  Ml 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  alfoided  aa  onwite% 
of  amling  hunself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  frieadsb  ^  ^ 
oritioism  of  his  roTiewers,  by  correctina  the  esram  whioh  aeie  ia- 
entaUe  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  Banaoai 
Acts  which  ha?e,  since  the  publication  of  hk  first  editioD,  km 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  sn  exceedingly  actiye  legisUtaa"- 

XOW  JoHflMli. 

•"The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edttnii 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  indude  the  legiaUtton  of  last  senin.'- 


LoiTDOir:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitid,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flbit  Stbkkf,  £.0. 



Seventh  EdiUon,     Royal  Sva.,  oioA,  88s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaining  a  full  expoaition  of  tlie  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  indnding  the  Law  under  the  BanlmiDb? 
Acta,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bilb  of  m 
Aofta,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875 ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  PriTate  AnangemeDts  witk 
Oreditora,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  tlie  Statutes,  Bules,  Orden  aiJ 
Fermfii  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  fta 

BT 

GEORGE  YOUNG   ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrister-at-Lftw. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

**In  spite  of  livala,  Bobmm'§  Lam  oad  PraMe6  la  BaiOmiploy— an  exceUent  treatiae,  we  alwaya  thought— maintaiaa  its  poittta  b  ]«»| 
literature.  It  has  now  enteired  its  serenth  edition.  The  sixtL  edition  was  publiahed  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  coaaequantiy  fl>^^ Aiitiaa 
the  Act  of  1890  hare  had  to  be  dealt  with*  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  v«dume.  Beyond  thutt;^ 
are  no  changes.  The  judidal  dedsiona  of  recent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  aa  eflicient  and  np4iHisa 
text-book.**— lois  IVsMs. 

'•This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  conaequeaoe  ^  fte  n^ 
important  cases  recently  decided  and  the  bene  of  the  new  rulea,  a  new  edition  waa  desirable.  We complanent  the  learned aottor oifiw 
wiadoBofkeeiring  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  thia  edition  we  may  fiahr^  aay,  aa  of  others,  no  praetitianer  withbaakniptoy  woidE^» 
bo  without  it:  SM  aa  long  aa  the  author  pursues  the  wise  ooorse  of  issuing  fredi  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  dwU  be  able  to  aoscad  ^^ 
editions  the  sans  praise.**— lois  ^M0#• 


London  ;  WILWAM  CIjOWES  4  SONS,  Limm,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Flkct  Strkbt,  RC. 
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Olwap  Bdltkm.    lUiiBtnttod.    1  toL,  itmj  8vOb,  doth,  lOi. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By   MM.    8EBJEANT  PULLING. 

Oontaimng  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  aocotmtof  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Oonrts  at  Westminster 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — ^the  Inns 
of  Oonr^-^the  Forms^  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  InnoTations  on 
the  old  Institution. 
**  A  monimieiit  of  weU-dlgetted  xsseaibh.  •  •  •  An  impoitaat  oontribatiofn  to  the  histofry  of  the  Benoh  and  Bar  of  BnglaDd.** 

Lovdon:  WILLIAM  GLOWES  k  SONS,  Limited,   Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flut  Strut,  E.0. 

Boyal  12mo.,  cloth*  128.  6d. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AUENDMENT  ACT,    1898. 

Vith  Notes  and  Groea  Beferenoea  and  an  Appendix  containing  aooh  existing  Statutes  (indnding  the  Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891) 
as  still  affect  building  operations  within  the  Administratiye  Oounty  of  London ;  also  the  Bye-Laws,  Begulatbna  and 
Orders  of  the  Ix>ndon  County  Council  and  of  the  Commiasionen  of  Sewers  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  ihe  Inner  Temple,  Editor  of  «  The  Statutes  BeguUUmg  London  Bwldmg**  and 

FRANCIS   W.  PEMBER,  M.A., 

Of  LmoolfCs  Inn,  Draftsman  of  the  Bill  as  originaUy  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons* 

LoiSDOis :   WILLIAM  OLOWES  A  SONS,  LncrriD,  Law  Publibhbbs,  7,  Flbbt  Stbest,  E.O. 

NOW  BEADY.    Demy  Sva,  oloth,  18«. 


THE    COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831 -1900. 

Together  with  the  Special  Ckmstables  Acts;  the  Parish  Oonstablee  Aots;  the  Look-up  Hoiuea  Acta;  the  Police 
BatesActi;  &e  High  Constablea  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Pablio  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 
Roperty  Act;  and  parts  of  the  Ajrmy  Act,  Municipal  Ccnrporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Qoyemment  Act. 

WUh  IntrodticHanf   ITotes  and  Index, 
By  BYBlLiirM    O.  XS.  CARXSICEEJLBlLi,  XS.JL.  (Qacoin.), 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Oirouit,  Banister-at-Lsw. 
••  Mr.  GinBidiMl  IM  nppliMl  A  decided  want  In  thA  pcwvt  T^ 
''The  book  wm  be  A  Teliid>Ie  addttloa  to  the  Uw  Uteiix  of  erery  p(dk»  Aiithoirlt7.''--i^^ 


Loitdon:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  LiMn?KD,  Law  Pubushbbs,  7,  Plkbt  Strkkp,  E.G. 
Seoond  and  greatly  improred  Edition.    Demy  8to.,  doth,  6t. 

rHE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

i  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Btatntes  imooeing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Deadi  each  or  any  become 
Pftyable.    With  varions  nsefol  Notes  and  References  to  Decisions. 


OV  TBS  LMAOT  AHD  SUOOMBIOV  DVTT  DaPASmm, 
b  tin  leoood  aditloB  .  .  .  we  lee  ei  e_sl«we  the  lacideiioe  of  the  EngUdi  Doefk  Datlei.  .  .  .  Should  prove  of  jraei  eervke  Ite  rredy  refernicp."-2Mi  Timis. 

eiioe  to  do  the  work  he  iMe  imderteken  ie  inidoaMed.'^-JMeMiitaiif.  _ 


"  w«  toider  oar  Aere  of  thanki  to  Mr.  durla,  whoee  oompetenoe  to 

"  V(  e  oamAder  tbe  work  li  one  of  (th*  piactlcia  ts1«  to  ioUdton.''-JKrt  Lum  SVMOt. 


Loxdov  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitid,  L^w  Publi8H1s8»  7»  Flbbt  Strebj,  KO^ 

Digitized  by 


y  Google     - 


316  THE  WEEKLY  NOTES.  [Nov.  2\  1902. 

Second  EditioRi  demy  8vo.|  clothi  27s.  6d.|  Including  Supplementp  with  Cases  to  Date,  1889. 
\*  The  Sapplsmeiiit  ean  te  had  leparataly,  limp  sloth,  9Si  Od. 

DARSY    and    BOBAN^QUET 

OV  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

BY 

F.  A.  BOSANQUETp  K.Ct  and  J.  R.  V.  MARCHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 


**  Twenty-siz  yean  have  elapsed  sinoe  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Boeanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  LimitB- 
tiona.  Dniin^  this  period  tliat  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfacUny  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  having 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioBfir  to 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  the 
interval  smce  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  Property  limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  the 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  mocufy,  or  settle  manv  points  rdatingto 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  ISi.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  colleague  of  lir. 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  ezaminatioii 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want— the  want  of  a  leKaUe 
goide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  fdlovs 
substantially  thfat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  r^ard  to  the  caoses  abeady  mentioned,  it  hfl 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  (fMoierly  Review, 

LoHDOir:  WILLIAM  OLOWBS  A  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Fubushbiui,  7,  Funr  Snur,  E.G. 

NOW  BSADT.    Demy  8va,  cloth,  lOt. 

A  Digest  of  tbe  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insnrancii. 

By  H.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

4uikar  of**  A  Digest  of  the  Law  of  BUU  of  Exchange;"  *'!%$  Sale  of  Goade  Act,  including  the  Factm  AOe,''  it; 

AHD 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrlster-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  Alliance,  Marine  and  General  Aasuranoe  Oa,  Ltd. 

''TIm  book  is  A  mott  oonciM  and  yftlublo  exposition  of  ilM  exiatlog  law,  and  w«  oordially  reoommend  tt  to  all  wlio  havt  to  do  with  marine  inenraaoe.''— «sa4py<^  eti^- 
•*  We  ftel  ran  that  both  lawjen  and  the  meroantUe  world  will  wekome  this  addition  to  legal  Utexaton."— Xow  Tiwi4t, 

LoNDOH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Ldotsd,  Law  Pxtbushebs,  7,  Flbxt  Strist,  E.O.  j 

NOW  BEADT.    Third  Edition.    Boyal  8vo.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26«.,  cloth ;  for  cash,  2U.  (postage  7d.).      ! 

THE  RELATIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 

By     EDGAR     FOA, 

Of  the  Isauu  Temple,  Banifltei^at-Law. 

<•▲  atoadud  tieatlw  on  tlM  modern  law  or  laadlofd  and  teuttit"---A^^ 

•<  Firiiapo  the  BMet  inqportaiit  wmk  on  thia  branoh  of  the  Uw  wUoh  baa  Bttde  ifca  appeaiaim 

LoHDov:  WILLIAM  OLOWES  Jb  SONS»  LnoTiD,  Law  Pubushibs,  7,  Fun  Eh^n.  E.O. 
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OOUBT  OF  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOUBT  OF  JUSTICE— CHAITCEET  DIVISION. 


MICHAELMAS  SITTINGS,  1902. 


BOTA  OP  BBGISTBAB3  IN  ATTENDANCE  IN  THE  ENSOTNG  WEEK. 


lUn. 


Dec.  8 

¥«diiMd4f    „  10 

Ikundij      „  11 

..  13 


Rota. 


Mr.  OarriDgtofi 

M  Jackson 

„  Pemberton 

„  Godfrey 

„  IL  Leach 


AmuL 
ComalL 


Mr.  King 
»,    Farmer 
»    King 
„    Farmer 
»    King 
„    Farmer 


Mb.  Jvwnm 
Kbkbwiob. 


Mr.  R.  Leach 
„  Godfrej. 
M  B.  Leach 
„  Godrrey 
„  R.  Leach 
„    Godfrey 


Ms.  JnmcDi 

BlMMM, 


Mr.  Pembertou 
„    JackioD 
„    Pembertoa 
„    Jackson 
„    Pemberton 
„    Jackson 


Ml*  Jomoi 


Mb.  Jcvnos 

JOYOB. 


Mr.  Greswell 
„    Church 
M    Greswell 
„    Chnrch 
„    Greswell 
„    Chnrch 


Mr. 

W.  Leach 

Theed; 

W.  Leach 

Theed 

W.  Leach 

Theed 

Mr.Beal 
„    Carrington 
„    Beal 
„    Canlngloa 
„    Beal 
„    Carrington 


Ml.  Jusnui 
SwxKnv  Baot. 


Mr.  Church 
,t    Greswell 
„    Theed 
.,    W.  Leach 
„    Farmer 
M    King 


V  n«  Ckrittmat  VfMMtUm  wiU  ccmmmet  on  Wedne»iajf,  Me  2Uh  day  of  Dtoember,  i»02,  and  terminau  <m  Tactday,  the^thday^  Januarg,  1903,  MA  4ayt  Imciiutim. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1888. 


BULE  UNDER  Sec.  89  (:{). 

Tho  following  Bale  has  been  issued  by  tho  authority  for  maklDg 
Bolea  of  the  Supreme  Court  :— 

The  Sheriffs  of  the  county  of  London  and  of  tho  oounty  of  Middle- 
K  respectively  shall  execute  and  obey  all  precepts  and  process  which 
tte  Jadges  or  proper  officers  of  tho  High  Court  of  Justice  shall  award, 
hwc,  and  direct  unto  them  respectively,  and  shall,  whenever  re- 

-  qnired  and  commanded,  summon  and  return  from  tho  snid  county  of 
Lo&doD  and  the  said  county  of  Middlesex  a  competent  number  of 
persons  qualified  according  to  law  to  enquire  of,  present,  and  try  all 
offences,  issues,  and  other  matters  cognizable  by  the  Justices  of  the 
High  CJourt  of  Justice  within  the  boundaries  of  the  oounty  of  London 

,  tod  the  oounty  of  Bliddlesex,  and  the  per^ns  returned  from  the  fcaid 
oounty  of  Loudon  and  the  said  county  of  Middlesex,  whetiier  taken 
wholly  from  the  said  county  of  London  or  from  the  said  county  of 
Middlesex,  or  taken  indiscrimiontely  from  the  said  county  of  London 
and  the  ^aid  county  of  Middlesex,  shall  have  authority  to  enquire  of, 

!  pesent,  hear,  try,  and  determine  all  uuch  otfenccs  and  other  matters, 
ind  all  issues  and  all  matters  of  fact  arising  out  of  such  trials,  or 

^  lelatJDg  thereto,  us  if  the  said  county  of  Loudon  and  the  said  county 
of  Middlesex  were  one  oounty. 

The  above  Bule  is  declared  urgent  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Boles  Publication  Act,  and  copies  may  be  obtained  on  application  at 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  Office,  House  of  Lords. 

28  November,  1902. 


PROBATE  EEGISTEY. 


PAPER  GRANTS  AND  ENGROSSMENTS,       NEW  SEALS, 

Thb  Hioh  Coubt  of  Justigb, 
Principal  Pbobatb  Begibtrt, 
bomkrset  iiousf,  london,  w.c. 


NOTICE. 
PAPEB  GRANTS  AND  ENGB0SSMENT8. 


NEW  SEALS. 


1.  On  the  Ist  January,  1903,  impressed  Seals  will,  by  direction  of 
we  Piesident,  be  subelituted  for  tho  ISoaJs  now  in  use. 

2.  The  size  of  the  Grant  on  J  En^r.  ssment  sheets  will  at  th.?  same 
Mffis  be  rcdoctd  to  a  more  convenient  size. 


3.  When  the  Grant  has  been  written  the  Engrossment  will  be 
placed  inside  the  Grant-sheet  and  the  whole  will  be  fastened  together 
in  the  fold  of  the  sheets  whenever  the  Engrossment  is  on  one  sheet 
only,  or  is  so  written  that  it  can  bo  placed  sheet  inside  sheet  book 
fashion. 

It  is  espooially  requested  that  Engrossments  may  be  of  this  pattern 
as  far  as  possible. 

4.  In  coses  where  the  Engrossment  is  so  written  that  it  must  be 
placed  sbeet  upon  sheet,  the  Graut  will  be  written  on  a  half-sheet 
which  will  be  placed  in  front  of  the  Engrossment  sheets  and  the 
whole  will  be  fastened  together  inside  the  left  hand  edge. 

5.  At  tho  same  lime  that  the  Grant  is  sealed  each  sheet  of  the 
Engrossment  will  be  **  ear-marked  "  by  a  smaller  impressed  Seal. 

6.  Official  Engrossment  sheets  of  the  reduced  size  have  been 
issued,  and  are  obtainable  in  the  same  way  as  the  official  sheets  now 
in  nse. 

7.  The  present  regulations  as  to  the  permissive  use  of  parchment 
under  certain  coudi  lions  will  remain  in  force  till  further  notice. 

D.  H.  Owen, 

Senior  Regiitrar. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


November  28.  William  Thomas  Mokins,  Esq.,  Bazrister-at-Law,  has 
this  day  had  a  Baronetcy  conferred  upon  him. 

November  29.  The  KIKG  has  been  pleased  to  approve  of  the 
appointment  ol  Antonio  Mioallef,  Esq..  LL.D.,  to  be  one  of  His 
Majesty's  Judges  for  the  Island  of  Malta. 

Arthur  Theodore  Thring,  Esq.,  of  the  Middle  Temple,  has  been 
appointed  a  Companion  of  the  Most  Honourable  Order  of  the  Bath. 


PROFESSIONAL  PAETNERSHIPS  DISSOLVED. 


John  King  Farlow  and  Morris  Nattali  Fuller  (Farlow  &  Fuller), 
Solicitors,  1,  Church  Coart,  Clement's  Laue,  E.O.,  by  mutual  consent 
as  from  November  20. 

Henry  Maddocks  and  Frederick  John  Oolson  (Maddocks  &  ColaonX 
Solicitors,  22,  Wulbrook,  by  mutual  consent  as  from  August  1.  The 
business  will  be  carricil  on  in  future  by  F.  J.  Colson  (Maddocks  d( 
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Second  Editioii,  thoroi^lily  Revised.    Demy  8vo.,  2  Vols.,  cloth,  888. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (posta^re,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

OS  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BJRETT, 

Of  the  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LUB.  London  UniTersitT;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinilj  College^ 
Dnblin;   EzhiUtioaer  in  Real  Property  and  Equi^;   Holder  of  ttie  Firat  Certificate  of  Honoor,   Michaelmas,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Gierke  and  Bretf  s  Conveyandne  Acts ;  Anthor  of  Bretf  s  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883^  and  of 
Leading  Cases  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Socae^. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  thii  book  is  to  bring  into  speoial  prominenoe  the  praent  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  pert  law,  or  thit 
which  ia  piaoiioally  obsolete,  w  far  m  it  is  neoesiuy  to  enable  the  reader  to  uiuleritaDd  the  preeent 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


'<  We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oareftd 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  oomprehensiTe  outline  of  existing  Bnglish  law, 
eontsined  in  a  manrellously  small  compass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
oontriyed  hj  the  insertion  of  illustrative  oases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interesting  ustead  of  repulsive  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
eonvenient  size  of  the  volumes.'*— ^tetfors*  Journal. 

**The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago,  seems  to  be  now  fully  assured,  for 


W8  ahready  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bntt  n 
singularly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bricgMl 
a  new  edition,  because  he  luis  thus  been  afforded  an  opportesirf 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  Mendi,  sod  fie 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  ven  ia* 
evitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  vmam 
Acts  which  have,  since  the  publication  of  nis  first  editicn,  beat 
placed  upon  ihB  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  active  legiBlstoa"- 
Law  Journal. 

*'  The  compilation  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edifiis  ii 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  '^'"  '- 
Law  Notes. 


London:    WILLIAM  CLOWES  <fe  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Plebt  Street,  E.C. 
Seventh  Edition.     Royal  8vo.^  eioth,  S8s» 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY, 

Gontaining  a  full  expositioii  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  indnding  the  Law  nnder  the  Bankrupt? 
Acts,  1888  and  1890  ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Bischarge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887  ;  the  Bebtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  M 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  vitk 
Creditors,  and  the  Beeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Bules,  Orders  83< 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &q. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrl8ter-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

••  In  spite  of  rivals,  Sofmon^s  Law  and  PraMte  in  BanJkrttptoy— an  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintafais  its  posltkia  in  I^; 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  conseqnenUy  ttiat  Afltiw 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  ^^^^ 
aro  BO  changes.  The  judicial  decisions  of  recent  years  aze  duly  noted,  and  Bobeon  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  sp-tcHWi 
text-book."— LcMS  Times. 

**This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  the  bMT 
important  cases  recentiy  decided  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  leaned  ft^^^^UJ! 
wisdom  of  keeping  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptcy  ^5!I«! 
bewithontit:  aad  as  kmg  as  the  author  pursues  the  wise  course  of  issuing  fzesh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  shaU  be  abk  to  aooofd  ntiw 

editions  the  same  praise."- iaw  Abtes. 


London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS, 


LiMiTRD,  Law  Pcblisiiers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  EC. 
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Cheap  Sditton.    Oliuitntad.    1  toL,  demy  8vo.,  olotb,  10b. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB.    8EBJEANT   PULLING, 

OoDtainmg  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Courts  at  Westminster 
Hall  derived  from  it — the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Ck)if — the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — ^the  Inns 
of  Court— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovatioiis  on 
the  old  Institution. 

''A  monumant  of  well-digested  xeseaibh.  ...  An  important  oontribation  to  the  history  of  the  Bench  and  Bar  of  England.'* 

^-DhuMted  Ltmdom  Nmm. 

Lohdon:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitsd,   Law  Pubushibs,  7,  Flmt  Strbst,  KO. 

Boyal  18mo.,  cloth,  128.  Od. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENDUENT  ACT,    1898. 

VHk  Notes  and  CmeB  References  and  an  Appendix  contnining  such  existing  Statutes  (iiicludin;;  the  Pablic  Health  (London)  Act,  1891) 
as  still  affect  building  operations  within  the  Admitiibtratiye  County  of  London ;  altio  tiie  Bjc-Laws,  Re^zulations  and 
Orders  of  the  London  County  Council  and  of  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  the  Inner  Temple,  Editor  of  "  The  Stattites  Begt^lating  London  Building,"  and 

FRANCIS  W.  PEMBER.  M.A., 

Of  Lincoln's  Inn,  Draftsman  of  the  Bill  as  originally  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons. 

Lokdon  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishkes,  7,  Fleet  Stkbet,  B.C. 

NOW  BEADT.    Demy  Sva,  cloth,  18«. 


THE    COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-1900. 

hgether  with  the  Special  Constables  Acts ;  the  Parish  Constables  Acts ;  the  Lock-np  Houses  Acts ;   the  Police 
UtesActs;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Pablic  Authorities  Protection  Act ;  the  Police 
Property  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Ajmy  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Government  Act. 

With  Introduction,    Notes  and  Index. 

Of  the  Inner  Temple  and  Oxford  Olrctdt,  Barrisier^t-Lsw. 

*  Xr.  OHmkiiftd  hm  Mippltod  a  decided  went  In  the  praeeiit  Tolune.*— Iaw  TCflMi. 

*  The  book  wiU  be  «  TelneUe  addition  to  the  lew  Uhreiy  of  erery  poUoe  $nlthat»j.''-^FoUet  Bmim. 


Loif DON :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Seoond  and  greatly  improred  Bdition.    Demy  8to.,  oloth,  6e. 

PHE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  impodng  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  References  to  Decisions. 

By     E3«     EEJLRRIB, 

OV  THB  UDGACT  AHD  SUOOMSIOV  DQTT  DBFABnODIT,  eOMmSST  1IOU8S. 
r  w  the  nooDd  edHIca  .  .  .  we  eee  at  e  Klaoce  the  IncldeDoe  of  the  Englieh  Death  Datlea.  .  .  .  Shoald  prove  of  great  oerrtoe  for  rMdj  reftfrence.''^I«w  ffaiM. 
..»  ^*^  ^^  *^*"  ^  thanks  to  Mr.  Harrta,  whooe  oompetence  to  do  the  work  he  has  undertaken  le  imdoabted.'^Jcootti«<«i«. 
the  work  toooe  of  gxeot  pradlcai  >ralae  to  lottolton.''— JHti  Lam  TSmM. 


LoKDoar:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  EjD._  _T_ 
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Second  Editionp  demy  8vo.|  clothi  27e.  6d.|  including  Supplementp  with  Cases  to  Date^  1898l 
%*  ThB  BfxmflMDf&Dt  osn  be  had  aeparaMy,  Ump  eloth*  %tL  ed. 

DARBY    ana    BOBJLNQYJET 


STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SSOOTTX)    HlDITIOlSr. 
BY 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K.O.,  and  J.  R.  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 


'*  TwentyHsiz  yean  have  etapeed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Boaanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statutes  of  limili 
iions.    During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  havb 
been  prodnoed.    The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioDa 
oonsult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  int 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Real  Property  limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  1 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  momfy,  or  settle  many  points  relatiog 
the  limitation  of  actions.    In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchcuit  has  become  the  oolleagne  of  H 
Bosanquet.    The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examinsti 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  relid 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.    The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foBpff 
■ubfitantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioneil,ii  M 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'' — Law  Quarterly  Review. 

Lovdoh:  wilt  J  am  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Poblibhebs,  7,  Fleet  Stbbt,  E.G. 

NOW  BEADY.    Demy  8va,  doth,  10«. 

A  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insuram 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S .L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury,    oi 

Auihar  of*  A  Digest  of  fh$  Law  of  BiOa  of  Exchange,''  ''  The  Sals  of  Goods  Act,  including  fh$  Factm  AcU,"* 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  Alliance,  Marine  and  General  Aoniranoe  Co.,  Ltd. 

**Tbe  book  If  «  most  oondae  «iid  TaloAblo  ezpodtloii  of  the  exiatiog  1aw»  and  we  ootdiaUy  reoonunend  it  to  all  who  have  to  do  with  marine  inaqganwu"   3igflm^ 
*■  We  liMl  suze  that  both  lawyers  and  the  mercantile  world  will  welcome  this  addition  to  legal  Uteratnxe."— £ato  Tima, 

London  :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishres.  7,  Fleet  Street,  B.O. 
NOW  BEADY.    Third  Edition.    Boyal  8vo.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26«.,  doth ;  for  cash,  21«.  (postage  7^). 

THE  RELATIONSHIP  OF  UNDLORD  AND  TENANII 

Of  the  Inner  Temple,  Bairifltor-at-Law. 

«•▲  ilsadasd  tieatlee  on  the  moden  kw  of  landlord  and  toiant.^-arfMtorf' /o^^ 

^^Fechape  the  most  important  work  on  this  branch  of  the  law  whiob  hm  made  tta  aopesnaot  in  noaoA  jmh."— X««  Tim^i, 


Lokdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  LnoriD,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flbt  Stbibt,  B.0. 
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STATUTES. 


SESSION  1902—2  EDW.  7. 

Cbpter. 

TTTLBL 

Date  of  Royal  Ajsent. 

SO 

AppropriatumiNo.  2)  10^^1902      •        .        .        . 

yo7.  25. 

Notspeoified. 
Not  specified. 

hi 
31 

Supreme  OmiH  of  JuddeatureActy  1902    . 

Not.  25. 

OOUET  OP  APPEAL  AND  HIGH  OOTTRT  OF  JUSTICE— CHANCERY  DIVISION. 


MICHAELMAS  BITTINQB,  1902. 


BOTA  OP  EBGISTBABS  IN  ATTENDANOB  IN  THE  ENaUINQ  WEEK. 

1      lUn. 

BOTA. 

Avnuft 

OOUBTlL 

Mb.  Jumn 

KUJIWIQB. 

MB.Jianaa 
BTsn. 

MB.Juaiiai     !    iMa.JorRiai 
Faiwill.      i  .  Birasur. 

Jona. 

Mfe.Jimnoa 

Swim  Xa»T. 

h*V.    Dec. 

15 

Mr.  King 

Mr.  GretweU 

Mr.  FamMr 

Mr.  Ourrlngtan 

Mr.  Tbeed; 

Mr.Jaokioa 

Mr.Gcdfrij 

Mr.  R.LoMdi 

"%      « 

16 

,t     FUHMT 

M    Church 

»    King 

.,    Bed 

„    W.  Lei€h 

„    Pembertn 

„    B.  Leach 

„    Godftij 

■"•■7   li 

17 

M    W.LcmJi 

„    GretwaU 

„    Finner 

„    Garrlngton 

••   Tbeed 

„    JaekeoB 

M   Oodftv 

H    Fmhwton 

"■V           M 

18 

«   Hiert 

„    Cbnroh 

M    Klog 

„    Bed 

„    W.  Le«ai 

„    F»htit» 

H    B.LeeA 

,,   JaekMB 

'■y 

19 

,.    Cbnrck 

M    GranreU 

„    Farmer 

„    Garrlngton 

„    Tbeed 

„    Jaekeon 

„   Godfrej 

»    Bed 

20 

„    araiwaU 

M    Church 

M    King 

„    Bed 

„    W.Leedi 

„    Fembertoa 

..    B.  Leach 

It    Cttiliigloii 

VftfCArirtmaim 

uoMm  «r(B  ooHMM 

iwt  on  IfAlnadaif, 

tt0  34aclayofi) 

«o0Mber,  1903,  and 

VVviWvMflHV   wW  2  IvW 

Mlay,tt«eM<laya] 

r  /anuary,  1903,  V 

oa  doM  iiieltiHvf . 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


CHRISTMAS  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTICE. 


s  tnl^  &e  no  hiUing  in  Court  during  the  Christmas  Vacation. 

[^ffaV  ^  Christmas  Vacation  y^All  appUoatioDS  **whiah  map 

'thhs  imsnediatdff  or  promptly  heard "  aie  to  be  made  until 

lay,  December  Slat,  iDoluaiTe,  to  the  Honomuble  Ifr.  Jnstioe 

Eadt,  and  after  that  date  to  the  Honourable  Mr.  Jnstioe 

JU  Honomrable  Mr.  Justice  Swoifbn  Eadt  will  act  as  Yacatian 
Jftfram  Monday,  December  22nd,  to  Wednesday,  December  Slst, 
Ikdayi  inclosiye.  His  Lordship  will  sit  in  King's  Bench  Judges* 
"nbeiB  on  Monday,  December  29th.    On  other  days,  within  the 

•period,  applications  in  urgent  matters  may  be  made  to  his 

ihipbypostorraU. 

Bonourable  Mr.  Justice  Jblf  will  act  as  Vacation  Judge 
Tbvaday,  January  Ist,  1903,  to  Saturday,  January  10th,  both 
Moaiya.  His  Lordship  will  sit  in  King's  Bench  Judge's 
len  on  Tuesday,  January  6th.  On  other  days,  within  the 
period,  appkeations  in  urgent  matters  may  be  made  to  his 
tipbypostorraiL 

J°t  i«7  esse  of  great  urgency  the  Brief  of  Counsel  may  be  sent  to 
•  Jndje  by  Book  Post,  or  Parcel,  pre-paid,  accompanied  by  OfBoe 
W^  of  the  AiBdaTits  in  support  of  the  Application,  and  also  by  a 
Su^kL^  ^  separate  sheet  of  paper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the 
"wr  he  may  considar  the  Applicant  entitled  to,  and  also  an  enyelope 
JJjTO  of  reoeiying  the  Papers,  addressed  as  follows : — **  Chancery 
Jwf  Letter:  To  the  Begistrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Begistrars' 
"■"»»^  Boyal  Courts  of  Justic^  Ixmdon,  TT.C." 


On  applications  for  Injunctions,  in  addition  to  the  abore,  a  Copy  of 
the  Writ,  and  a  Certificate  of  Writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent 

The  Papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Begistrar. 

The  address  of  the  Judge  for  the  time  being  acting  as  Vacation 
Judge  can  be  obtained  on  application  at  the  Cnancery  Begistrars' 
Chambm,  Boom  ISfi,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice. 

The  Chambers  of  Mr.  Justice  Kbkkwioh  and  Mr.  Justice  Jotob 
(S  to  Z  Diyision)  will  be  open  (for  Vacation  business  only)  from 
10  to  2  on  Wednesday,  December  24;  Tuesday,  December  80; 
Wednesday,  December  81,  1902;  Thursday,  January  1;  Friday, 
January  2;  and  Tuesday,  January  6, 1903. 

Chakokbt  Bioibtbabs'  Cbambbbs, 
rotal  coubtb  of  justicb, 
LfecenwCTy  i<M/2. 


INCOBPORATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


HONOUBS  EXAMINATION. 


NOVEMBER,  1902. 


V  ThM  names  of  the  SMfUors  to  whom  Ac  Candidates 
Artides  of  CterhMp  are  printed  in  itaUm. 


At  the  nsranifa^tfmi  fbf  Honouxi  of  Oaadidatea  for  AdmiMkm  on 
the  BoU  of  Solicitors  of  the  Supreme  Court,  the  E^uuination  Corn- 
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aittM  NoaaBMBded  the  foUowiag  u  being  entitled  to  Baaongf 
Diftinolion  s-^ 

FIB8T  GLASS. 
[In  Order  of  Merit] 

1.  Etsbakd  KmnTH  Bbowv. 

Jfr.  JiJm  BarUng  Purehoie,  of  (he  firm  <if  Me$m.  John  B.  ic 
F,  PunKa$e,  of  London. 

2.  LswiB  LnrooLR  Whitfibld. 

Mr,  Chartes  Dalian  WooUey^  of  London. 

SECOND  0LA8& 
[IiiAlphalwtiaaOidBr.] 

BiNJAicnr  MiJOH  Cook,  6.A.,  LL.B.  Camb. 

Mr.  Bidutrd  WHUam  Bowry  Buekland,  ofiksfirm  ofMmn. 
Vandercomt  DovUon  A  BuckLand,  of  London. 

THIRD  GLASS. 
[In  AlphabetioRl  Order.] 
HooxB  Clattov,  B.A.  Oxon. 

Mr,  Auguitui  Fnd^rick  Warr,  of  (he/lrm  ofMetm.  BaUioiu, 
Warr  it  WimOvwti^  o/  UvirpwL 

Waltbi  PowiLL  Datto. 

Mr.  Fdwaird  ThomiM  Iktvid,  of  Bridgend. 

GbOBOI  WiLUAM  OB1(n-HuT0HIN80N. 

Mr.  OkafUi  Wmiam  DMiao,  ofihefirm  of  Metm.  Gordon, 
IkMao  A  Pughj  of  London. 

Lawbihoi  Abthub  Hnm,  LL.B.  Camb. 

Mr.  Je$9e  Hind,  of  the  ftrm  of  Metim.   WeHU  A  Hind,  of 
Nottingham,  and  Me$tr$.  Hind  A  Robinton,  of  London. 

Habold  r  AmoH  Johbs. 

Mr,  Norman  Herbert  Smith,  of  London. 

GnOBQB  GlAVK  WlUJAlIB,  B.A.  LONDOV. 

Mr.  WiUiam  BuMey  Boderiek,  of  ike  firm  of  Memt.  Boderick 
A  Bitharde,  of  lAanOly. 


The  Ooonofl  of  the  Inoofporated  Law  Sooiety  have  aooordingly 
giyen  Ghun  Gertifloatei  and  awarded  the  fdlowing  Fritei  of  Booka:— 

To  Mr.  .Bfoimi— Flriie  of  the  Hbmrarahle  Sooiety  of  Olementfe 
Innr-Yalne  aboat  101.;  and  The  Daniel  Beaidon  Frii»- 
Value  ahoot  20  gidneaa. 

To  Mr.  WhUfiM^Th»  Prize  of  the  Hdnoarable  Sooiehr  of 
GlifTord'e  Inn— Yalne  ft  gnineaa;  and  the  John  Maokrell 
Prize— Value  aboat  121. 

The  GonnoQ  haje  giten  OUuM  Oeitiiloatea  to  the  Gandidatea  in 
the  Seecnd  and  Third  GlaaMk 

Eighty-aeyen  Owadidatee  gaTS  notioe  lior  the 


^y  Oidsr  of  the  QraadL 


E.  W.  WxLUAinoir, 


Law  S()aitoM  Hali^  C^AxotBt  Laso,  Lqndos  s 
Stik  I>eoeni(er,  1902. 


INCOEPOEATED  LAW  SOCIETY. 


EXAMINATIONS  IN  THE  TEAB  1902. 


SPECIAL  PBIZES  OPEN  TO  ALL  CANDIDATBai 

SCOTT  8GH0LABSHIP. 

Leonard  William  Moore»  being,  in  the  ofunion  of  the  CoiiaaI,tt 
Candidate  best  acquainted  with  the  Theorr,  Prinoiplea,  and  Fteii 
of  Law,  they  have  awarded  to  him  the  SooolarBhip  founded  byX 
James  Soott,  of  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields. 

Mr.  MoQie  served  his  Clerkship  with  Mr.  John  WUUam  fnki 
Jacques,  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  F.  V.  Jaoquea,  (3itti 
&  Jacques,  of  Bristol;  and  Messrs.  Stow, Preston  &  LjMm 
of  Ix»ndon,  and  obtained  the  Prize  of  the  HonomFiUe  Sofliiil 
of  Clement's  Inn,  and  the  Daniel  Beardon  Frin,  ift  ft 
Honours  Kiftminatinn  held  in  Jsnnaiy,  1902. 


BBODEBIP  PBIZB. 

Leonard   William   Moore,   bemg   first  in  order  of  merit, 
having  shown  himself  best  aoqoainted  with  the  Law  of  Beal  T 
and  the  Praotioe  of  Conveyanoing,  passed  a  satisf actosy  Ezsi 
and  attained  honorary  distinotion,  the  Ooonoil  have  awarded  III 
the  Mze  con^sting  of  a  Gold  Medal,  founded  Iqr  Mr.  " 
Bfoderip,  of  Lincoln?  Inn. 


THE  GLABON  PRIZE. 
Leonard  William  Moore  having  shown  himself  best  aoqnslstod  il 
the  Law  and  Praotioe  of  EqnHy,  otherwise  passed  a  m&tuM 
Examination,  and  attained  honorary  distinetion,  the  CoidmU  Ibi 
awarded  to  him  the  Prize  founded  by  Mr.  John  Mozon  Obha,! 
Great  George  Street,  Westminster. 


LOCAL  PRIZES. 


TIMPRON  MARTIN  PRIZE  FOR  CANDIDATES  VBOI 
LIVERPOOL. 

Ernest  William  Bird,  from  among  the  Candidates  ham  Itnq^ 
who  served  two-tiiiids  of  his  period  of  service  there,  havisg  « 
the  best  Examination,  and  attained  honorary  distinotioa,  tikdOs 
have  awarded  to  him  the  Gold  Medal,  fonnded  by  Mr. 
Martin,  of  Livei^ooL 

Bird  served  his  Clerkship  with  Mr.  Fianois  H.  M 
of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Banks,  Kendall  ft  Tsykr^gf  U 
pool;  and  Messrs.  Cole  ft  Jaokiion,  of  London,  sad  oM 
the  Cliiford  Inn  Prize  at  the  Honous  ExaminatioB  liw 
January,  1902. 


Mr. 


ATKINSON  PRIZE  FOR  CANDIDATES  PROM  LIVEBW 
OR  PRESTON. 
Ernest  William  Bird,  from  among  the  Candidate!  fronU 
pool  or  Praston,  having  shown  himself  best  acquainted  m 
Law  of  Real  Property  and  the  Practice  of  Oanveyaaciaft « 
wise  pasaed  a  aatiafaotory  Examination,  and  attained  w 
diatinotioD,  the  Council  have  awarded  to  him  the  Gold  » 
founded  by  Mr.  John  Atkinson,  of  LiverpooL 


BIRMINGHAM  LAW  SOCIETY'S  GOLD  MEDAL 
The  Examinera  reported  that  there  was  no  one  qnaliiled  to 


thia  Prize. 
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ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaimng  a  fall  ezporition  of  the  Principles  and  Practioe  of  the  Law,  indnding  the  Law  nnder  the  Bankrnptoy 
Acts,  1888  and  1890;  the  Bankruptcy  (DiBchwrge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bffls  of  Sale 
Acta,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  with 
OreditoiB,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  and 
Fonus,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  Ac. 

BY 

GEORGE  YOUNG   ROBSON,   Esq., 

Banister-at-Lftw. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

*  Ib  spite  of  riYttb,  Bobmtifi  Um  mid  FraMm  in  AmftnMrfo^-HOi  eieellatt  tnatin^  we  elwaTi  tiuNighi— maiatelas  its  posltloa  in  lega 
litemtue.  It  hai  now  entered  iti  Myenth  edition.  The  lixA  edition  weiimMiriied  before  the  let  of  1887.  end  eeneeqnently  that  Aet  end 
the  AM  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Billa  of  Sale  is  now  pat  at  the  end  of  the  Toliime.  Beyond  tide  there 
are  no  ohaagee.  The  jndioial  dedaione  of  reoent  yean  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobeon  on  Bankmpioy  lemains  an  effloiMit  and  vp-lo-date 
text-book."— £ai9  TimM. 

^  *'TMa  standard  work  on  baakniptoy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  aatfaor  wieeiy  oonddering  that,  in  eonse^pienoe  of  the  many 
uqnttaBt  oasee  leoentiy  decided  and  the  ianie  of  the  new  mice,  a  new  edition  wai  desirable.  We  oomplhnent  the  leeaed  author  on  the 
wisdflM  of  keeping  hie  work  weUnp  to  datOb  Of  tide  edition  we  may  fUrly  eay,  ae  of  othen,  no  praotitioner  with  benkmptoy  work  ehoold 
be  without  it;  and  aa  kmg  ae  the  author  ponaei  the  wise  oooxae  of  iieoing  fMh  editions  weU  np  to  date^  we  shall  be  able  to  aooord  fdtore 
editions  the  same  praise."— XawAofet.  

LoHDOV :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Flist  Stbbet,  E.G. 

Second  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  dotht  888. 
Cash  Prioe,  80s.  (postage,  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

OBT  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS    OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  tlie  lOddle  Temple,  BarriateratLaw ;  LUR  London  UnheraitT;  B.A.,  late  Sdiolar  and  Stadent  of  TrboBitf  College^ 

Dublin ;  EzhibitioDer  in  Real  Proper^  and  Bqnitj;  Holder  of  Oe  Firat  Certificate  of  Hononr.  Mirharhnaa.  1869; 

Joint  Antfaor  of  Gierke  and  Bretfa  Conreyandnr  Acta;  Author  of  Bretfa  Banknq»tcj  Act,  1883L  and  of 

Leading  Caaea  hi  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lectarer  hi  Bqnitj  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sode^. 

%*  The  main  idee  of  this  hoolc  is  to  bring  into  epeoial  promhienee  the  pieeent  end  lifing  law,  aad  onl j  to  deel  with  peat  law,  or  thai 
which  if  praetloelly  obeolete,  lo  fur  aa  it  is  neoeawTy  to  enable  the  reader  to  andenrtend  the  preeent 

OPINIONS  OP  THE  PRESS. 


*  We  are  glad  to  obeerve  in  ilie  preeent  edition  the  merki  of  oatefol 
Mrieion.  .  •  .  It  is  a  oompreheneiTe  ontUne  of  ezietbig  English  law, 
eontBined  in  a  maryelloiuly  imall  compaa[^  well  anenged,  and  so 
oontriTed  by  the  inaertion  of  illnstratiTe  caeee  and  extrMta,  aa  to  be 
mtereetiQff  instead  of  repolalye  to  the  student  On  sobm  sabjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  eases  is  added,  the  effeot  of  ttiem  bdng  uiortly 
■tated.  The  aocoont  of  the  Settied  Land  Aots»  at  pp.  14J^I56,  may 
be  oommended  aa  a  Tery  good  piece  of  expositioiL  The  index  baa 
been  impioyed,  aad  a  word  mnat  be  said  aa  to  the  attraetlTe  type  aad 
oonyenient  siae  of  the  Tolmnea"— ^SSDMoOofV  JammaL 

'^The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
•ppearaaoe,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  ftdly  assnied,  for 


we  already  haye  before  ns  a  second  edition.  •  •  •  Mr.  Brett  ia 
singalarly  fivtnnate  in  being  called  npon  so  soon  to  bring  oat 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  aifoided  an  opportunity 
of  ayailinff  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  fHeads,  and  the 
Gritidsm  A  his  reyiewen,  by  correotina  the  enon  which  were  iot- 
eyitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  cf  ineoipoiating  the  nnnieroos> 
Acts  which  haye,  sfaice  the  publication  of  nis  ibrst  edition,  been: 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  aotiye  legislatme."— 
iMW  JbwrwiL 

••The  compilatkm  has  been  done  wifli  care,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  sendon."^ 
JxMNUm. 
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Second  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  YoUu,  dotht  888. 
Cash  Prioe,  80s.  (postajfe,  Is*)* 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

OBT  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  fhe  Middle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;  LL.&  Londoa  Univenibr;  B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Student  of  Trinity  Colkf?  j 
Dublin;   Ezhibittoner  in  Real  Piopettjr  and  Equity;   Holder  of  tne  First  Certificate  of  Honour.  Mjcharimii,  1869;     ! 
Joint  Author  of  Cleike  and  Bretf  ■  Conmancinfl^  Acta ;  Author  of  Bretf  a  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883^  and  of 
Leading  Caaea  in  Modem  Equity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Soaety. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  thiB  book  is  to  bfin^  into  ipedal  pcominenoe  fhe  preaeat  and  living  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  past  hw,  or  thai 
whidh  is  piaotloally  obsolete^  so  ff>r  as  it  is  neoessazy  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  the  present 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


''We  are  glad  to  observe  in  the  present  edition  the  marks  of  oarefhl 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  oomprebensive  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
eoBtaiDsd  in  a  marveUously  small  oompass,  well  arranged,  and  so 
oontrived  by  the  insertion  of  illustrative  oases  and  extracts,  as  to  be 
interestlnff  instead  of  repnlnve  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  reoent  oases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
stated.  The  aooount  ci  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  145-156,  may 
be  commended  as  a  very  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improved,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractive  type  and 
oonvenient  siae  of  the  volunies.''--i8(oUotton'  JawrndL 

''The  success  whidi  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  fhlly  assured,  for 


we  already  have  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Biett  k 
singnhirly  fortunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  tKt 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  afforded  an  eppotm^ 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friendi,  end  m 
criticism  of  his  reviewers,  by  correctinff  the  enors  whish  wen  ^ 
evitaUe  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  vamoBm 
Acts  which  havcb  suioe  the  publication  of  hia  first  editka,  best 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  sn  exceedingly  active  iegiilstoia"'* 
Lato  Jowmal. 

"Hie  compilation  has  been  done  with  care^  and  the  new editta  Ii 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  Mwa*- 


LoHDOv:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitrd,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Flbsi  Stbbkt,  E.C. 
Seventh  Edition.     Reyal  8vo.t  cloth,  S8s. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaining  a  foil  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  BankroM 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closnre)  Act,  1887  ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869  ;  the  Bills  of  m 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Jadicature  Act,  1875 ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangementa  fid 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  EttAtntes,  Bnles,  Orden  m 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  Ac. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq, 

Barrister-at-Ziaw. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

•»  In  spite  of  rivals,  Bobmm**  Law  and  TrarUoe  in  BaalcnMiloy— an  exceUent  treatise^  we  always  thoughtp-meintains  its  positica  in  1* 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seventh  edition.  The  sixth  edition  was  published  before  the  Act  of  1887,  and  conseqnenUy  that  Aistrt 
the  Act  of  1890  have  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  volume.  Beyond  wisttflil 
are  no  changes.  The  Judicial  decisions  of  reoent  years  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankruptcy  remains  an  efficient  and  np-(»dil| 
text-book."— IxMS  TVmeg. 

"This  standard  work  on  bankruptcy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  anther  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  of  fiw  Ml 
important  cases  recently  dedded  sad  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.    We  compliment  the  lesmed  authff  oatti 
wisdom  of  ke^g  his  work  weU  up  to  date.    Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bankruptt^  ^T^ 
be  without  it;  and  as  long  as  the  author  pursnes  the  wiw  course  of  issuing  fresh  editions  well  up  to  date,  we  shaU  be  able  to  aooort  ntnn 
editions  the  same  (waise."— Lato  N0U9.  ______________«_______^__« 

Lotooh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Poblishbrs,  7,  ^¥^  Sj^l'^l^®- 
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THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By   MB,    SEBJEANT  PULLING, 

Containing  the  Early  History  ol  the  Order,  together  with  an  aooonnt  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  the  Ooorts  at  Westminster 
Hall  derived  from  it— 4he  Justiciar — the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Coif — ^the  Apprentioii  ad  l^gem— 4he  Inns 
of  Ooort— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  on 
the  old  Institution. 


•ABMMiuiiieiiloriroU-digsstodnsesnh..  •  •  An  impoitMit  ocmtclbatum  to  the  history  of  the  B»oh  and  Bw  of  Bki^^ 

LosDW:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limitbd,   Law  Publxshibs,  7,  Flut  Smnr,  KO. 

Boyal  ISmoit  ^l"*^^i  Usl  Od* 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    ACT,  1894, 

And  fhe  AMENDMENT  ACT,    1898. 

Tith  Noiee  sod  CroH  Beferonoeo  and  an  Appendix  oontatmne  snoh  exiflting  Statutes  (indnding  the  Publio  Health  (London)  Aoi,  1891, 
as  still  affect  building  operations  inthin  the  AdministratiTe  Oonntj  of  Lond^ ;  also  the  Bye-Laws,  Beffulations  and 
Orders  of  the  liondon  Gonnty  Ooonoi]  and  of  the  Oommisaioners  of  Sewers  ci  the  City  €i  LonooiL 

By  W.  RUSSELL   GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  iht  Ifvner  Temple,  Editor  of  *'  The  StoHitea  BegukOmg  London  Building,"  and 

FRANCIS  W.  PEMBER.  M«A., 

Of  LinooMs  Inn,  DrafUman  of  the  Bill  as  onginaUy  introduced  into  the  Eouee  of  Commom* 

Lohdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  LmrniD,  Law  Publibhxbs,  7,  Flebt  Stbebt,  KO. 

NOW  BBADT.    Demy  Sto.,  doth,  ISt. 


THE   COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-1900. 

fopther  with  the  Special  CooBtables  Acta ;  ihe  Parish  Oonstables  Acts ;  the  Lock-up  HoiueB  Acts ;  the  Police 
BiteAcU;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Blot  Damages  Aot;  the  FbblSo  Anthtnrities  Proteotioii  Act;  the  Pok'ce 
Ftoper^  Act;  and  parts  of  the  Ajrmy  Act,  Muuoipal  CorporatioDS  Act,  and  the  Local  Govemment  Act. 

With  IntrodtteHofh   Notes  and  Index. 
By  BSYBSr^YKT    Ot.  BK.  CJLRBnCEL&Bri,   BK.JL.  (Oxon.), 

Of  the  Inner  Otampla  and  Qzted  Olioiiit,  Barrleisr-at-Law. 
*]lr.  Cnsl^id  ta«  nvidled  «  dselded  wiDt  la  ttw  pnMBk  ^«lvBft.*--j^ 
"AiboQkwOltoATilinbtoaddllioatotlMlftwinnfyof  erwy  pdUoe  antbort^.'-^Mte  AflMf. 


Loitdoh:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Liiw  Publishsbs,  7,  Flist  Strbit,  E.C. 
8eooB4  sad  greeHy  improred  Bdilion.    Demy  8fa,  oloih*  ea 

^HE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

I  TaUe  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  ref  eience  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposfaig  them,  the  Fonns  nsed  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
PaTable.    With  varions  nsefnl  Notes  and  Beferencea  to  Dedsions. 


LWA0T  Aim 


i 


*h  fti  moced  tdttka  .  .  .  ira  im  aft  « jdnM  ttw  IndtaMt  ef  the  &MdlA  Ditlh  Dailfli.  .  .  .  Skoold  prort  of  bwH  mnke  Ibr  tmdf  nteMoa."— lUw  Timst, 
"Wt tate  Mv  ■ban  of  thanki  to  Xr.  VMe,  irhoa»  oonpetanoa to dotWiraik  to  hM  maartikan  li  ■wlontlad.'^  Jenmitrnt. 
IWa  esMldar  tto  irork  toooa  of  sreaft  pnctfoa  tiIw  to  aottcttoia.''— irM  Ltm  Ttmm, 

Loroov :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Locnu),  Liw  Pubushbbs,  7,  Flbit  Smsirr,  E^ole 
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Second  Editiorii  demy  8vo.|  clothi  278.  6d.,  including  8uppiement|  with  Cases  to  Date^  1888. 
%*  ThA  Bapplamflnt  osn  be  had  Mpcuwtoly,  Ump  dloth,  !■.  ed. 

I>ARBir    and     SOSANQUST 

OK  THB 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SaOOTTX)    3D3DITI02Sr- 

BY 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K,0.,  and  J,  R,  V.  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Law. 

«<  Twenty-six  yean  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  the  Statotes  of  limita- 
tions. During  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  having 
been  produced.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
consul  special  huidbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  the 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament — the  Beal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  the 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  momfy,  or  settle  manv  points  rdating  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marohsmt  has  become  the  colleague  of  Hr. 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  ftxaminatiaa 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want— the  want  of  a  rdisble 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foilovi 
substantially  ttiat  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprised  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  abeady  mentioned,  it  his 
become  necessary^  as  the  authors  stote^  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'' — Lmo  ff^Mirterlp  Review. 

Lovdoh:  WILLIAM  OLOWBS  A  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publuhbbs,  7,  Fun  Srunr,  E.O. 

NOW  BEADY.    Demy  8va,  oloih,  lOf. 

A  Digest  of  tbe  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS,  CSJ.,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

Afdhor  of  ^A  Digest  of  the  Law  of  BiOe  of  Exchange,''*'  The  8dU  of  Goods  Act,  including  the  Factors  AdtM^  ^^\ 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister^at-Law, 

Secretary  of  the  AlUanoe,  Marine  and  Oeneral  Aanranoe  Co.,  Ltd. 


•*TlM  book  It*  molt  oonoln  and  TalnaUe  ezposlttoa  of  tho  ttdsUng  Uw,  and  we  oavdiaUy  recoimeal  tt  to  all  who  hsvatodo  with  martno  imonHioo."    9i^n^ 
••  We  JM  eon  Uiat  both  kwyon  and  th«  nwEoantlte  worJd  wm  wckoDM 

Lotooh;  WILLIAM  CLOVES  A  SONS,  LiMiTm) ,  Law  Ptolibhhbs  7,  Flmbt  SiB»Kr,  E.C. 

Demy  8vo.,  olotli,  128.  Od.  

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE    LAW   AND   PRACTICE   OB.     WITH   APPENDICES. 

Containing  the  Rnles  and  Begnlations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgi^e  of  Secmities. 
By  B.   B.   8PEN0EB    BBGDHUBST,   1C.A.,   B.O.I1., 

OV  THB  nnnEB  TKMFLI,  BASBISna-AT-LAW. 

"  Thia  book  plrea  a  very  intexeaUng  and  oaeM  aooomt  of  the  law  ad  F^^^f 
tnddeotal  to  deallngi  In  Btocks  and  BbarML  ItoantalnaallthatianfledfiillotokDaiva 
b7  the  aiockbieker  and  the  U^Ter."— ^ft^ton*  Janmak 


•'  Mr.  BrodhoTBtra  rolnne  la  one  that  we  can  cordially  reoommend."— i^fianeiW  ^ewt. 

<*  We  eateem  tbe  work  aa  ertremely  ralnable.  Ita  anthor  haa  maatered  Stock 
Exchann  itechnicaUttea  to  a  wunderM  eitent,  and  expounded  them  with  marked 
abUlty.^^/Vtumcial  nmet. 
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HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


GERISTMAS  VACATION^  1902. 


NOTICE. 

There  vnll  be  no  sitting  in  Court  during  the  ChristmoB  Vacation. 

During  the  CftristmM  Vaeaiion: — ^All  applioaiioDS  ^^  which  may 
fjV^  to  he  imm$diatdy  or  promptly  heard  "are  to  be  made  until 
PTedneflday,  Deoember  Slat,  looludive,  to  the  Hononrable  Mr.  Justice 
iwiHTKS  EiLDT,  and  after  that  date  to  the  Honourable  Mr.  Justice 

FiLF. 

The  Honourable  Mr.  Jastioe  8winfsn  Eadt  will  act  as  Vacation 
Judge  from  Monday,  December  22n(l,  to  Wednesday,  December  81  st, 
both  days  inolnaiTe.  His  Lordship  will  sit  in  King's  Bench  Judges' 
Chamb^  on  Monday,  Deoember  29th.  On  other  days,  within  the 
sboTC  period,  applications  in  urgent  matters  may  be  made  to  his 
Lordship  by  post  or  rail. 

The  Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Jklf  will  act  as  Vacation  Judge 
bom  Thursday,  January  Ist,  1903,  to  Saturday,  January  10th,  both 
dsys  inolnsiye.  His  Lordship  will  sit  in  King's  Bench  Judge's 
Qhambers  on  Tuesday,  January  6th.  On  other  days,  within  the 
ibofe  period,  applications  in  urgent  matters  may  be  made  to  his 
Lordship  by  post  or  raiL 

In  any  case  of  great  urgency  the  Brief  of  Counsel  may  bo  sent  to 
tiw  Judse  by  Book  Post,  or  Parcel,  pre-paid,  accompanied  by  Office 
Onpies  of  the  AffldaWts  in  support  of  the  Application,  and  also  by  a 
Mmate,  on  a  separate  sheet  of  paper,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the 
Qider  he  may  consider  the  Applicant  entitled  to,  and  also  an  enyelope 
oinablB  of  reoeiying  the  Papi^rs.  addressed  as  follows :— **  Chancery 
Oftoial  Letter:  To  the  Registrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Registrars' 
Ohsmbers,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  TT.O." 

On  applications  for  InjuncUoru,  in  addition  to  the  aboye,  a  Copy  of 
ilie  Wnt,  and  a  Oertiflcate  of  Writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent 

The  Papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Registrar. 

The  address  of  the  Judge  for  the  time  being  acting  as  Vacation 
Judge  can  be  obtained  on  application  at  the  Chancery  Registrars' 
Chimbers,  Room  136,  Royal  Courts  of  Justice. 


The  Chambers  of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewich  and  Mr.  Justice  Jotok 
(S  to  Z  Diyision)  will  be  open  (for  Vacation  business  only)  from 
10  to  2  on  Wednesday,  December  24;  Tuesday,  Deoember  SO; 
Wednesday,  December  81,  1902;  Tliur«day,  January  1;  Friday, 
January  2;  and  Tuesday,  January  6, 1903. 

Cbanobbt  Rboutbabs'  Chambkbs, 
rotal  coubtb  of  justiob, 
December,  1902. 


INCORPOEATED    LAW    SOCIETY. 


THE  TRAVER8-SMITH  SCHOLARSHIP. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  held 
on  Friday,  12th  Deoember,  1902,  the  SchoUrahip  for  the  year  1902 
was,  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Trustees  of  the  late  Mr.  Joseph 
Trayers-Smith,  awarded  to  Mr.  Benjamin  Mason  Cook,  BJL,  LL.B. 
Camb.,  who  seryed  his  Articles  uf  Clerkship  with  Mr.  Richard 
William  Buckland,  cf  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Vandercom,  Doulton  & 
Bnokland  of  London. 

By  Order  of  the  Council, 

E.  W.  Williamson, 

Secretary. 
Law  Socutt'b  Hall,  Chakokbt  Lact,  W.C. 
December  12th,  1902. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


December  11.  The  Right  Hon.  Lord  Maonaghten,  P.O.,  has  been 
appointed  a  G.C.M.G.  in  recognition  of  seryioes  on  the  Chile- 
Argentine  Boundary  Tribunal. 

Deoember  15.  The  KINO  has  been  pleased,  by  Warrant  under  Hi* 
Majesty's  Royal  Sign  Manual,  bearing  date  the  10th  instant,  to- 
appoint  Alick  James  TMSsell,  Esq.,  Barrister-at-Law,  to  be  Stipen- 
diary  Justice  of  the  Peace  at  Chatham  and  Sheemess,  in  the  room 
of  Edward  James  Athawes,  Edq.,  deceased. 


Second  Edttkn,  Revised.    Demy  8vo.,  cloth,  ao«. 
TEl    LAW    OF    NUISANGBS.    With  Statutory  Appendix. 
SMoQd  Bditlon.    Qy  8.  W.  aAum,  M.A.,  of  the  IniMr  Temple,  MeiVopoUuD 
BoUee  Megiitrate. 

Joel  PnbUflhed.    Fourth  Editloo.    Crown  8to.,  doth,  6«. 

B08COF8  DIGEST  OF  BUILDING  GASB8.  Fourth  Bditkm. 

^r  Edwau>  Staxlst  Boeoo^  of  Linooln'e  Inn,  Berrtator-et-Iaw. 
loMion :  Wx.  Clowis  A  Sons,  Limited,  Law  Fubllshen,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.a 


Rojal  Sva,  doth.  Ut, 
M0BTGAGB8.    ^  Concise  Treatise  on  Mortgages,  Pledgea,  and 
UeiM.    Qy  Waltbs  Ashmbubb,  M.A«,  d  Unoohi'e  Inn,  Berrieter-ei-Lew,  let* 
Fellow  of  Merton  OoUege,  Oxfind. 
*•  A  eboTttrettUae  oo  the  Uw  of  Mortp^ee  ...  has  long  been  wwted  ...  end  Hr. 
Aahbamer'e  book  will  ...  be  e  wdoome  addition  to  the  lawyerli  Ubmry.  ...  A 
highly  oredltaUe  perftrmanoe."— Lm  Time$. 

*•  One  of  the  beat  new  text-booka  that  we  have  met  with  flnr  aome  time.  .  .  .  The 
treatment  of  the  anl^)eot  la  both  eihamitlve  and  afOcarate.**~La«a  JoumaL 

iLondon ;  Wm.  Gloww  k  Sosa,  Limited,  Law  PnbUahera,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 


8B0OKD  EDinOK.    Demy  8vo.,  ok>«h,  lOt.  6d. 


FRIENDLY    SOCIETIES 

(THB    IiAW    BSSLATHXQ    TO> 

HE  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1896,  AND  THE  COLLECTING  SOCIETIES -AND  INDUSTRIAL 

ASSURANCE  COMPANIES  ACT,  1896. 

Toffethw-  with  an  Appmdix  earUaining  MoM  Ruhs^  and  ths  Forms  appended  to  the  Treasury  BegtOaOonSf  1897. 

By  F.  BADEN   FULLEB,*  B.A.  (Oxon.)f  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law. 

"We  can  thonrng^ily  reoommend  the  pabNcatlon  to  the  CSdef  and  DMilet  Offldala  of  all  Friendly  Sodetiea.'*— Ji^WaiKf Jv  AcMte*  iZceanler. 
>_.    y-  VaDar  haa  dealt  with  the  Uw  and  poAtioe  ralatlng  to  FMendly  Sodaliea  in  a  olear  and  oondw  manner,  and  hia  1 
"*"«ta«  in  the  woildng  of  Friendly  8odetlaB."-jr«iidUater  Omrier. 


\  book  ahoohl  be  in  the  han&  of  all  penon» 


I 
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Second  Edition,  tJiorougrhly  Revised.    Demy  Svo.,  2  Vols.,  doth,  888. 
Cash  Price,  80s.  (postagre.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  tlie  Bfiddle  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law ;   LL.B.  Loodoa  UniTeraity;   B.A.,  late  Scholar  and  Stndent  of  Tiioi^  CoIIeee, 
Dublin;   Ezhibidoner  in  Real  Property  and  Equity;   Holder  of  tlie  First  Certificate  of  Hononr,  Micharimaa,  1869; 
Joint  Antfaor  of  Gierke  and  Bretf  a  Conreyandnf  Acta ;  Author  of  Bretf  a  Bankruptcy  Act,  Z883L  and  of 
Lcadins^  Caaea  in  Modem  Eqoity ;  and  late  Lecturer  in  Equity  to  the  Incorporated  Law  Sooety. 

*«*  The  main  idea  of  this  book  is  to  bring  into  fpedal  parominenoe  the  present  and  li?ing  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  pait  law,  or  thftt 
whioh  is  praotioally  obsolete,  lo  far  aa  it  Ib  neoeswiy  to  enable  the  reader  to  uzuienitaiid  the  fireaent 

OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


**  We  are  glad  to  obeerve  in  the  preeent  edition  the  marki  of  eatefhl 
revision.  ...  It  is  a  oomprehensiTe  oatline  of  existing  Bnriish  law, 
oontaiDed  in  a  marveUously  smaU  oompass,  well  ananged,  and  so 
eontriyed  b^  the  insertion  of  illustratiTe  oases  and  extiMts,  as  to  be 
interestinff  instead  of  repulsiTe  to  the  student.  On  some  subjects  a 
list  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  uiortly 
stated.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Aots^  at  pp.  14£kl56,  may 
be  commended  as  a  yery  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  improTed,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attractiye  type  and 
oonyenient  siie  of  the  yolumee."— tSoUottors'  /oumol. 

''The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
appearance,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  ftdly  assured,  for 


we  already  haye  before  us  a  second  edition.  ...  Mr.  Bistt  ii 
singularly  ibrtunate  in  being  called  upon  ao  aoon  to  bring  est 
a  new  edition,  because  he  has  thus  been  affoded  an  opportoni^ 
of  availing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  friends,  snd  fre 
criticism  of  his  reyiewers,  by  correcting  the  errors  which  won  is- 
eyitaUe  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  <n  incorporating  the  BBnensi 
Acts  which  haye^  suioe  the  publication  of  nis  first  edition,  bea 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  an  exceedingly  aotiye  legiilatani"- 

''The  coD4>ilation  has  been  done  wifli  care,  and  the  newsditkBii 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  acMeB.'- 


LoHPOH :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Publishbrs,  7,  Flbr  Stbkxt,  E.C. 
Seventh  JEditiatu     BaytU  9vo.^  eioth,  SSs. 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaiimig  a  fall  exposition  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  including  the  Law  under  the  Bankraruj 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Closure)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  m 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicature  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Arrangements  litk 
Creditors,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  Wi^h  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orden  aod 
Forms,  including  Forms  of  Statutory  Compositions  and  Schemes,  &c. 

BY 

GEORGE   YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq., 

Barrl0ter-at-Ziaw. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 

"  In  spite  of  riyals,  Btihnm*$  Law  amd  PrantioB  in  Boiiftrupfoy-an  excellent  treatise,  we  always  thought— maintains  its  jppsltifla  ii  M 
literature.  It  has  now  entered  its  seyenth  edition.  The  six&  edition  wasjmblished  before  the  Act  of  1887.  and  consequently  tiwtAtfin 
the  Aot  of  1890  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with*  The  chapter  on  Bills  of  Sale  is  now  put  at  the  end  of  the  ydume.  Beycad  wjj^ 
are  m  ehangee.  The  judicial  dedsiotts  of  recent  yean  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobson  on  Bankmptcy  remains  an  effldent  and  ap*«i» 
text-book."— i;oio  IVsMis. 

"This  standard  work  on  bankruptoy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  author  wisely  considering  that,  in  consequence  ofn« J^ 
important  cases  recently  dedded  and  the  issue  of  the  new  rules,  a  new  edition  was  desirable.  We  compliment  the  leaned  aatlig  g^ 
^viadomctfkeepmg  his  work  well  up  to  date.  Of  this  edition  we  may  fairly  say,  as  of  others,  no  practitioner  with  bantoupt^u«mwj" 
oe  without  it;  and  as  kmg  as  the  author  puzinei  the  wise  oourse  of  issuing  fresh  editions  weU  up  to  date,  we  shaU  be  aUe  to  soeav  ni><>" 
editions  the  same  praise.**— Xaio  NOm,  
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Oheap  BditUm,    Illiirtrmted.    1  voL*  damy  Bvo^  oloth,  10b. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB.    8EBJEANT  PULLING. 

Gontainiiig  tiie  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  theOonrts  at  Westminster 
Hall  derived  from  it — ^the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Setjeants  of  the  Coif — ^the  Apprenticii  ad  legem — the  Inns 
of  Court— the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Bench  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  Legal  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovations  on 
the  old  Institution. 


''A  Bkonunient  of  well-digested  resesrah.  .  •  •  An  important  contelbatlon  to  the  history  of  the  Bendh  and  Bar  of  Rngland.** 

— lUiiftra<ad  Londm  Nem. 

Lohdon:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limited,   Law  Pubushabs,  7,  Flbit  Stbkbt,  RO. 

Boyal  12mo.f  dlotlit  ISs.  Od. 

THE    LONDON    BUILDING    AOT,  1894, 

And  the  AMENSIIENT  AOT,    1898. 

With  Notes  and  Orm  Beferenoea  and  an  Appendix  oontaining  anch  existing  Statutes  (inclading  the  Public  Health  (London)  Aot,  1891) 
aa  still  affect  bnildiug  operations  within  the  Administrative  Oonnty  of  London ;  also  the  Bye-Laws,  Begulationfl  and 
Orders  of  the  London  County  O>unoi]  and  of  the  Oommissioners  of  Sewers  of  the  City  of  London. 

By  W.  RUSSELL  GRIFFITHS,  LL.B., 

Of  the  Iwntr  Temple,  Editor  of  "  The  Statutes  Beguiating  London  Building,"  and 

FRANCIS  W.  PEMBER,  M.A., 

Of  LincoMa  Inn,  Draftsman  of  the  Bill  as  originally  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons, 
Loitdon  :   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishkrs,  7,  Fleet  Stbbet.  B.C. 

NOW  READY.     Demy  8va,  cloth,  18t. 


THE   COUNTY   AND   BOROUGH    POLICE   ACTS,    1831-1900. 

Together  with  the  Special  Coostablea  Acts;  the  Pariah  Constables  Acts;  the  Look-up  Houses  Acts;   the  Police 

Bates  Acts;  the  High  Constables  Act;  the  Riot  Damages  Act;  the  Public  Authorities  Protection  Aot ;  the  Police 

Property  Act ;  and  parts  of  the  Army  Act,  Municipal  Corporations  Act,  and  the  Local  Qovemment  Act. 

With  Introdtu^Hanf   Notes  and  Indeoc 

Of  the  luier  Temple  and  Oxford  Girouit,  Buxister^t-Lsw. 
**  Mr.  CtemldiMl  haa  Mipplled  a  decided  want  In  the  pMNDl  ^ 
"The  book  wlU  be  a  yalnable  addition  to  the  law  llbraiy  of  every  poUoe  anthori^.*— PMfae  Rmitm, 

London  :  WILLTAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C. 
Second  and  greatly  improved  Edition.    Demy  Sro.,  doth,  6f. 

THE    ENGLISH    DEATH    DUTIES 

A  Table  showing  at  a  glance  the  Incidence  of  the  English  Death  Duties  with  reference  to  the  sections  of 
Statutes  imposing  them,  the  Forms  used  in  their  Payment,  and  at  what  date  of  Death  each  or  any  become 
Payable.    With  various  useful  Notes  and  Beferenoes  to  Decisions. 

By     ES.     }aJLRRIS, 

OV  TBI  UWACT  AND  SUOOISBIOH  DUTY  DIPABnaOIT,  BOIOBSIT  BOUBI. 

"w«*tJw22p?S!ll!r«V;K  ^^i  •iP^  ^^S.^**"*?*  "^  ^  ^^J^S^  ?***•  •  •  •  ShooW  pim  of  BMI  «ryke  Jbr  xeady  relerenoe."-.lkiw  Tim^. 
!1S!  *"^  <^  ehare  of  thmke  to  Mr.  HaxrlL  whoee  oompeCmioe  to  dothewosfc  he  haa  undertaken  la  nndoabted-'Cljooewitaiif. 
-We  eanildcr  the  work  la  one  of  gzeet  piaoacal  Talne  to  lo&dtora.''— /Hi4  Urn  Timn. 

London  :    WILLIAM  CLOWES  k  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Street,  E.C.    j 
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Second  Edition,  demy  8vo.|  cloth,  278«  6d.,  including  Supplement,  with  Cases  to  Date,  1889. 
\*  ThA  Sapplflmemt  oaa  be  had  separately,  limp  oloth«  Se.  6cL 

DARBY    and    BOSA 

STATUTES    of"  LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

BY 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K,0„  and  J,  R,  V,  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw, 

'*  TwentyHsiz  yeais  have  elapsed  since  the  appearance  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Treatise  on  tiie  Statuiea  of  Limiti- 
tions.  Dnrinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  having 
been  prodncea.  The  result  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitioner  to 
consult  special  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  law  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  And  in  die 
interval  since  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliamient — the  Beal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  and  ibB 
Trustee  Act,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  momfy,  or  settle  manv  points  rekting  to 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchsmt  has  become  tne  colleague  of  Kr. 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  examinatioo 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want — the  want  of  a  reliabb 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foflovB 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surprisS  that,  having  r^ard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  it  Ins 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book.'' — Law  (^Aorterly  Bmew. 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  h  SONS,  Limitbd,  Law  Pubushkbs,  7«  Flsbt  Smnr,  E.G. 

NOW  BEADY.    Demy  Bvo.,  cloth,  10«. 

A  Digest  of  the  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insorance. 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

Auihw  of  'M  Digest  of  ih$  Law  of  BUU  of  Exchange;'''  The  Sale  of  Goods  Act,  induding  the  Factors  Acts,"  it.; 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-Law« 

Secretary  of  the  Alliance,  Marine  and  (General  Assurance  Co.,  Ltd. 


"The  book  I«  «  moit  oonctoe  tad  yftlnable  ezposltkm  of  the  ezlatliig  Uw,  and  we  ooitlUlly  rac^imiend  tt  to  all  who  have  to  do  with  marine  inmranoo."— v4Upi>M^  OaiA- 
'*  We  feel  suie  that  both  lawycn  and  the  mcroantUe  world  will  wekxmie  thie  addition  to  lestl  Uteratnxe."— JCoie  SKknct. 


LorooN ;  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limitep,  Law  Publishkbs,  7,  Flect  Street,  E.O. 

Demy  Svo.,  cloth,  128.  6(L 

THE   STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE    LAW   AND    PRACTICE   OF).     WITH   APPENDICES. 

Gontuning  the  Bales  and  B^nbtioiis  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instruments  accompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Secnrities. 

By  B.   B.   SPENCEIt    BB0OHT7BST,   M.A.,   B.O.Ii., 

oar  TBI  nnnB  tmmflm,  BABKurmt-AT-LAir. 

Exchange  itechnlcaUtles  to  a  wonderftd  exttAt,  and  expounded  them  with  marked 


incidental  to  dealin0B  in  stocka  and  ahazea.    ItoontainaaUtfaatlaneedfUtvbekafM 
bj  the  itockhroker  and  the  lawfer/'-^ftSieiton'  Jcmmal. 


LoNDOW:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishers,  7,  Fleet  Stbebt,  B.C. 
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HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE. 


CHRI8TMA8  VACATION,  1902. 


NOTIOK 


There  will  he  no  sitting  in  Court  during  the  CliridmaB  Vacation, 

During  Hhe  Chrittnuu  Vaccdion: — ^AU  applioatioius  **  which  may 
require  to  he  immediately  or  promptly  heard  "  are  to  be  made  until 
Wednesday,  December  Slat,  inolusiTe,  to  the  Honourable  BCr.  Justice 
8WINFXN  Eadt,  and  after  that  date  to  the  Honourable  Mr.  Justice 
Jklf. 

The  Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Swinfen  Eadt  will  act  as  Vacation 
Judge  from  Monday,  December  22nd,  to  Wednesday,  December  Slst, 
both  days  inolusive.  His  Lordship  Will  sit  in  King's  Beneh  Judges' 
Chambers  on  Monday,  December  29th.  On  other  days,  within  the 
above  period,  applications  in  urgent  matters  may  be  made  to  his 
Lordship  by  poat  or  rail. 

The  Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Jslf  will  act  as  Yacation  Judge 
from  Thursday,  January  1st,  1903,  to  Saturday,  January  10th,  both 
days  inclnsiye.  His  Lordship  will  sit  in  King's  Bench  Judge's 
Caiambers  on  Tuesday,  January  6th.  On  other  days,  within  the 
aboTO  period,  applications  in  urgent  matters  may  be  made  to  his 
Lordship  by  post  or  rail. 

In  any  case  of  great  urgency  the  Brief  of  Counsel  may  bo  sent  to 
the  Judge  by  Book  Post,  or  Parcel,  pre-paid,  accompanied  by  Office 
Copies  M  the  Affidavits  in  support  of  the  Application,  and  also  by  a 
Minute,  on  a  separate  sheet  of  pi^per,  signed  by  Counsel,  of  the 


order  he  may  consider  the  Applioant  entitled  to,  and  also  an  euTelope 
capable  of  receiying  the  Papers,  addressed  as  follows: — ^** Chancery 
OiScial  Letter:  To  the  Beeistrar  in  Vacation,  Chancery  Begistzan* 
Chambers,  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice,  London,  TT.C." 

On  applications  for  Injunctions,  in  addition  to  the  above,  a  Copy  of 
the  Writ,  and  a  Certificate  of  Writ  issued,  must  also  be  sent 

The  Papers  sent  to  the  Judge  will  be  returned  to  the  Begistrar. 

The  address  of  the  Judge  for  the  time  being  acting  as  Yaoatkni 
Judge  can  be  obtained  en  application  at  the  Chanoery  Begistran^ 
Chambers,  Boom  186^  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice. 

The  Chambers  of  Mr.  Justice  Kekewich  and  Mr.  Justice  Jotob 
(S  to  Z  Division)  will  be  open  (for  Vacation  business  only)  from 
10  to  2  on  Wednesday,  Deoember  24;  Tuesday,  December  90; 
Wednesday,  Deoember  81,  1902;  Thursday,  January  1;  Friday, 
January  2;  and  Tuesday,  January  6, 1903. 

Cbahobbt  Begibtbabs'  Chambsbs, 
botal  coubtb  of  justicb, 
December^  1902. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

August  11.     The  KING  has  been  graciously  pleased  to  appoint :— * 

Balph  Bertie  Peter  Cator,  Esq.,  of  Lincoln's  Ion,  Barristcr-at-Law, 
to  be  a  Judge  of  His  Majesty's  High  Court  of  East  Africa ;  and 

Bobert  William  Hamilton,  Esq.,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at- 
Law,  to  be  an  Assistant  Judge  of  His  Majesty's  said  High  Court 
of  East  Africa. 


NOW  READY.    Demy  8m,  cloth,  27«.  6<i ;  oaah  prioe,  22«. 
LELY    AND    PEARCE'S    "AGRICULTURAL    HOLDINGS." 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  AGTS,  1883  &  1900, 


AMD  OXBSB 


Agricultural  Statutes,  Including  the  Game,  Distress,  and  Workmen's  Compensation  Acts. 
Arranged,  with  Notes  and  Forms,  by  J.  H.  LEL7,  Barristeivat-Law, 

Editw  of  "  Woodfall's  Law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant ";  and 

W.  HANBURT   A66S,  Barrister  -  at  -  Law. 

BEING  A  THIRD  EDITION  OF  LELY  AND  PEARCE'S  "AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS." 

London:  WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS,  LiuimD,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Fleet  Stbebt,  E.C. 

Jtmt  Pnblished.    In  8  vols.,  royal  8to.,  doth,  £2  10<. ;  cash  price,  £2  (postage,  !<.)•      

The  UW  of  RAILWAY  and  CANAL  TRAMC. 

BY 

EDWARD  BOYLE,  K.G.,  and  THOMAS  WAGHORN,  Barrister-at-iaw. 

With  a  complete  ppitome  of  the  Facts,  Arguments,  and  Judgments  of  evefy 

important  case  from  1830  to  1901. 

LoHDOir !  WILLIAM  0L0WE8  A  SONS.  LmrrKD.  Law  Potlibhbbs,  7,  Flmt  BrBBgr,  E.O. 
NOW  SEADT.    Third  Edition.    Boyal  8to.,  1,000  pp.,  price  26<.,  doth ;  for  cash,  21«.  (postage,  Id.). 

THE  REUTIONSHIP  OF  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT. 


Of  tile  LuMr  Templa,  BarristeMki-Lftw. 

LoHDOHt  WILLIAM  0L0WE8  *  SONS,  Ldhtid,  Law  Publibhibs,  7,  Flut 
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Second  Editionp  demy  8vo.|  cloth,  278.  6d.|  including  8upplement|  witli  Cases  to  Date^  189& 
%*  TlM  Suppliuiiiaint  osn  be  had  — paratoly,  Itmp  ^doth*  !■.  ed. 

DARBY    and    BOSANQXJX2T 

OV  TEQI 

STATUTES    OF    LIMITATIONS 

ENGLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

SB003TX>  sn3x*rxoiT. 

BY 

F.  A.  B08ANQUET,  K,0„  and  J,  R,  V,  MAROHANT,  Barrister-at-Uw. 

^'TwentyHsiz  yean  have  dapeed  nnoe  the  appearanoe  of  Darby  and  Bosanqnet's  Tieaime  on  the  StatnteB  d  Unute- 
tioBfl.  Dnrinff  this  period  that  work  has  held  the  field,  no  other  very  satisfactory  dissertation  on  the  subject  of  it  hsTing 
been  prodnced.  The  lesnlt  of  this  delay  in  the  preparation  of  a  second  edition  has  been  to  compel  the  practitiaoerto 
coDSolt  s^edal  handbooks  in  all  cases  in  which  the  Jaw  since  1867  has  been  altered  by  statute  or  by  decision.  Andinths 
interval  smce  that  date  at  least  two  important  Acts  of  Parliament— the  Beal  Property  Limitation  Act  of  1874,  sod  tke 
Trustee  A<i,  1888 — and  a  mass  of  Judicial  opinion,  have  combined  to  alter,  mocBfy,  or  settle  many  points  relatingto 
the  limitation  of  actions.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Darby  has  died,  and  Mr.  Marchant  has  become  the  ooUeagoe  of  u 
Bosanquet.  The  legal  profession  is  to  be  congratulated  upon  the  possession  of  a  work  which,  after  a  careful  ftTamirirtinn 
of  its  statements  and  comments  upon  difficult  questions,  appears  to  us  to  supply  a  long-felt  want— the  want  of  a  rdiaUe 
guide  to  a  very  intricate  and  far-reaching  branch  of  English  jurisprudence.  The  plan  of  the  new  edition  foOowB 
substantially  that  of  its  predecessor,  but  we  are  not  surpris^  that,  having  regard  to  the  causes  already  mentioned,  ft  hu 
become  necessary,  as  the  authors  state,  to  re-write  the  entire  book." — Law  Quarterlf  Review. 

LoimoN:  WILLIAM  OLOWBB  ^  SONS,  Limitid,  Law  Pububhibs,  7»  Flbct  Simnr,  E.C. 

NOW  BBADT.    Demy  8va,  doth,  lOt. 

A  Digest  of  tbe  Law  relating  to  Marine  Insurance. 

By  M.  D.  CHALMERS,  C.S.L,  Parliamentary  Counsel  to  the  Treasury, 

AMar  of  **A  Digeet  tf  the  Law  of  BOU  of  ExchMgei"**  Tlw  8dU  of  Goodi  Act,  inehdmg  ih$  Faeters  Ad$r  it.; 

abd 

DOUGLAS  OWEN,  of  the  Inner  Temple,  Barrister-at-LaWt 

Secretary  of  the  Allianoeb  Marine  and  Oeoeral  Aasnranoe  Oo.,  Ltd. 

•*  Th«  book  li  «  mort  Qonctae  aad  TBhuailA  «zpotlttaB  of  tlM  esk^ 

'« We  ftd  ran  Ui«t  both  lawy«n  and  the  nerctttilA  worJd  wm  w«koiM  tUs  addl^ 


LoHDOH :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Lmrrap,  Law  PuBLiamBS,  7,  Flkm  Stbebt,  R0> 

Demy  dvo.,  dlotli,  ISs.  Od.  _ 

THE    STOCK    EXCHANGE 

(THE   LAW   AND   PRAGTIOE  QB.    WITH   APPENDICES. 

ContaiiUDg  ihe  Rules  and  B^ulations  annotated,  and  Forms  of  Instmments  aooompanying  a  Mortgage  of  Secnrititt 
By  B.  B.  8PBN0BB    BBODHUBST,  M.A.,  B.0J1, 

OV  TEE  ISSMB  TUCPU^  Bi4BBm!lB-AT4JkW. 

**  Mr.  Brodbnnff  toIiom  is  OM  ttiat  w«  am  cordially  reooiiiiiMiil''—/ViMiMM  Ntm. 

**  We  eftcem  tb«  work  m  extremely  veloabli^.  lu  antbcr  hae  mastered  StodE 
Szcbanse  tescinlcalitks  to  a  wondeiftU  extent,  and  expounded  them  with  marked 
abmty.'-.i^-fMmciai  Timt*, 


*» This  book  glTes  a  very  interMling  and  ihoIU  aeeoo*  of  «te  tov  B^Pf? 
tnddental  to  dealin0B  in  slocka  and  shares.  liooiitalnaaUtfaalisiMidftdteMiaen 
by  the  slockbnkar  aad  the  kwfer.*--A4M«ars' /omtmL 


London:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  h,  SONS,  LnoriD,  Law  Publishmw,  7,  Plbbt Strkbt, B.O. 
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Seventh  Editton.     Royal  8vo.,  Ooth,  88a, 

ROBSON'S    BANKRUPTCY. 

Oontaming  a  fall  ezporiiion  of  the  Principles  and  Practice  of  the  Law,  indnding  the  Law  nnder  the  Bankmptoy 
Acts,  1888  and  1890 ;  the  Bankruptcy  (Discharge  and  Olosnie)  Act,  1887 ;  the  Debtors  Act,  1869 ;  the  Bills  of  Sale 
Acts,  1878  and  1882 ;  Section  10  of  the  Judicatnre  Act,  1875  ;  also  the  Law  relating  to  Private  Ammgements  witli 
OreditoiB,  and  the  Deeds  of  Arrangement  Act,  1887.  With  an  Appendix  comprising  the  Statutes,  Rules,  Orders  and 
Fenns,  indnding  Forms  of  Stotntoqr  Oompoeitions  and  Schemes,  Ac. 

BY 

GEORGE  YOUNG    ROBSON,   Esq.. 

Barri0ter-at-Law. 


OPINIONS  OF  THE  PRESS. 


*  In  spite  of  rivak,  Bobitm*$  Um  amd  PraeHm  in  AmftnMrfo^-HOi  eieellatt  tnatin^  we  elwaTi  tiuNighi— maintaias  its  poslita  in  lega 
Utozmtnra.  It  hM  now  entered  ite  ■evenfli  edition.  The  dxtti  edition  wm  pnUished  before  the  Aofc  of  1887,  and  eeneegqentiy  that  Aot  and 
the  Aflt  of  1880  haye  had  to  be  dealt  with.  The  chapter  on  BiUi  of  Sale  is  now  pat  at  tiie  end  of  the  Tcdnme.  Beyond  tide  there 
are  no  ohaagee.  The  jndioial  dedaione  of  recent  yeaia  are  duly  noted,  and  Bobeon  on  Bankniptoy  remainB  an  effloient  and  vp4o-data 
tezt4N»k.''— Xow  IVmet. 

*Thls  standard  work  on  bankniptoy  has  reached  another  edition,  the  antfaor  wiaeiy  oonddering  that,  in  oanseqnenoe  of  the  many 
hnportMit  cMee  reoentiy  decided  and  the  ianie  of  the  new  nlm,  a  new  edition  waa  deaiiable.  We  oomplhnent  the  leaned  anthor  on  the 
wiBdanofkcepinffhiaworkwellnptodateb  Of  thle  edition  we  may  fairly  eay,  as  (tf  othera,  no  practitioner  with  bankmptoy  work  ahooM 
be  wiOoiit  it;  and  aa  long  as  the  author  paraoea  the  wise  oonxae  of  iaaning  fmh  editions  weU  np  to  date,  we  ahall  be  able  to  accord  fdtore 
editiona  the  aame  pralae.''— Xaw  Noteg.  

IiOHDOV :  WILLIAM  CLOWES  A  SONS,  Limited,  Law  Publishbbs,  7,  Fueev  Stbbet,  E.G. 

Second  Edition,  thoroughly  Revised.    Demy  Svo*,  2  YoUu,  doth,  888. 
Cash  Prioe,  808.  (postage.  Is.). 

BRETT'S    COMMENTARIES 

ON  THB 

PRESENT     LAWS     OF     ENGLAND. 

By    THOMAS   BBETT, 

Of  tibe  Middle  Temple,  Barritter-at-Law ;  LL.R  London  UniveraKT;  B.A.,  late  Sdiolar  and  Student  of  Trinilgr  College,. 
DnbUn;   EzhiUdMier  in  Real  Fropertjr  and  Bqni^;  Holder  of  de  Firat  Certificate  of  Hoooor.  Mirtiarhnai,  1869; 
Joint  Author  of  Clerke  and  Bretf a  Conreyandng  Acta ;  An^or  of  Bfetf a  Bankrofytcy  Act,  i88i,  and  of 
Leading  Caaea  in  Modem  Equity; 


in  Equity  to  tlie  Incorporated  Law 


\*  The  main  idea  of  this  hook  is  to  faring  into  fpedal  pvoniinenoe  the  pment  and  lifing  law,  and  only  to  deal  with  peat  law,  or 
wUoh  if  pmofcioally  oheolete,  lo  fiur  as  it  is  neeenwry  to  enable  the  reader  to  undentand  tiie  pioient 


thai 


OPINIONS  OP  THE  PRESS. 


*  We  are  ^gmA  to  oheerve  in  the  present  edition  the  marki  of  oatefol 
isfiaion.  ...  It  is  a  oomprehensiye  outline  of  existing  English  law, 
soBtBlnod  in  a  marrellously  small  compass,  w^  arranged,  and  so 
oontriTed  by  the  insertion  il  lUostratiTe  oases  and  extrMts,  as  to  be 
btenstinff  instead  of  repnlslye  to  the  student  On  some  subjects  a 
net  of  leading  recent  cases  is  added,  the  effect  of  them  being  shortly 
■hM.  The  account  of  the  Settled  Land  Acts,  at  pp.  14£kl50,  may 
be  oommended  as  a  yery  good  piece  of  exposition.  The  index  has 
been  impioyed,  and  a  word  must  be  said  as  to  the  attraotiye  type  and 
€onyeuient  sixe  of  the  yolumes."— iSSDMoOors'  /onmoX. 
.  "The  success  which  we  predicted  for  this  book  on  its  first 
sppeaianoe,  only  a  year  ago^  seems  to  be  now  ftdly  assured,  fbr 


we  already  haye  before  us  a  second  edition.  .  .  *  Ux.  Brett  ia 
singularly  finrtunate  in  being  called  upon  so  soon  to  bring  out 
a  new  edition,  beoanse  he  has  thus  been  aiforded  an  opporinnity 
of  ayailing  himself  of  the  suggestions  of  his  fMends,  and  the 
oritidsm  A  his  reyiewen,  by  coneotinff  the  errors  whidh  were  iot- 
eyitable  in  a  first  edition,  and  also  of  incorporating  the  numerous* 
Acts  which  haye,  since  the  publication  of  nis  ibrst  edition,  been: 
placed  upon  the  statute-book  by  aa  exceedingly  aotiye  legislature."— 
Xciis  J<nuFwA, 

*<The  compilatkn  has  been  done  with  care,  and  the  new  edition  is 
up  to  date,  and  is  altered  to  include  the  legislation  of  last  seiiion.''^ 
XoieAbtst. 


LovDOv:   WILLIAM  CLOWES  &  SONS, 


LiMiTBD,  Law  Publuhsbs,  7,  Flbr  Stbb 
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Ohamp  Xdition.    Illiutratad.    1  toL,  demy  8vo.,  olotb,  10a. 

THE    ORDER    OF    THE    COIF. 

By    MB,  z  SERJEANT   PULLINa, 

Containing  the  Early  History  of  the  Order,  together  with  an  account  of  the  Aula  Regis,  and  tiie  Courts  at  Westmixuliar 
Hall  derived  from  it — the  Justiciar — ^the  Judges  and  Serjeants  of  the  Ooif — the  Apprentieii  ad  legem — the  Inni 
of  Court—the  Forms,  Solemnities,  and  Usages  kept  up  by  the  Benoh  and  the  Bar — Records  and  Memoirs  of  the 
Old  Order,  and  its  many  distinguished  Members — ^their  L^;al  and  Social  position,  and  the  gradual  Innovatioiui  on 
the  old  Institutum. 

"A  moniiiiient  of  well-digested  leseazch. ...  An  important  oontribation  to  fha  history  of  the  Benoh  sad  Bor  of  ESngkod." 
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